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1. EDITORIAL

The appointment of a Native American Special Rajgowron the situation of human rights and
fundamental freedoms of indigenous people (SR)dsmiajor news item of early 2008. Appointed on
March 28" by the Human Rights Council (HRC), Mr. S. Jamesynis an attorney and professor of
international law and human rights at the Univgraf Arizona. He has notably pleaded several
indigenous cases brought before the Inter-Americanrt of Human Rights, including those of the
Mayangna Community of Awas Tingni v. Nicaragua, ii@ya Communities of the Toledo District v.
Belize, and that of Mary and Carrie Dann of the SBlome People in the United States. His curriculum
vitae is available dtttp://www?2.ohchr.org/english/issues/indigenous/rapporteur/.

By recommending Professor Anaya, HRC President Bd&tu Romulus Costea has shown certain
independence with respect to the consultative gahgrged with presenting him with a first list of
candidates. It is indeed possible that he willsactilarly in nominating the five experts for thewe
Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (Exyechanism) since the procedure is identical.
Their names will be known definitively on Juné".8

Therefore, the main concern today is the implentamtaof the Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples. According to Article 42 of theclaration, this is the responsibility of all
intergovernmental organizations, including in garar the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues
(PF), as well as of the States. The SR’s mandadeiffgs that he should “promote” the Declaration,
while the Expert Mechanism should provide the HRA@tH thematic expertise on the rights of
indigenous peoples . . . [that] will focus mainlg etudies and research-based advice; . . . it may
suggest proposals to the Council for its considtemeand approval”. This evidently brings to mine th
concept of free, prior and informed consent, onclwlihe work begun by the former Working Group
on Indigenous Peoples should be concluded. In doddiscuss the implementation of Article 42, the
PF has recommended to ECOSOC the organizatiorttoka-day international expert group meeting
before its eighth session (May 18-29, 2009).

This issue contains the texts that will govern getious peoples’ rights in the coming years: thal fin
text of the Declaration (with the summary of that&$’ interventions before and after the vote); the
resolution renewing the SR’s mandate and the réenlgreating the Expert Mechanism. In addition
we publish the resolution proposed by the Indigen@aucus, since it may serve as a reference for the
first session of the Mechanism, when the issue bellto set it firmly on a path that is genuinely
worthwhile for the indigenous peoples.

Finally, the protest that marked the adoption & BF Report on May"? of this year should be
mentioned. The withdrawal of two articles related dimate change and to the compensation
mechanisms anticipated by the Kyoto Protocol — raeigms financed by the World Bank — has been
demanded by delegations of indigenous peoplesustyiaffected by these measures. We recall in this
regard that the Office of the High Commissioner Human Rights is due to present a detailed
analysis of the relations between climate changkhamman rights at the tenth session of the HRC
(probably in March 2009).
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2. THE UN DECLARATION ON THE RIGHTS OF INDIGENOUS P EOPLES

On September 13, 2007, the UN General Assembly tadpphrough resolution 61/295, the UN
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoplelfoviing last-minute negotiations among Member
States and the IPs’ Global Caucus, and introductfi@ome amendments in the text as adopted by the
Human Rights Council in June 2006. We publish llesammary report of the States’ interventions
prior to and after the vote on the Declaration’s@ibn, including also statements that the Chdirs o
the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues and dhtligenous Peoples’ Global Caucus presented
on the floor during a subsequent informal segméné complete version of the adoption resolution
follows, including the final text of the UN Declai@n on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

Report on the adoption of the Declaration on the Rjhts of IPs by the UN General Assembly

Mr. Luis Enrique Chavez, Chair of the Working Group on the Draft Declaration, introduces on behalf of
Peru draft resolutio®/61/L.67, on adoption of the UN Declaration on tReghts of Indigenous Peoples (the
Declaration). Underlining the General Assembly'spensibility of bridging a gap in the promotion and
protection of human rights — the protection of getious peoples (IPs) — he recalls the various Stafgihe 25-
year long process of drafting, stressing thattterfirst time in UN history, representatives oé ttight-holders,
the IPs, participated actively, lending unquestid@degitimacy to the document. After the consitieraof the
text adopted by the Human Rights Council in Juné62@as postponed by the General Assembly (GA) in
November 2006, various efforts were made to addviesaber States’ concerns, resulting in a revisedt,dnow
presented to the GA for adoption. The changes daimdermine the substantive aspects of the protect IPs
and, at the same time, would guarantee adoptidineoDeclaration and thus lay the foundations feoand new
relationship between the world’s IPs and the States$ societies with which they coexist. Peru cafien all
delegations to adopt the draft resolution by cossen

Explanation of vote before the voting

AUSTRALIA, CANADA, the USA, the RussiaN FEDERATION and CoLomBIA all object to the lack of
inclusiveness and transparency of the consultationthe Declaration during the GA’s $$ession, leaving to
Member States no opportunity to discuss the teXedively and work constructively towards a streng
Declaration that might be acceptable to and endoboseall States, including those with significantligenous
populations, and might have resulted in consenSusTRALIA , the USA and theRUSSIAN FEDERATION add
that this text, which is confusing and lacks tramspcy and balance, cannot become an authoritatide
universal standard of achievemefUSTRALIA , CANADA andNEW ZEALAND state that the Declaration does not
reflect current State practice or obligations unidégrnational law and does not, therefore, represestomary
international lawAUSTRALIA , CANADA, UK andCoLomBIA insist that the Declaration is not legally binding
CoLomBIA claims to be most advanced with regard to thegmition of IPs’ collective rights, and informs on
its system of inalienable reservations, where Hrsyocout their own political, social and legal onggation while
receiving budget allocations and other benefitmftbe central government. Colombia also presesitsi@asures
to ensure IPs’ participation in national electi@msl in policy making, and to implement the prionsoltation
provisions of ILO Convention 169. Colombia objetishe following provisions in the Declaration: isie 30

on military activities contradicts Colombia’s cohgtional provisions on the presence of State sgcfwrces
throughout the national territory to provide andagntee to all inhabitants protection of and resgpactheir
lives and property, both individual and collectivaticles 19 and 32 on free, prior and informed s&mt could
amount to a possible veto on the exploitation dtirz resources in indigenous territories, while’IRght to
consultation is viewed in Colombia as an ideal ragi$m for enabling IPs to influence the decisiorkimg
process, as defined by the Constitution, ILO Cotieen169 and the Constitutional Court’s jurispruden
Articles on IPs’ right to own, develop and conttioéir territories and natural resources contra@iciombia’s
constitutional provisions on the State’ ownershiphe subsoil and non-renewable natural resourtesder to
protect and guarantee their public use for the titeokthe entire nation. Colombia neverthelessergites its
firm commitment to implementing the constitutionalovisions, internal norms and assumed internaltiona
obligations aimed at protecting its ethnic andwalt diversity.

CANADA highlights its commitment to actively advancinglienous rights, internationally through the relgva
UN mechanisms and bodies as well as through itrnational development programme, and domestically,
through constitutional guarantees for aboriginal teaty rights, as well as negotiated self-govenntnand land

! This report is based on the Official Records af #07' and 108 Plenary Meetings of the UN General
Assembly, on September 13, 2007 (documents A/6UPKAnd A/61/PV 108). In the present summary report
we are prioritising the information on the Statiesérpretation of the Declaration over general infation.
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claims agreements. Canada has been an active ipanticin the development of a strong and effective
declaration that would promote and protect the humights and fundamental freedoms of every indigisno
person and recognize IPs’ collective rights. Howg@anada has concerns on the provisions on laadgories
and resources, which are overly broad, unclear,faihdo recognize a range of land rights; on frpepr and
informed consent when used as a complete veto pfawex particular group, which would be fundamelgtal
incompatible with Canada’s parliamentary systemselfirgovernment without recognition of the impoxta of
negotiations; on intellectual property; on militaissues; and on the need to achieve an approgréssce
between the rights and obligations of IPs, Statekthird parties. Canada will continue to take @ffee action,
domestically and internationally, to promote andtect IPs’ rights, but not on the basis of this Beation,
which has no legal effect in Canada.

The USA cannot lend its support to the current text, funeatally flawed. Its views on the core provisioms o
the text (such as self-determination, lands anduregs, redress and the nature of the Declaratem)e found
in a separate documéntThe USA will nevertheless continue its efforts poomote indigenous rights
domestically for Indian tribes, which it recognizes political entities with inherent powers of sgdivernment,
and internationally, through its reports on humights, its diplomatic efforts in opposing raciakclimination
and pressing for full indigenous participation intbcratic electoral processes throughout the waddyell as
through international assistance programmes inuglh#s.

Canadian Parliament calls for Implementation of theDeclaration

On April 8, 2008, the Canadian Parliament passezbalution recommending “that the Government eraltire
UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoplesidopted by the UN General Assembly on 13 Segtemb
2007 and that Parliament and Government of Canadbjaifnplement the standards contained therein”.

Throughout the discussions within the African GroBpNIN, which supported the African position for the sake
of solidarity, called for limiting the amendments)d welcomes the compromise text achieved. In spifés
imperfections, its provisional implementation rensdesirable while improvements are introducedhso all
delegations can endorse it.

AUSTRALIA has the following concerns. 1) Self-determina@pplies to such situations as decolonization, er th
break-up of States into smaller States with cleddfined population groups, but not to an undefiselgroup
of a population seeking political independence.tralig supports IPs’ participation in the demoaratecision-
making processes in their country, but does nopsdgmpairment of the territorial and politicaltégrity of a
State with a system of democratic representativeigoment. 2) The Declaration’s provisions on laags|
resources do not sufficiently take into accounteo#xisting rights pertaining to land. Unless theg subject to
national laws, these provisions will be arbitrarpdaimpossible to implement. 3) Regarding free, paad
informed consent, Australia cannot accept a righat allows a particular subgroup of the populationveto
legitimate decisions of a democratic and represiertgovernment. 4) Regarding intellectual propeftystralia
will protect indigenous cultural heritage, traditad knowledge and traditional cultural expressionaccordance
with national and international intellectual projyelaw, but will not provide sui generis intelleatuproperty
rights for indigenous communities. 5) The Declanatdoes not acknowledge third parties’ rights aaitk fto
consider the different types of ownership and uss tan be accorded to IPs. 6) The Declarationeplac
indigenous customary law in a superior positiomabional law. Australia will read the whole Decléma in
accordance with domestic laws and international drumights standards. The Declaration does not geosi
proper basis for any legal action, or for the efakion of other international instruments.

NEW ZEALAND , where the Maori are integral to the identity ko hation-State and the people, fully supports the
principles and aspirations of a declaration onrigjets of IPs. New Zealand acknowledges all efftotsurn the
draft declaration into a text that States wouldabée to implement and promote. However, it canogipsrt a
text that is discriminatory and fundamentally inguatible with its democratic processes, legislatamd
constitutional arrangements. Regarding lands asdurees, the entire country is potentially caugtthiw the
scope of article 26, which appears to require raitiogn of rights to lands now lawfully owned by eticitizens;
does not take into account the customs and landdesystems of the IPs concerned; and impliesiBsmhave
rights that others do not have. Similarly, arti2&on redress and compensation is unworkable in Realand,
as again, the entire country would fall within $tsope, and third parties’ rights are not taken adoount. New
Zealand strongly supports IPs’ full and active eyggaent in democratic decision-making processesthmut
Declaration implies that IPs have a right of veteeroa democratic legislature and national resource

2 “Observations of the United States with respecthi® Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Pesiple
available at doCip and &ttp://www.usunnewyork.usmission.gov/press_relg28650913 204.html
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management, which amounts to different classestiaenship (articles 19 and 32.2). New Zealand satte
Declaration very seriously and cannot accept tharaent that it is not legally binding.

The RUSSIAN FEDERATION will continue to foster the international promatiand protection of IPs’ rights,
which the adoption by consensus of the Declarationld have strengthened. The last-minute amendnmnts
the non-impairment of the integrity and politicality of sovereign and independent States are wed¢dnmt not
sufficient. The Russian Federation particularlyealt$ to the provisions relating to IPs’ rightsaad and natural
resources, and to the procedure for compensatidmesminess.

Following a recorded vote requested by AustraliawNZealand and the USA, the General Assembly adopte
resolution A/61/295, entitled “United Nations Deelion on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples”, by tdtes to
4, with 11 abstentions, as follows.

In favour. Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Angolantigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Austria,

Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbados, Belarus, Belgium, Belenin, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Fastambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa R@matia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republictledé Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican

Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Estonialdfid, France, Gabon, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Galgte
Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceldndia, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irdgland,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kuwath People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya, Liechtiens, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, MexicdJlicronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco,
Mongolia, Montenegro, Mozambique, Myanmar, NamilNgpal, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philipgatsnd, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Shirtia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, San Marino, S#udbia, Senegal, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Slovakia, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Langadan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerlapdars
Arab Republic, Thailand, the former Yugoslav Repuldf Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, United Kioga of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, UnitedpRlelic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela (Bolivarian Repubf), Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against Australia, Canada, New Zealand, United State&mérica.

Abstaining Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Burundi, Colomtiaorgia, Kenya, Nigeria, Russian Federation,
Samoa, Ukraine.

AbsentsChad, Céte d’lvoire, Equatorial Guinea, Eritredyifpia, Fiji, Gambia, Grenada, Guinea-Bissau, Israe
Kiribati, Kyrgyzstan, Marshall Islands, Mauritani&orocco, Nauru, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Sao Tome and Prin@&@eychelles, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Tajikistago,
Tonga, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, Uzbekistamud#u.

Explanations of vote following the voting

Many States welcomed the adoption of the DeclamaBs an important milestone in the promotion and
protection of human rights in general and of thobéPs in particular YK, MEXICO, REPUBLIC OF KOREA,
GUYANA, SWEDEN, BRAZIL, SURINAME, IRAN, PARAGUAY, MONTENEGRO, SLOVAKIA , GUATEMALA ,
FINLAND and itsSami Parliament, ECUADOR, COSTA RICA, FRANCE, CuBA). NORWAY adds the Declaration
sets a standard of achievement to be pursuedpimiacf partnership and mutual respect.

This adoption sends a clear message to the int@nahtommunity for IPs’ survival, well being, sugp of their
dwindling cultures and languages and of their rightpursue their vision of developmermREpPUBLIC OF
KOREA).

A number of States welcomed and emphasized thesiuti (in article 46.1) of language stipulatingtthathing

in the Declaration may be “construed as authorizingencouraging any action which would dismember or
impair, totally or in part, the territorial intetyi or political unity of sovereign and independestates.”
(ARGENTINA, JAPAN, CHILE, JORDAN referring to articles 3 and 4SWEDEN, BRAZIL, IRAN, INDIA,
MYANMAR , NAMIBIA , TURKEY, PHILIPPINES , EGYPT, SURINAME ).

South and Central America

MEXico pays tribute to the contribution of its IPs to tineivisible Mexican nation. Mexico’s Constitution
recognizes IPs’ right to self-determination, toedetine their internal organization and applicatidércustomary
law, and to customarily elect their internal autties. Mexico understands that IPs’ right to sedfeimination,
autonomy and self-government (articles 3, 4 and e Declaration), and the provisions on ownershge,
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development and control of territories and resouir@ticles 26, 27 and 28) shall be exercised go@ance
with the Constitution and national legislation,ensure the State’s national unity and territonégrity, and
third-party rights.

CuBA recalls the history of the struggle of IPs at U since 1982, with the establishment of the Wagkin
Group on Indigenous Populations (WGIP), to endisb&ation, discrimination and usurpation of lanéytthave
suffered for centuries. Cuba believes that the HuRights Council should attentively follow the Dation’s
implementation, as the Second Decade should ndt iiself to a definition of IPs’ rights or to sealg to
integrate these rights within development paramsdteat are virtually rejected by the majority osIMational
legislation must now give due recognition to IRghts and protect their free exercise through meishas that
can guarantee IPs’ general well being.

GUYANA is committed to preserving the dignity and wellAgeof all peoples and to safeguarding the riglits o
all its citizens, including its own IPs to whompiays tribute, and considers that the Declaratipmesents a
good faith effort to address the concerns and neéd®s everywhere (als8URINAME ). However, some
provisions could give rise to interpretations ofittonsonance with its fundamental spirit and int€Btiyana
reserves its position on provisions it views aslesicor at variance with its Constitution and laasd hopes
that the Declaration does not become an instrumiedivision in States or societies (alSORINAME ), and that
in the future, the international community will i@e at a consensus in ensuring respect for angrtiraotion of
IPs’ rights. Guyana also informs on the special suess it has taken to address the specific ciramet and
needs of its IPs.

Acknowledging the contribution of its IPs to sogieBURINAME nevertheless highlights its responsibility to
prevent the discrimination and marginalization o group in its population. Free, prior and infodrmonsent
should not be understood as an encroachment upoeotistitutional rights and duties of the Statpuosue the
society’s interests by developing its natural reses, achieving sustainable development and impgotie
lives of the population as a whole. The level, ratand extent of consultations sought by a Stateréwent
unjustified disregard for human rights depend andpecific circumstances, with the aim to respeetinterests
of any people who have traditionally inhabited ars#d the land. Suriname recognizes the Declaraison
reference document on international indigenouseissund as a political document to raise awareness.
BRAZIL , a multi-ethnic and multicultural country, is hotee220 IPs, whose original rights over their laadsl
to their cultural identity rely on an extensive aé@nd institutional framework. Their traditionahdwledge
should also be duly protected, as it holds prorgigirospects for tackling some of the most presiages of
the development agenda. The procedures referriadiie Declaration to safeguard the territoriaggrity and to
determine the relevant public interest are thoseiged for in national legislations. States shalidays bear in
mind their major responsibility to protect the Bvand the identity of their IPs, and to promoterthights while
fighting discrimination.

PARAGUAY expresses that the Declaration and, in particukagrticle 26 will be interpreted in accordandiéhw
its relevant constitutional and legal provisions.

ARGENTINA welcomes the recent efforts to resolve inconstsésnof the right to self-determination with
principles pertaining to the territorial integrityational unity and organizational structure offe&tate without
undermining the rights protected in the Declaration

CHILE recognizes the important contribution of IPs B1gbciety and reaffirms the need to respect, prated
promote their development as a crucial principlét®flegal system and public policies. The Declarawill
serve to strengthen these efforts through dialogespect for Chile’s specificities, and observadeits
international commitments and domestic democrastitutions.

Africa

Although the Declaration is not perfeEfzYPT considers that it guarantees the States’ rigkbtdrol their land
and resources, as enshrined in the UN Charter.

NIGERIA underlines some unaddressed concerns, includiritptal integrity, self-determination (articlesatd
4), control of lands, territories and resourcesidlar 26) and treaties (article 37). Nigeria's pa#l institutions
and laws and its federal character all ensure maitimtegration. It will continue to promote IPsiman rights,
culture and dignity, which affect the rights of Hilgerians.

As historical victims of deprivation of their rightthe Namibians champion human rights and the tigkelf-
determination. However, the Declaration as adoptethe Human Rights Council presented a numbeegxill
problems forNAMIBIA , who understands that the Declaration does natterany new separate rights for IPs,
and that the word “law” in article 46.2 means tlational laws of States, meaning that the exerdigheorights
set forth in the Declaration are limited by thet&sa constitutional and legal frameworks. Namibi@es not
consider IPs as an entity distinct from the restopeople; however, it is designing a specifisggamme for the
social and economic empowerment of historically givalized communities, so that they are able téigpate
on an equal footing with others in the life of sdgiand to enjoy the social and economic beneditsuing to all
members of society.
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Asia and Pacific

Regretting that the Declaration does not includdeéinition of “indigenous peoples” (alSBANGLADESH),
INDIA, INDONESIA and PAKISTAN understand that it stands, as in ILO Conventio®, 1®r peoples in
independent countries who are regarded as indigeanwaccount of their descent from the populatiwhih
inhabited the region at the time of conquest oomiaktion or the establishment of present Statedaries, and
who retain some or all of their own institutionsiDIA regards its entire population to be indigenousilevh
understanding that the right to self-determinagpplies only to peoples under foreign dominatiofhONESIA,

as a multicultural and multi-ethnic nation that slaeot discriminate against its people, adds thatrights
stipulated in the Declaration accorded exclusitelyPs are not applicable in Indonesia, as itsegopulation
has remained unchanged since the time of colonizathd subsequent independence.

Although it does not have any IPs as su&aN considers the protection of IPs’ rights as a maifeurinciple,
and regrets that steward States decided to oppesadbption by consensus, Iran hopes that thosroesiwill
protect the rights of their IPs.

PAKISTAN hopes that the Declaration will help to fulfil tiobjectives of the Second Decade and enable IPs to
retain their cultural identity, values, languages &raditions while participating in the life ofeftountries they
inhabit.

INDIA underlines that the inability of the Working Groap the Draft Declaration (WGCD) to reach overall
consensus is only reflective of the extreme comiplef the issues involved. The Declaration clasfithat the
right to self-determination will be exercised bysIi terms of their right to autonomy or self-goveent in
matters relating to their internal and local afair

NEePAL is fully committed to including its various IPstime process of its democratization, while artiotpthe
interests and aspirations of all Nepalese peoplepaN understands that the principles mentionedha t
Declaration reflect the good intentions of the iin&gional community as guidelines for the protettend
promotion of IPs’ rights — to which Nepal remairmmmitted, within the overall framework of its soggmty
and territorial integrity — and therefore do naate any binding legal or political obligations ftates.
BANGLADESH adheres to all major international human rightstriments, and supports IPs’ rights in
international forums but says the present Declanatttains some ambiguities, and does not enjogermsus.
MYANMAR understands that the IPs residing in a soveretgte Shat has already attained self-determination
have the right to participate in the political affaof the State in conformity with national lawdyanmar will
interpret the Declaration according to sovereigméyritorial integrity and national unity, and detgne the
measures necessary to its implementation in abflexnanner.

THAILAND understands article 46.1 as stipulating that @&dicn self-determination and related rights (&$id,

4, 20, 26 and 32) shall be interpreted in accoreavith the principles of territorial integrity oofitical unity as
stated in the Vienna Declaration and ProgrammeatioA. The Declaration does not create any newtsighd
shall be interpreted in accordance with Thailantitional laws and Constitution, and its internaiohuman
rights obligations.

Citing its Constitution and its 1997 Indigenous Ples Rights Act,THE PHILIPPINES claims to have
consistently upheld the promotion and protectiorRs’ rights, and understands that ownership ofidaand
natural resources is vested in the State, in aeaooelwith its Constitution.

INDONESIA regrets that several important aspects of the dda&iebn remain unresolved, but will continue to
protect the traditional collective rights of thebsethnic communities calleMlasyarakat Adatswhich are not
equivalent to IPs as referred to in the Declaratighich will be instrumental in promoting and prctiag the
human rights of the peoples it is intended to haieable to.

Considering that the concept of collective humayits is not widely recognized in general internaiolaw,
and that everyone has fundamental human rightsan thinks that indigenous individuals bear the rights
contained in the Declaration, and can exercise sufrtteem collectively. The rights set out in thedzgation, in
particular regarding land and territory, are stgped in national laws and are to be balanced mitd-party, or
public, interests.

Europe

NorRwAY will implement the Declaration in partnership withe Saami people in Norway and the Saami
Parliament. The right to self-determination, toeb@rcised in conformity with international law, tiegs that
IPs have full and effective participation in a dematdic society and in decision-making processesvegit to
them. Norway has implemented the ILO Convention &68sultation requirements. The Declaration is¢o b
understood within the framework of the UN Declaraton Principles of International Law concerningehrdly
Relations and Co-operation among States (1970)SEdes parties to ILO Convention 169, the righitsutated

in article 26 must be understood to refer to tlghts specified in that Convention. As concernsclartBO,
Norway mentions the military activities it will ctnue, considering them to be justified by a siigaifit threat to
public interests.
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The promotion of the human rights of indigenousvirtials contributes to pluralistic and tolerantisties, and
to stable and peaceful democraci®VeEDEN has no difficulty in recognizing collective rightsutside the
framework of human rights law, but considers thmttividual human rights prevail over the collectirights
mentioned in the Declaration. The political diséosson self-determination cannot be separated ftben
question of land rights, and the Swedish legalesyshas struck a delicate balance between the cormgpet
interests of different groups living in the sameaa. Article 19, which does not entail a collectight to veto,
can ensure realization of the right to self-deteation. In the Swedish context, the reference & Idhd rights,
as well as to ownership and control, in articlesZ6and 28 apply to the traditional rights of Seami people.
The Swedish legal system meets the general reqeiresmin articles 27 and 28. IPs’ lands or terré@sri
mentioned in article 29.2, article 30 and artic23will be interpreted as such lands or territoribat are
formally owned by IPs. Article 32.2 shall be intexfed as a guarantee that IPs must be consultedsrgiving
them a right of veto. Sweden finally understands tiothing in article 31 conflicts with existingtémnational
intellectual property obligations. Measures to ggipe and protect the rights enumerated in ar8&lshould be
established at the international level.

The UNITED KINGDOM (UK) fully supports the recognition that indigenauslividuals are entitled to full and
equal protection of their human rights and fundatalefnreedoms, but does not accept the concept lifative
human rights in international law, with the exceptof the right to self-determination. It is impamt to ensure
that individuals are not left unprotected due tevailing collective rights. UK (alsBRANCE) therefore reads alll
the Declaration in the light of its twenty-secongambular paragraph, which distinguishes betwedivigual
human rights in international law and other colleetrights bestowed at the national level to IPsd a
understands article 46 to underpin the entire Datitm. UK understands article 3 as referring teav right of
self-determination, specific to IPs and differerdnfi the existing right recognized in common artitlef the
International Human Rights Covenants. Subsequéities of the Declaration set out the content @it thew
right, which is to be exercised within the terntoof the State without any impact on its politicality or
territorial integrity. UK also notes that the seteamth preambular paragraph, which reaffirms thatrof all
peoples to self-determination in international lal@es not imply that this right is automaticallypigable to
IPs. On article 15, UK’s museums are keen to premetderstanding of IPs’ cultural achievements and t
encourage tolerance and respect for different rdtuJK understands the commitments on redressléaitl),
and on access and/or repatriation (article 123pg@dying only to indigenous objects or human remawned by
the State, while UK’s national museums are sepdegf@ bodies. National minorities and other ethgricups
within the mainland and overseas territory of UKraha fall within the scope of the Declaration.
LIECHTENSTEIN welcomes the Declaration and the introductionhef ight to autonomy or self-government in
matters relating to internal and local affairs, ethbffers a promising new approach to address speations
and needs of many peoples to create an enablingpament for human rights. Such innovative concepts
particularly important for cooperative relationstyeen the State and IPs. Liechtenstein understdradsthe
reference to “political unity” in article 46 doestrpreclude any gradual and democratic grantinmereasing
levels of self-government to such peoples, or amatratic decision on the State structure.

Regretting that the Declaration could not be adbje consensussLOVAKIA points out the distinction in the
preamble between the individual character of thedmu rights of indigenous individuals and their ective
rights as peoples. These should not be consideradraan rights. The citizens of Slovakia do ndtdaber the
scope of the Declaration.

Welcoming the last amendments, which have beenmuimsintal in achieving the desired broader support,
TURKEY recognizes that the Declaration can constitutérgrortant policy tool for those States that recagni
IPs within their national territories (al§¢K). Turkey does however not have any such groupimits territory.

Statements after the adoption

GUATEMALA was hoping that the Declaration, consistent with general principles of human rights and
international law, would be adopted by consenslso @oLiviA ), and would not be reopened for consultation
(alsoBRrAzIL ), but welcomes the consideration of concerns esgaek by other States that truly seek to improve
all IPs’ living standards. The Declaration does motate new rights, but reaffirms IPs’ right to fsel
determination so that they can freely determiné& then development. It recognizes their collectiight to live

in freedom, peace and security as distinct peopittsn the territorial integrity and political unitof the State. It
represents minimum standards to allow IPs to migirtkeeir collective life forms while freely partjgating in the
life of the State. The Declaration expresses thigigad will of the international community to defd and
respect IPs, and joins the Universal DeclaratioRwihan Rights, which was also adopted by a recovdésl as
the UN backbone.

Recognizing remaining challenges to improve its Bisiation, in spite of its legal recognition dfeir rights
(according to ILO Convention 169J,0STA RICA says it sponsored the adoption of the Declardiwth in the
Human Rights Council and the GA as a new oppostuwitcorrect historic injustices, and hopes thatilt be
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translated into concrete actions worldwide, andrbmediately incorporated into the UN system'’s efoto
protect indigenous rights.

ECUADOR stresses its commitment to implement the Declamata historic instrument bound to become the
basic charter for the international protection Bfsl human rights. The sponsors of the resolutioowsial
flexibility in reopening negotiations and in allavg the inclusion of proposed amendments that dicffect the
protection and promotion of IPs’ rights (alsais Enrique Chavez, thanking participants for this), thus bringing
about the necessary consensus with a majority ahtdes aware that the Declaration will contribute
improving the situation of great vulnerability fagilPs (alsBRAZzIL ).

Western development cannot continue, as it hasofeal great imbalances and crisis, not only amongamu
beings but also between human beings and natwldParstand out as a reservoir of scientific knolggeabout
life, to contribute to the efforts to save planetrth. BoLIVIA 's IPs are in the process of recovering their
knowledge, values and codes, to promote their oay of life, based on “living well” instead of “limg better”,
refusing the exploitation and misuse of human teiagd nature. After centuries of neglect, this Beatlon,
although not a solution in itself and not perféstan important step forward in helping IPs to distrimination,
strengthen their identity, and ensure the recagmitf their rights to land and natural resourced &mbe
consulted and participate in decision-making. Baliwongratulates all those who made this adoptizssiple
(alsoFINLAND , Victoria Tauli-Corpuz ).

The EUROPEAN UNION, represented bRPORTUGAL , supports the adopted text, encouraged to sedt thas the
support of a broad range of indigenous represeetatwho played an important role during the predeading
to this adoption. The European Union salutes tiseali®und the world for this achievement, which aidivance
their rights and ensure their continued development

FINLAND and theSami Parliamentin Finland recall that the adoption of the Dedliara was one of the major
goals of the First International Decade of the Warlindigenous Peoples (1995-2004). The Declaratidh
represent an important tool in underscoring thegipie of IPs’ full and effective participation isecision-
making processes. It should serve as a compreleefrsimework for cooperation between States andnBse
implementation of these new international minimuemdards for upholding IPs’ rights.

The Declaration supplements the UN normative fraoréwon human rights, without questioning existing
individual rights and fundamental freedoms. Basadtte principles of the indivisibility of the Repid of
equality and of non-discriminatiorFRANCE considers that collective rights cannot take pdeoee over
individual rights. Nevertheless, special treatmeraty be accorded to indigenous populations on @dgal
basis. The rights to self-determination and to otiaons (articles 3, 4, 19, 20 and 30) are teekercised in
accordance with national constitutional norms, esviped in article 46. Article 36, concerning IR&ht to
maintain international relations, is understoochimithe framework of relevant constitutional norms.

Sheikha Haya Rashed Al-Khalifa President of the UN General Assemblythanks Ambassador Hilario
Davide of the Philippines for his professionalismfacilitator (alsoLuis Enrique Chavez including the UN
GA President), and congratulates all the memberthe@fGA for their work on this historic Declarati¢also
GUATEMALA , ECUADOR with specific mention to Peru, Guatemala and Mexithe UN GA President, and
indigenous organizations). She then underlinesdméinuing commitment of the GA towards IPs, wht fstce
marginalization, extreme poverty and other humghtsi violations, and are threatened, even to beaxtiect,
by conflicts and land disputes. However, they stiawdt be cast as victims, but rather as criticaksto the
diversity of humanity. The Declaration will residt further progress to improve their situation. T®A is thus
demonstrating its important role in the field ofdmational human-rights standard setting.

Informal segment

Victoria Tauli-Corpuz, Chair of the UN Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issuesstates that through the
adoption of the Declaration, the UN marks a hisg@rimilestone in development of international humghts
standards, and a major victory for IPs who actitebk part in crafting this Declaration, the onlyeoin the UN
which was drafted with the rights-holders. IPs willmember this day forever. The Declaration emimothe
most important rights IPs have long fought for,tsas self-determination, ownership and control dheir
lands, territories and resources, free, prior arfiokimed consent. Minimizing the Declaration’s sfgr@ince and
legal implications would amount to discriminatiogainst IPs. The Declaration must be interpretedelging it
in its entirety and relating it with existing intextional law. Article 46.1 cannot be interpretedainvay which
discriminates IPs. The first preambular paragrapmédiately establishes that IPs’ rights in the Betlon are
within the context of international law. As prear@ryparagraph 16 confirms, the right of self-det@ation of
“all peoples”, referred to in the UN Charter, thetelnational Human Rights Covenants and the Vienna
Declaration and Programme of Action, is the samiPasright of self-determination contained in el&i 3. The
reference to the Vienna Declaration and Programfndction also affirms that the principle of ternital
integrity only applies to the right of self-detemation. For the PF, who will devote itself to thatyd of
promoting respect for and full application of it®pisions as asked in article 42, the Declaratidhbg&come the
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major foundation and framework, a key instrumentrfgising awareness on and monitoring progres<sf |
situations and the protection, respect and fulfiitnef their rights. It will facilitate the operatialization of the
human rights-based approach to development aglieapto IPs, and be a guide for the Second Dechide.
challenge ahead is the effective implementatiothefDeclaration, in spite of the lack of politicaill on the
part of governments, lack of resources and becaliflee vested interests of rich and powerful — Wwith the
help of the UN system and good faith of supportBtgtes. Effective implementation will be the te$t o
commitment of States and the whole internationahmmainity to protect, respect and fulfil IPs’ collieet and
individual human rights.

Les Malezer, Chair of the Global Indigenous Peoples’ Caucusrecalls the parallel processes through which
the UN was elaborating a much-needed human righatsdard on IPs’ rights, while the IPs themselvesewe
uniting globally to achieve an international voaed becoming aware of their shared situation of tdfscontrol
of their lands, territories and resources and thleared history of colonization. The Declaratiopresents the
viewpoints of both the UN and the IPs, as it corabiboth parties’ interests and sets the framewark future
of peace and justice, based upon mutual recogratmhrespect. The Declaration contains no new huigats
provision; it affirms many rights already containiedinternational human rights treaties, but thavén been
denied to the IPs, who now see an internationataguee for the respect of their rights to self-deteation, to
their lands and territories, to their cultural itdges, to their own representation and their valdeall rights
essential to IPs’ successful survival, dignity amell-being, and to maintain their strong culturablaspiritual
relationship with nature. It has indeed been IRgednination to defend their identity and theirdanand
resources which has helped to preserve the biabdiuersity, cultural diversity and environmenssbility of
the world — the very issues that governments aveswdesperately trying to address.

The Declaration is not about secession, but abowtperation to ensure that all individuals areytredjual and
that all peoples are respected and allowed to dpvéPs’ right to self-determination is about thaght to freely
determine their political status, pursue their depment, manage their natural wealth and resodmresiutual
benefit, and protect their own means of subsistettaee, prior and informed consent’ is part of 'IBslf-
determination and non-discrimination. ‘Territorimitegrity’, as defined in the Declaration on Prples of
International Law concerning Friendly Relations &woperation among States, and in the Vienna Rettha,
obligates States to promote realization of theqiple of equal rights and self-determination of ples (also
SWEDEN, Victoria Tauli-Corpuz ), and to bring a speedy end to colonialism, witte degard to the freely
expressed will of the peoples concerned. ‘Ter@tomtegrity’ also requires that a State repregbet whole
people without distinction (als®weDEN), and reaffirms that subjection of peoples to ralgubjugation,
domination and exploitation constitutes a violatminthe principle, as well as a denial of fundamaéhiuman
rights, and is contrary to the UN Charter. The Betion importantly ensures respect for treatigmesd
between IPs and States, which are of strong sagmifie for IPs. However, each article of the Detilamais
meant to be interpreted in conjunction with thareriDeclaration, its principles and its purposesyall as “...
with the principles of justice, democracy, respéot human rights, equality, non-discrimination, goo
governance and good faith” (article 46.3). Statestmow collaborate with the IPs to ensure thetsigbntained
in the Declaration (als®/ictoria Tauli-Corpuz ). Both the GA resolution 59/174 establishing thec&hd
Decade, and its Programme of Action, call upon govents to ensure IPs’ full and effective considtat
participation and collaboration in the activitiesleobjectives of the Second Decade, as well asdanmaview of
national legislations to eliminate possible diséniatory provisions. The Programme of Action alscoramends
that national constitutions recognize IPs and mekalicit reference to them, and that governmentssicer
integrating traditional systems of justice intoioaal legislations in conformity with internationaiman rights
law and standards of justice.

Resolution 61/295 adopted by the General Assemblynited Nations Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples

The General Assembly

Taking noteof the recommendation of the Human Rights Coungiitained in its resolution 1/2 of 29 June
2006, by which the Council adopted the text of the BdilNations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples,

Recallingits resolution 61/178 of 20 December 2006, by wiiictecided to defer consideration of and action on
the Declaration to allow time for further consuttas thereon, and also decided to conclude itsideretion
before the end of the sixty-first session of the&al Assembly,

% See Official Records of the General Assembly,\Sixst Session, Supplement No. 53 (A/61/53), e,
chap. Il, sect. A.
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Adoptsthe United Nations Declaration on the Rights ofigletious Peoples as contained in the annex to the
present resolution.

Annex: United Nations Declaration on the Rights ofndigenous Peoples

The General Assembly

Guidedby the purposes and principles of the Charter efhited Nations, and good faith in the fulfilmexit
the obligations assumed by States in accordantetiét Charter,

Affirming that indigenous peoples are equal to all other lespmvhile recognizing the right of all peoplesbi
different, to consider themselves different, anbeaespected as such,

Affirming alsothat all peoples contribute to the diversity anchmiess of civilizations and cultures, which
constitute the common heritage of humankind,

Affirming further that all doctrines, policies and practices basedomdvocating superiority of peoples or
individuals on the basis of national origin or gdgcireligious, ethnic or cultural differences aracist,
scientifically false, legally invalid, morally corchnable and socially unjust,

Reaffirmingthat indigenous peoples, in the exercise of thghts, should be free from discrimination of any
kind,

Concernedthat indigenous peoples have suffered from histamjostices as a result of, inter alia, their
colonization and dispossession of their landsjtéeies and resources, thus preventing them froerasing, in
particular, their right to development in accordamdth their own needs and interests,

Recognizinghe urgent need to respect and promote the inhagdns of indigenous peoples which derive from
their political, economic and social structures dnoim their cultures, spiritual traditions, hisesi and
philosophies, especially their rights to their langrritories and resources,

Recognizing alsthe urgent need to respect and promote the righitsd@enous peoples affirmed in treaties,
agreements and other constructive arrangementsStates,

Welcominghe fact that indigenous peoples are organizinmq#iedves for political, economic, social and cultura
enhancement and in order to bring to an end ath$oof discrimination and oppression wherever thegug
Convincedthat control by indigenous peoples over developmeffecting them and their lands, territories and
resources will enable them to maintain and stresrgtheir institutions, cultures and traditions, amgpromote
their development in accordance with their aspiretiand needs,

Recognizinghat respect for indigenous knowledge, cultures taaditional practices contributes to sustainable
and equitable development and proper manageméhé @nvironment,

Emphasizinghe contribution of the demilitarization of the timand territories of indigenous peoples to peace,
economic and social progress and development, staaeling and friendly relations among nations agapfes

of the world,

Recognizing in particulathe right of indigenous families and communitiesdtain shared responsibility for the
upbringing, training, education and well-being ledit children, consistent with the rights of thélath
Consideringthat the rights affirmed in treaties, agreements @her constructive arrangements between States
and indigenous peoples are, in some situationstersadf international concern, interest, respotigiband
character,

Considering alsothat treaties, agreements and other constructivengements, and the relationship they
represent, are the basis for a strengthened psinipdsetween indigenous peoples and States,
Acknowledgingthat the Charter of the United Nations, the Intéamal Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights and the International Covenant dvil@nd Political Right§, as well as the Vienna Declaration
and Programme of Actidnaffirm the fundamental importance of the rightsef-determination of all peoples,
by virtue of which they freely determine their pigial status and freely pursue their economic, aoand
cultural development,

Bearing in mindthat nothing in this Declaration may be used toydany peoples their right to self-
determination, exercised in conformity with intetiaaal law,

Convincedthat the recognition of the rights of indigenousples in this Declaration will enhance harmonious
and cooperative relations between the State arigeindus peoples, based on principles of justicenadeacy,
respect for human rights, non-discrimination anddytaith,

EncouragingStates to comply with and effectively implementthkir obligations as they apply to indigenous
peoples under international instruments, in paldicihose related to human rights, in consultatand
cooperation with the peoples concerned,

* See resolution 2200 A (XXI), annex.
® AICONF.157/24 (Part 1), chap. IIl.
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Emphasizinghat the United Nations has an important and caminrole to play in promoting and protecting
the rights of indigenous peoples,

Believingthat this Declaration is a further important stepafard for the recognition, promotion and proteatio
of the rights and freedoms of indigenous peoplas iarnthe development of relevant activities of theited
Nations system in this field,

Recognizing and reaffirminthat indigenous individuals are entitled withousalimination to all human rights
recognized in international law, and that indigepaoples possess collective rights which are peisable for
their existence, well-being and integral developnaenpeoples,

Recognizinghat the situation of indigenous peoples variemfregion to region and from country to country
and that the significance of national and regiquaaticularities and various historical and cultusatkgrounds
should be taken into consideration,

Solemnly proclaimghe following United Nations Declaration on the Rig of Indigenous Peoples as a standard
of achievement to be pursued in a spirit of paghigrand mutual respect:

Article 1

Indigenous peoples have the right to the full emjewt, as a collective or as individuals, of all flmmights and
fundamental freedoms as recognized in the ChaftdreoUnited Nations, the Universal DeclarationHafman
Rights and international human rights law.

Article 2

Indigenous peoples and individuals are free andlemguall other peoples and individuals and haertght to
be free from any kind of discrimination, in the eoise of their rights, in particular that basedtlosir indigenous
origin or identity.

Article 3
Indigenous peoples have the right to self-detertiuna By virtue of that right they freely determirkeir
political status and freely pursue their economigial and cultural development.

Article 4

Indigenous peoples, in exercising their right tdf-determination, have the right to autonomy orfsel
government in matters relating to their internadl &mcal affairs, as well as ways and means fornigiag their
autonomous functions.

Article 5

Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain arehgthen their distinct political, legal, econopsocial and
cultural institutions, while retaining their rigtd participate fully, if they so choose, in theipoal, economic,
social and cultural life of the State.

Article 6
Every indigenous individual has the right to a oiadility.

Article 7

1. Indigenous individuals have the rights to Ifbysical and mental integrity, liberty and secuafyerson.

2. Indigenous peoples have the collective righiv®in freedom, peace and security as distincippenand shall
not be subjected to any act of genocide or anyrabeof violence, including forcibly removing cthien of the
group to another group.

Article 8

1. Indigenous peoples and individuals have thet mgit to be subjected to forced assimilation ortrdesion of
their culture.

2. States shall provide effective mechanisms fev@ntion of, and redress for:

(a8) Any action which has the aim or effect of depryithem of their integrity as distinct peoples,obrtheir
cultural values or ethnic identities;

(b) Any action which has the aim or effect of dispesssng them of their lands, territories or resosirce

(c) Any form of forced population transfer which hag aim or effect of violating or undermining anfytoeir
rights;

(d) Any form of forced assimilation or integration;

(e) Any form of propaganda designed to promote oitén@cial or ethnic discrimination directed agaittem.

® Resolution 217 A (llI).
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Article 9

Indigenous peoples and individuals have the rightbelong to an indigenous community or nation, in
accordance with the traditions and customs of ¢meraunity or nation concerned. No discriminatioranf/ kind
may arise from the exercise of such a right.

Article 10

Indigenous peoples shall not be forcibly removednfitheir lands or territories. No relocation stiake place
without the free, prior and informed consent of théigenous peoples concerned and after agreenmejutsb
and fair compensation and, where possible, wittofiteon of return.

Article 11

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to practiskerawitalize their cultural traditions and custormkis includes
the right to maintain, protect and develop the ,ppstsent and future manifestations of their cekuisuch as
archaeological and historical sites, artefactsjgies ceremonies, technologies and visual and peifig arts
and literature.

2. States shall provide redress through effectivechmanisms, which may include restitution, developed
conjunction with indigenous peoples, with respecthteir cultural, intellectual, religious and shidl property
taken without their free, prior and informed cortsanin violation of their laws, traditions and ¢oss.

Article 12

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to manifesictise, develop and teach their spiritual andgimlis
traditions, customs and ceremonies; the right tintaen, protect, and have access in privacy tortredigious
and cultural sites; the right to the use and comtfoheir ceremonial objects; and the right to thpatriation of
their human remains.

2. States shall seek to enable the access angyatriegion of ceremonial objects and human remaintheir
possession through fair, transparent and effeatieehanisms developed in conjunction with indigenoesples
concerned.

Article 13

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to revitaliczs, develop and transmit to future generatioes thstories,
languages, oral traditions, philosophies, writipgtems and literatures, and to designate and rétain own
names for communities, places and persons.

2. States shall take effective measures to ensatethis right is protected and also to ensure itidigenous
peoples can understand and be understood in pdlitegal and administrative proceedings, whereessary
through the provision of interpretation or by otappropriate means.

Article 14

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to establishcantrol their educational systems and instihgiproviding
education in their own languages, in a manner gp@i® to their cultural methods of teaching aratiéng.

2. Indigenous individuals, particularly childrergve the right to all levels and forms of educatfrthe State
without discrimination.

3. States shall, in conjunction with indigenous gdes, take effective measures, in order for indigen
individuals, particularly children, including thode&ving outside their communities, to have accesbgen
possible, to an education in their own culture pravided in their own language.

Article 15

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to the digaitg diversity of their cultures, traditions, his¢s and
aspirations which shall be appropriately refleatedducation and public information.

2. States shall take effective measures, in caatsufit and cooperation with the indigenous peopeserned, to
combat prejudice and eliminate discrimination andptomote tolerance, understanding and good rektio
among indigenous peoples and all other segmersisoidty.

Article 16

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to estahtishi bwn media in their own languages and to haeess to all
forms of non-indigenous media without discriminatio

2. States shall take effective measures to enswat State-owned media duly reflect indigenous caltu
diversity. States, without prejudice to ensuring freedom of expression, should encourage priyateined
media to adequately reflect indigenous culturaédiity.

Article 17

1. Indigenous individuals and peoples have thetrighenjoy fully all rights established under applile
international and domestic labour law.

2. States shall in consultation and cooperatiorh vitdigenous peoples take specific measures toegrot
indigenous children from economic exploitation draim performing any work that is likely to be hagaus or
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to interfere with the child’s education, or to kerimful to the child’s health or physical, mentairgual, moral
or social development, taking into account the&csal vulnerability and the importance of educationtheir
empowerment.

3. Indigenous individuals have the right not tosbibjected to any discriminatory conditions of laband, inter
alia, employment or salary.

Article 18

Indigenous peoples have the right to participatddnision-making in matters which would affect theéghts,
through representatives chosen by themselves iordaace with their own procedures, as well as tntaem
and develop their own indigenous decision-makirggitiations.

Article 19

States shall consult and cooperate in good faitth Wie indigenous peoples concerned through theim o
representative institutions in order to obtain ithigee, prior and informed consent before adoptamgl
implementing legislative or administrative measuheg may affect them.

Article 20

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to maintaith @evelop their political, economic and social eyst or
institutions, to be secure in the enjoyment of tloevn means of subsistence and development, aedgage
freely in all their traditional and other econoraittivities.

2. Indigenous peoples deprived of their means bkistence and development are entitled to just faird
redress.

Article 21

1. Indigenous peoples have the right, without disicration, to the improvement of their economic autial
conditions, including, inter alia, in the areas exfucation, employment, vocational training andaiatng,
housing, sanitation, health and social security.

2. States shall take effective measures and, whgpmropriate, special measures to ensure continuing
improvement of their economic and social conditidharticular attention shall be paid to the righmsl special
needs of indigenous elders, women, youth, childrehpersons with disabilities.

Article 22

1. Particular attention shall be paid to the rigimsl special needs of indigenous elders, womerthyaghildren
and persons with disabilities in the implementatibthis Declaration.

2. States shall take measures, in conjunction imitiigenous peoples, to ensure that indigenous woameh
children enjoy the full protection and guarantegsiast all forms of violence and discrimination.

Article 23

Indigenous peoples have the right to determinedmwtlop priorities and strategies for exercisingjrthight to
development. In particular, indigenous peoples hthe right to be actively involved in developingdan
determining health, housing and other economicsaribl programmes affecting them and, as far asilplesto
administer such programmes through their own unsbins.

Article 24

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to their trawoil medicines and to maintain their health pcast
including the conservation of their vital medicipddnts, animals and minerals. Indigenous indiVislaéso have
the right to access, without any discriminationalicsocial and health services.

2. Indigenous individuals have an equal right ® ¢injoyment of the highest attainable standarchgéipgal and
mental health. States shall take the necessary sti¢éip a view to achieving progressively the faalization of
this right.

Article 25

Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain arehgthen their distinctive spiritual relationshigth their
traditionally owned or otherwise occupied and usedls, territories, waters and coastal seas arat odlsources
and to uphold their responsibilities to future gaiens in this regard.

Article 26

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to the latatstories and resources which they have tradiigrowned,
occupied or otherwise used or acquired.

2. Indigenous peoples have the right to own, useeldp and control the lands, territories and resesithat
they possess by reason of traditional ownershiptioer traditional occupation or use, as well asé¢hwhich
they have otherwise acquired.

3. States shall give legal recognition and protecto these lands, territories and resources. $ewobgnition
shall be conducted with due respect to the custtnaditions and land tenure systems of the indigemmeoples
concerned.
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Article 27

States shall establish and implement, in conjunctigth indigenous peoples concerned, a fair, inddpat,
impartial, open and transparent process, givingrdaegnition to indigenous peoples’ laws, tradiipoustoms
and land tenure systems, to recognize and adjedibat rights of indigenous peoples pertaining &rttands,
territories and resources, including those whictrewtraditionally owned or otherwise occupied or dise
Indigenous peoples shall have the right to pawigipn this process.

Article 28

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to redressmbgns that can include restitution or, when thisiot
possible, just, fair and equitable compensatiom, tfee lands, territories and resources which thayeh
traditionally owned or otherwise occupied or usaad which have been confiscated, taken, occupisel] or
damaged without their free, prior and informed &ms

2. Unless otherwise freely agreed upon by the mmopbncerned, compensation shall take the fornarafd,
territories and resources equal in quality, size: legal status or of monetary compensation or cdperopriate
redress.

Article 29

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to the comagienv and protection of the environment and thedpective
capacity of their lands or territories and resosrcates shall establish and implement assisiamgrammes
for indigenous peoples for such conservation aoteption, without discrimination.

2. States shall take effective measures to ensatenp storage or disposal of hazardous materiel take
place in the lands or territories of indigenouspies without their free, prior and informed consent

3. States shall also take effective measures torenas needed, that programmes for monitoringntaiaing
and restoring the health of indigenous peoplesiea®loped and implemented by the peoples affeggeslibh
materials, are duly implemented.

Article 30

1. Military activities shall not take place in th@nds or territories of indigenous peoples, unjestified by a
relevant public interest or otherwise freely agresth or requested by the indigenous peoples cowmcer

2. States shall undertake effective consultatioith the indigenous peoples concerned, through ayiate
procedures and in particular through their repriedee institutions, prior to using their landsterritories for
military activities.

Article 31

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to maintasntrol, protect and develop their cultural heritamaditional
knowledge and traditional cultural expressionswa$f as the manifestations of their sciences, teldgies and
cultures, including human and genetic resourcesjssemedicines, knowledge of the properties of daand
flora, oral traditions, literatures, designs, spamd traditional games and visual and performitg) ahey also
have the right to maintain, control, protect andedep their intellectual property over such cultunaritage,
traditional knowledge, and traditional cultural exgsions.

2. In conjunction with indigenous peoples, Statieslistake effective measures to recognize and prdte
exercise of these rights.

Article 32

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to determiree develop priorities and strategies for the dgwalent or
use of their lands or territories and other resesirc

2. States shall consult and cooperate in good faith the indigenous peoples concerned throughr thein
representative institutions in order to obtain tliede and informed consent prior to the approvyadrny project
affecting their lands or territories and other reses, particularly in connection with the develgm
utilization or exploitation of mineral, water orhetr resources.

3. States shall provide effective mechanisms fst and fair redress for any such activities, anprayriate
measures shall be taken to mitigate adverse emagatal, economic, social, cultural or spiritual awsp

Article 33

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to deterntiiedr town identity or membership in accordance whtair

customs and traditions. This does not impair thbtrof indigenous individuals to obtain citizensbigthe States
in which they live.

2. Indigenous peoples have the right to deterntirestructures and to select the membership of ithgitutions
in accordance with their own procedures.

Article 34

Indigenous peoples have the right to promote, @gveind maintain their institutional structures ahdir
distinctive customs, spirituality, traditions, pestures, practices and, in the cases where they, gxiglical
systems or customs, in accordance with internatiomaan rights standards.
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Article 35
Indigenous peoples have the right to determinedhlponsibilities of individuals to their commungie

Article 36

1. Indigenous peoples, in particular those dividgdinternational borders, have the right to mamtand
develop contacts, relations and cooperation, inetua@ctivities for spiritual, cultural, politicaeconomic and
social purposes, with their own members as wetithsr peoples across borders.

2. States, in consultation and cooperation withgadous peoples, shall take effective measureaditithte the
exercise and ensure the implementation of thig.righ

Article 37

1. Indigenous peoples have the right to the redimgniobservance and enforcement of treaties, aggets and
other constructive arrangements concluded witheStat their successors and to have States hondweapect
such treaties, agreements and other constructisagements.

2. Nothing in this Declaration may be interpretecdaminishing or eliminating the rights of indigarsopeoples
contained in treaties, agreements and other catistelarrangements.

Article 38
States in consultation and cooperation with indagsnpeoples, shall take the appropriate measurelsiding
legislative measures, to achieve the ends of thiddpation.

Article 39
Indigenous peoples have the right to have accefindnocial and technical assistance from Statesthraligh
international cooperation, for the enjoyment of ttiglats contained in this Declaration.

Article 40

Indigenous peoples have the right to access topanchpt decision through just and fair procedureastife
resolution of conflicts and disputes with Statesotiner parties, as well as to effective remedies dib
infringements of their individual and collectiveghits. Such a decision shall give due consideratiothe
customs, traditions, rules and legal systems oirtliggenous peoples concerned and internationabimuights.

Article 41

The organs and specialized agencies of the Unitatibhs system and other intergovernmental organizsit
shall contribute to the full realization of the pigions of this Declaration through the mobilizatiinter alia, of
financial cooperation and technical assistance. 3\ means of ensuring participation of indigermesples
on issues affecting them shall be established.

Article 42

The United Nations, its bodies, including the Parema Forum on Indigenous Issues, and specializedcies,
including at the country level, and States shatinpote respect for and full application of the psimns of this
Declaration and follow up the effectiveness of heclaration.

Article 43
The rights recognized herein constitute the mininatendards for the survival, dignity and well-bewfgthe
indigenous peoples of the world.

Article 44
All the rights and freedoms recognized herein auea#ly guaranteed to male and female indigenousithaals.

Article 45
Nothing in this Declaration may be construed asinighing or extinguishing the rights indigenous ples have
now or may acquire in the future.

Article 46

1. Nothing in this Declaration may be interpretsdraplying for any State, people, group or persoy right to

engage in any activity or to perform any act cantreo the Charter of the United Nations or congfraes
authorizing or encouraging any action which wouldmtember or impair, totally or in part, the territd

integrity or political unity of sovereign and indapent States.

2. In the exercise of the rights enunciated ingtesent Declaration, human rights and fundamergeddbms of
all shall be respected. The exercise of the rigletsforth in this Declaration shall be subject otdysuch
limitations as are determined by law and in accocdawith international human rights obligations.yAsuch
limitations shall be non-discriminatory and stijctiecessary solely for the purpose of securingrdaegnition
and respect for the rights and freedoms of othedsfar meeting the just and most compelling requiats of a
democratic society.
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3. The provisions set forth in this Declarationlsbe interpreted in accordance with the principdégustice,
democracy, respect for human rights, equality, disarimination, good governance and good faith.

Amendments in the text of the Declaration as adopteby the UN General Assembly

Following are the nine amendments introduced, leefbe adoption by the UN General Assembly, togkedf
the Declaration as it had been adopted by the HuRi@hts Council on June 29, 2006 (and publishedpdate
70):

- Addition of the following paragraph at the begimmof the Preamble:

=

“Guided bythe purposes and principles of the Charter of thited Nations, and good faith in the fulfilment ¢
the obligations assumed by States in accordantetiét Charter,”

- Deletion of the following paragraph in the Predenb

“Recognizingalso that indigenous peoples have the right freelgetermine their relationships with States in a
spirit of coexistence, mutual benefit and full resty’

- Addition (inbold) in the following preambular paragraph:

“Acknowledginghat the Charter of the United Nations, the Intéomal Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights and the International Covenant dvil@nd Political Rightsas well as the Vienna Declaration
and Programme of Action affirm the fundamental importance of the righsalf-determination of all peoples,
by virtue of which they freely determine their picial status and freely pursue their economic, adoand
cultural development,”

- Addition of the following paragraph at the enctloé Preamble:

“Recognizing alsahat the situation of indigenous peoples variesnfir@gion to region and from country tp
country and that the significance of national ardional particularities and various historical andtural
backgrounds should be taken into consideration,”

- Deletion (in-strikethroughin Article 8.2.d:

“2. States shall provide effective mechanisms fewvpntion of, and redress for:

(d) Any form of forced assimilation or integratidsy—other—cultures—or-ways—of-lifeimposed-on-them b
legislativeadministrative-or-other-meastites

- Deletion (in-strikethroughin Article 30.1:

“1. Military activities shall not take place in thends or territories of indigenous peoples, unjessfied by a
significant-threat-tarelevant public interest or otherwise freely agrewith or requested by the indigenous
peoples concerned.”

- Deletion (in-strikethroughin Article 32.2:

“2. States shall consult and cooperate in goodh faith the indigenous peoples concerned through then
representative institutions in order to obtain itHiese and informed consent prior to the approvany project
affecting their lands or territories and other reses, particularly in connection with the develaom
utilization or exploitation of-theimineral, water or other resources.”

- Addition (inbold) in Article 46.1:

“1. Nothing in this Declaration may be interpregeslimplying for any State, people, group or pei@mynright to
engage in any activity or to perform any act cawytrim the Charter of the United Nations construed as
authorizing or encouraging any action which would ¢smember or impair, totally or in part, the territo rial
integrity or political unity of sovereign and independent States’

-Addition (in bold) in Article 46.2:

“2. In the exercise of the rights enunciated inghesent Declaration, human rights and fundamédrgtatioms of
all shall be respected. The exercise of the rigletsforth in this Declaration shall be subject otdysuch
limitations as are determined by laand in accordance with international human rights gddiions. Any such
limitations shall be non-discriminatory and strjctlecessary solely for the purpose of securingrdaegnition
and respect for the rights and freedoms of othedsfar meeting the just and most compelling requiats of a
democratic society.”
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“IPs, Treaties and the Right to Free, Prior and Inbrmed Consent”

This paper, in English, was prepared and presdmtetindrea Carmen, Executive Director of the Int¢ioral
Indian Treaty Council, at the Symposium on the knpéntation of the UN Declaration on the RightsR¥, Ico-
hosted in Vancouver (Canada) in February 2008 ey Aksembly of First Nations and the First Nations
Leadership Council.

After giving an overview of the right to free, priand informed consent, the paper turns to IPséwstdnding of
this right and to its affirmation in the Declaratjowhich is also presented as a framework for aw‘ne
jurisdiction” for redress of treaty violations. Thaper also underlines the provisions of the Datilam that are
relevant to the right to free, prior and informednsent, as well as its recognition by other intdomal
instruments and mechanisms.

This paper is available at doCip upon request.

Existing Documents on the Right to Free, Prior andnformed Consent

The formerWorking Group on Indigenous Populations produced in 2004 and 2005 a preliminary and |an
expanded version of a working paper on tle@cept of free, prior and informed consentprepared by Mrs.
Antoanella-lulia Motoc, expert of the WGIP, and thebtebba Foundation. Both these papers (respBctive
document E/CN.4/Sub.2/AC.4/2004/4 and E/CN.4/SAC24/2005/WP.1) are available at doCip and in qur
Online Documentation database www.docip.org(chose “Historical documents” and then “Essenitjalhe

preliminary paper is available in English, Spanisiench and Russian, while the expanded papersexidy in

English.

The Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issuesheld in January 2005 aimternational workshop on

Methodologies regarding Free, Prior and Informed Casent and Indigenous PeoplesThe report of this
workshop (E/C.19/2005/3) is also available in EstgliSpanish, French and Russian at doCip and i®aline

Documentation database eamwvw.docip.org(choose “Conferences”, then “Permanent Forum atiggmous
Issues 2005", and “Reference and related documents”
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3. HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL

At its 6" resumed session in December 2007, following aorin&l meeting to discuss proposals on
the most appropriate mechanisms to continue thek vabrthe Working Group on Indigenous
Populations, the Human Rights Council adoptedeselution 6/36 establishing the Expert Mechanism
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. During thssisa, the Council also extended the mandate of the
Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rigintd fundamental freedoms of indigenous people,
through resolution 6/12t its 7" session, in March 2008, the Council appointed.Raies Anaya as
new Special Rapporteur. During that session, a &er Special Rapporteurs also mentioned
indigenous peoples in their reports and some imige delegations submitted statements. We publish
a short summary of these.

Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peopte

At the informal meeting to discuss the most appadprmechanisms to continue the work of the WGHK h
from December 6 to 7, 2007, IPs and States’ repitasiwes met to prepare a resolution to be subuhiteethe
Human Rights Council's resumed' 8ession (December 10 to 14, 2007) for its adoplignconsensus. We
publish hereafter a draft resolution presented hg tndigenous Peoples’ Caucus at this informal mget
followed by resolution 6/36, which was actually ptbal by consensus by the Human Rights Council, on
December 14, 2007.

Indigenous Caucus Proposed Resolutidn: Expert Body on the Rights of Indigenous Peoplefor the
Human Rights Council

Preambular paragraphs for draft resolution:

PP1Bearing in mindparagraph 6 of the General Assembly resolutioBDbf 15 March 2006, which calls for
the Human Rights Council to “assume, review andere@hnecessary, improve and rationalize all mandates
mechanisms, functions and responsibilities of tbenission on Human Rights in order to maintain gteay of
special procedures, expert advice and a compladtegure”,

PP2Recallingthat the Human Rights Council institution-builditext 18 June 2007 stated that the “Council will
decide at its sixth session (First session of éso8d Cycle) on the most appropriate mechanisrosritinue the
work of the Working Group on Indigenous Populatigns

PP3Recallingthat at its 61 session, the General Assembly adopted the Uniteiibhs Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples elaborating “minimuandards for the survival, dignity and well-beinfytioe
indigenous peoples of the world.”,

PP4Emphasizinghat the human rights of Indigenous peoples deyvaeat to almost all mandates of the Human
Rights Council and require special attention, etiperand insights due to the urgency and complexitthe
situation facing indigenous peoples worldwide,

PP5Acknowledginghe important work completed by the Working Grauplndigenous Populations.

Mandate:

The Human Rights Council:

1. Decides to establish an Expert Body on the Rightndigenous Peoples:

a) to provide the Council with expert advice onigrgahous Peoples’ and individuals’ human rightselation to
all the Council’'s mandates;

b) to identify and recommend to the Council effeetimechanisms to implement, develop and mainstream
international standards that promote and protechtiman rights of Indigenous Peoples;

c) to review, elaborate and follow-up on best pcast as well as obstacles for the promotion anteption of
Indigenous Peoples’ human rights;

d) to review and undertake studies and focusedarelseon human rights issues as they relate to émdigs
Peoples. States, Indigenous Peoples and theirseegive institutions will be invited to presetdtements,
case studies and papers on situations pertainitigeteealization of the rights of Indigenous Pesple

e) to cooperate, with a view to complement thespeetive work, with other relevant mechanisms @nrights
of Indigenous Peoples, including the Permanent Room Indigenous Issues, the Special Rapporteuhen t
situation of human rights and fundamental freedofrisdigenous people and other relevant speciatgmores,
the Human Rights Council Advisory Committee, thedty Bodies, the Office of the High Commissionar fo
Human Rights, and regional, national and Indigeresples human rights institutions;

f) to perform other tasks at the request of ther€du

" Document IMWGIP/2007/CRP.12, of December 5, 2007
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Placement within the UN system:
The Expert Body should be placed directly underHenan Rights Council and report annually to thesiaxil
on its work.

Composition:
The Indigenous Caucus developed two proposalshiocomposition of the Expert Body which it is presey
for discussion:

Option 1

The Expert Body on the Rights of Indigenous Peoplesld consist of six members, including a représtare

of the Human Rights Council Advisory Committee, @igair of the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Iseues
member of the Permanent Forum designated by thé,Gha Special Rapporteur on the situation of hama
rights and fundamental freedoms of indigenous peapid three Indigenous experts to be nominatdafirig
the same model as that of the Special Procedures.

Option 2

The Expert body will consist of six members, 3 d¢fieth would be nominated by states and 3 of whichldide
selected by Indigenous Peoples as independenttexfére UN Rapporteur on Indigenous Peoples, diiher
Rapporteurs and members of the UN PF would alsouied to participate.

Terms of the members:
Option 1

The Indigenous experts would serve for a periothade years. They would be eligible for re-electimee. The
Chair of the Permanent Forum, the Special Rappoated the member of the Advisory Committee would/se
as long as they hold their respective positions.

Option 2
The Indigenous experts would serve for a periothiafe years. They would be eligible for re-electimee.

Organization of work:

The Expert Body will provide continuity with regartl the work of the Working Group on Indigenousies
including its studies and recommendations in otdexdvance their implementation and to elaborateprapare
new standards.

The Expert Body on the Rights of Indigenous Peoglerild determine its own methods of work.

The Expert Body would hold an annual meeting tadf@go the work of the Council related to Indigesou
peoples rights. The Expert Body could also orgapameel discussions during the sessions of the Gloianan
exchange of views regarding the human rights ofgiembus peoples under Agenda Item #3 of the Human
Rights Council.

Participation:

Member States, United Nations bodies and orgater-governmental organizations, human rights iastins
and non-governmental organizations in consultastatus with the Economic and Social Council could
participate as observers; organizations of indigenpeoples could equally participate, using thectpal
arrangements of the former UN Working Group on diedious Peoples.

Human Rights Council Resolution 6/36: Expert Mechaism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

The Human Rights Council

Bearing in mindparagraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 60/Z515dMarch 2006, and paragraph 84 of the
annex to Human Rights Council resolution 5/1 oflliie 2007,

Recallingthat, at its 61 session, the General Assembly adopted in its wtieal 61/295 of 13 September 2007
the United Nations Declaration on the Rights ofigetious Peoples,

Bearing in mindHuman Rights Council resolution 6/16 of 28 Septeni¥®7,

Recallingthat the Human Rights Council should be cogniz&iii® work being undertaken on indigenous issues
by other bodies in the United Nations system,

1. Decides,in order to assist the Human Rights Council in ithplementation of its mandate, to establish a
subsidiary expert mechanism to provide the Counith thematic expertise on the rights of indigenpasples

in the manner and form requested by the Council;

(a) The thematic expertise will focus mainly on sagland research-based advice;

(b) The mechanism may suggest proposals to the Adondis consideration and approval, within thege of

its work as set out by the Council;
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2. Also decideshat this mechanism shall report annually to ther@d on its work;

3. Further decideghat the expert mechanism shall consist of fiveepehdent experts, the selection of which
shall be carried out in accordance with the procedstablished in paragraphs 39 to 53 of the atm€&ouncil
resolution 5/1 of 18 June 2007;

4. Strongly recommendhat, in the selection and appointment processCthncil give due regard to experts of
indigenous origin;

5. Decides in order for the expert mechanism to enhance e@jpn and avoid duplicating the work of the
Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rigimd fundamental freedoms of indigenous peoplethed
Permanent Forum, that it shall invite the Speciappbrteur and a member of the Permanent Foruntendat
and contribute to its annual meeting;

6. Also decideghat the members of the expert mechanism shalesknva three-year period and may be re-
elected for one additional period;

7. Further decideghat, within its mandate, the expert mechanismtanrights of indigenous peoples should
determine its own methods of work, although theegixmechanism shall not adopt resolutions or decssi

8. Decidesthat the expert mechanism shall meet once anntrathe days in its first year and thereafter fotap
five days, and that the sessions may be a combmafiopen and private meetings;

9. Also decideshat the annual meeting of the expert mechanisih lsbapen to the participation, as observers,
of States, United Nations mechanisms, bodies andciagized agencies, funds and programmes,
intergovernmental organizations, regional orgamzet and mechanisms in the field of human righégional
human rights institutions and other relevant natidsodies, academics and experts on indigenouggssion-
governmental organizations in consultative statith the Economic and Social Council; the meetinglishlso

be open to indigenous peoples’ organizations amdgavernmental organizations, whose aims and pespase

in conformity with the spirit, purposes and pridep of the Charter of the United Nations, based on
arrangements, including Economic and Social Courgsiolution 1996/31 of 25 July 1996, and practices
observed by the Commission on Human Rights, throarglopen and transparent accreditation procedure in
accordance with the rules of procedure of the Humaghts Council, which will provide for the timely
information on participation and consultation wtates concerned;

10. Requestshe Secretary-General and the United Nations Higim@issioner for Human Rights to provide all
the necessary human, technical and financial assistto the expert mechanism for the effectivelfuént of its
mandate.

First session of the Expert Mechanism on the Rightsf Indigenous Peoples

The first session of the Expert Mechanism on the Rightsf Indigenous Peopleswill take place in Geneva
Switzerland, fromi* to 3° of October 2008

Decision about the membership of the Expert meshaniill be made at the™8session of the Human Rights
Council, from 2°to 18" of June 2008.

Further information will be posted, when availalie, the Indigenous Peoples’ page of the OHCHR welzdi
http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/issues/indigenqushere a specific page for the Expert Mechanisith also
soon be created.

Human Rights Council Resolution 6/12: Mandate of th Special Rapporteur on the situation of
human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigenoupeople

The Human Rights Council

Bearing in mindparagraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 60/2515dviarch 2006,

Recallingthe resolutions 5/1 “Institution-building of thenlted Nations Human Rights Council” and 5/2 “Code
of Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate-holdetiseoHuman Rights Council” of 18 June 2007 and
stressing that the mandate-holder shall dischaisgedr duties in accordance with these resolutantstheir
annexes,

Recalling alsaesolutions 2001/57 of 24 April 2001, 2002/65 of A& il 2002, 2003/56 of 24 April 2003,
2004/62 of 21 April 2004 and 2005/51 of 20 Aprild&0of the Commission on Human Rights entitled “Hama
rights and indigenous issues”,
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1. Decidegto extend the mandate of the Special Rapportethesituation of human rights and fundamental
freedoms of indigenous people for a period of thyesrs:

(a) To examine ways and means of overcoming exigibvajacles to the full and effective protectionhaf t
human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigempaagple, in conformity with his/her mandate, and to
identify, exchange and promote best practices;

(b) To gather, request, receive and exchange infeaomand communications from all relevant sources,
including Governments, indigenous people and t@inmunities and organizations, on alleged violatioh
their human rights and fundamental freedoms;

(c) To formulate recommendations and proposals onogpiate measures and activities to prevent aneédgm
violations of the human rights and fundamentaldoeas of indigenous people;

(d) To work in close cooperation, while avoiding uocessary duplication, with other special procedares
subsidiary organs of the Human Rights Council vah United Nations bodies, the treaty bodies, fandan
rights regional organizations;

(e) To work in close cooperation with the Permanesrui on Indigenous Issues and to participate iantsual
session;

(f) To develop a regular cooperative dialogue witliedeévant actors, including Governments, rele\dnited
Nations bodies, specialized agencies and programasesell as indigenous peoples, non-governmental
organizations and other regional or subregionaridtional institutions, including on possibilities technical
cooperation at the request of Governments;

(9) To promote the United Nations Declaration onRights of Indigenous Peoplasd international
instruments relevant to the advancement of thagighindigenous peoples, where appropriate;

(h) To pay special attention to the human rights fandamental freedoms of indigenous children and amm
and to take into account a gender perspectivesipénformance of his/her mandate;

(i) To consider relevant recommendations of the weoldferences, summits and other United Nations ingst
as well as the recommendations, observations amtdugions of the treaty bodies on matters regartistner
mandate;

(i) To submit a report on the implementation of les/mandate to the Council in accordance with iteuah
programme of work;

2. Requestsll Governments to cooperate fully with the SpeR@pporteur in the performance of the tasks and
duties mandated, to furnish all information reqedsh his/her communications and to react promptlyis/her
urgent appeals;

3. Encouragesll Governments to give serious consideration éopbssibility of inviting the Special Rapporteur
to visit their countries so as to enable him/heutl the mandate effectively;

4. Requestshe Secretary-General and the United Nations Igiginmissioner for Human Rights to provide all
the necessary human, technical and financial assistto the Special Rapporteur for the effectiVidment of
his/her mandate;

5. Decidesto continue consideration of this question in confity with the Human Rights Council’s programme
of work.

IPs’ issues at the Human Rights Council’s seventlession, March 3 — 28, 2008

A few SRs mentioned IPs in their reports under Befmdigenous delegations also presented statesramnthe
floor under item 9 and 10. Here is a short repdrtieese mentions and statements.

Item 3: Promotion and protection of all human rights

Referring to her country visit to IndonesHina Jilani, Special Representative of the Secretary-General on
the situation of human rights defendershighlights that among the most vulnerable hunigints defenders are
the ones who defend the rights of IPs.

Miloon Kothari , Special Rapporteur on adequate housingvelcomes the steps taken recently by Australia to
address the issue of homelessness and housinglaifiity, in particular with regard to the situati@f IPs.
Referring to South Africa, he underlines the catitask of housing and support for women, amongnthe
indigenous women. Referring to Canada, he strebgesargent need to improve the grave housing ciomdit
faced by numerous IPs both in rural and urban areelsiding direct threats due to resource extoactHe also
thanks Mexico for its support and commitment toropad frank dialogue during his informal visit, éblger
with the SR on the situation of human rights anddamental freedoms of IPs, regarding the La Parlota
hydroelectric project.
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MExico refers to the informal visit by the SRs on adeguabusing and on IPs’ rights to the La Parlota
hydroelectric project, where both SRs have hasdgportunity to know the opinions of all partiestbe project,
to interview relevant federal and state authorjtee®d to visit the project site. Mexico also faetied complete
information on this project to the SRs.

Responding to the SR on adequate houddmpziL informs that it has, up to date, recognized 6Xbgenous
lands, amounting to 12% of the Brazilian territasf’which 422 are duly demarcated with full recdipmi of the
possession and beneficial usage by the IPs.

To Yakin Ertirk, SR on violence against women, vaugresses in her statement the issue of indicators
violence against womehEw ZEALAND andCANADA ask how to ensure that statistics and indicataig fake
into account the diversity of women, mentioningigahous women.

Addressing the inter-related rights to health, fand housinglOIRD (International Organisation of Indigenous
Resource Development) ask each of the relevant(B&d# Hunt, Jean Ziegler and Miloon Kothari) tol dat
implementation of the Treaty rights of IPs to heatb food, subsistence and livelihood, and to hmuss it
applies to indigenous women, their families and eamities. I0IRD finally call for implementation dfie UN
Declaration on the Rights of IPs, especially itschr 37 on Treaties, and recommend that the threetioned
SRs call on all States and IPs to do so.

Panel on Intercultural Dialogue on Human Rights

CAPAJ (Comision Juridica para el Autodesarrollo de lasl#os Originarios Andinos) detail the understagdin
of human rights according to the Andean IPs, wivased vision is based on the inclusion and completzuety

of all existing beings, where solutions arise froomsensus among all parties. In this context, hunggms also
include the rights of mother earth, and their véelogvs from their being inherent to humanity’s naturather
than from being written.

Iltem 9: Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia ad related forms of intolerance, follow-up and
implementation of the Durban Declaration and Progranme of Action

Referring to the debates during thé%gession of the CERD (February-March 2008SA (Indian Council of
South America), together with other 11 indigenon@ aupport organisations, protest against USA'sipaton

of Alaska and Hawaii, and its violations of itsamational treaty obligations to IPs. The SR orisracmust
place increased attention to the right to self+aetieation and address the situation of Alaska aad/ali. ICSA
object to the decision by the USA and Canada thdr@w from the 2009 Durban Review Conference based
the claim that they address racism as a matteomdtitutional law. Yet these States continue tgetidPs to
institutional racism, to deprive them from theindaand resources by using racist doctrines anciptes of
superiority, and to dishonour their internatiomahty obligations.

STP (Society for Threatened Peoples) denounce Nigegahtinued protection of the corporate interedts o
multinational oil companies against its own citigeim disregard of the 2005 CERD concluding obgéraa on
Nigeria (CERD/C/NGA/CO/18). STP report on Nigeriéédlure to resolve the longstanding dispute betwibe
Ogoni people, Shell Petroleum Development Compantlythe federal government, and its attempt to foinee
Ogoni people to agree to the return of Shell tdrtbifields. The principled stand by MOSOP (Movemdor
the Survival of the Ogoni People) against thisatian resulted in arbitrary arrests, threats arghssnation
attempts. Shell is now returning to the Niger Delilfields with the assistance of governmental taily forces.
STP recommend that the Council and the SR on ramsaxamine the issue of environmental racism aed t
role of non-state actors in violations.

CAPAJ support the maintaining and strengthening of tlamdate of the SR on racism, who should be enabled
to look into the history, archives and testimor@ésommunities that are victims of racism due to@lism, in
order to eradicate the roots of racism.

Item 10: Technical assistance and capacity-building

To foster application of the Human Rights CouncdgreementsCAPAJ request that States grant increased
means to national human rights institutions, intipalar in countries where IPs live, where suchtiin8ons
must be able to communicate with indigenous ciszentheir own languages and respecting their owtuies
and values, in particular their special relatiopstu land. National Ombudsmen must be enabled toulece
racist offences to national courts, and their repbe acted upon by public prosecutor’'s officesur@ must
speed up the resolution of cases and abolish de@a$fordable for many indigenous persons.
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4. UPCOMING MEETINGS AND DEADLINES FOR INDIGENOUS PE OPLES,
AUGUST TO DECEMBER 2008

The dates for the sessions of the Human Rights claane subject to changes. Please check with thenCil's
website_http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcdlin@o access the Extranet, the username is “hrcast’
and the password is “1session”).

AUGUST

28 July — 15 August 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

739 session of the Committee on the Elimination of Réal Discrimination (CERD)

Countries scheduled for consideration: Ecuador,tZtand, Sweden, Germany, Austria, Togo, Namibia,
Russian Federation.

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. N. Prouvez, Secretary

United Nations, CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9309 Fax: +41 22 917 9022

E-mail: nprouvez@ohchr.ond/eb: http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cerd/cerdsi8.h

4 — 15 August 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

First session of the Human Rights Council AdvisornlCommittee

Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. Laura Dolci-Kanaan, NGO Liaison Office

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9656 Fax: +41 22 917 9004

E-mail: Idolci-kanaan@ohchr.oMyeb: http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcouncil/

9 August 2008 (celebrated throughout the world)
International Day of the World's Indigenous Peoples
Web: http://www.un.org/events/

SEPTEMBER

8 — 26 September 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

9™ session of the Human Rights Council

Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. Laura Dolci-Kanaan, NGO Liaison Office

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9656 Fax: +41 22 917 9004

E-mail: Idolci-kanaan@ohchr.oMyeb: http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcouncil/

15 September — 3 October 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

49" session of the Committee on the Rights of the CHI(CRC)

Countries scheduled for consideration: Bhutan, @jth United Kingdom, Australia, Lithuania, Tanzani
Uganda.

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. Maja Andrijasevic-Boko, Secretary

United Nations, CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9276 Fax: +41 22 917 9022

E-mail: crc@ohchr.or§Veb: http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/crc/cres49.htm

15 September — December 2008 (New York, USA)
63 session of the UN General Assembly

UN Headquarters, 1 UN Plaza, New York, NY 10017
Phone: +1 212 963 8811 Fax: +1 212 963 1267
Web: http://www.un.org/ga
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OCTOBER

1 — 3 October 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

First session of the Expert Mechanism on the Rightsf Indigenous Peoples
Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Indigenous Peoples and Minorities Unit

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Fax: +41 22 928 9008

Web: Sedttp://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/indigenous/

5 — 14 October 2008 (Barcelona, Spain)

IUCN World Conservation Congress

Contact: Congress Secretariat, [IUCN,

Rue Mauverney 28, CH-1196 Gland, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 999 0000 Fax: +41 22 999 0002

E-mail: congress@iucn.oMyeb:http://cms.iucn.org/news_events/events/congregestinefm

6 — 17 October 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

Second substantive session of the Preparatory Comiteie for the Review of the Durban Conference
Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. Laura Dolci-Kanaan, NGO Liaison Office

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9656 Fax: +41 22 917 9004

E-mail: Idolci-kanaan@ohchr.org

Web: http://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/racism/DurbawiBw/index.htm

13 October 2008 (Washington DC, USA)

Annual meetings of the World Bank Group and the Inernational Monetary Fund
World Bank Headquarters

1818 H Street, NW Washington, DC 20433, USA

Phone: +1 202 473 1000 Fax: +1 202 477 6391

E-mail: bfcoffice@worldbank.ordVeb: http://www.imf.org/external/am/index.htm

13 — 17 October 2008 (Nanjing, China)

Fourth World Urban Forum: “Harmonious Urbanization: The Challenge of Balanced Territorial
Development”

UN-Habitat

Contact: WUF Unit, P.O. Box 30030, Nairobi 0010@riya

Phone: +254 20 7623334 / 762 3903 Fax: +254 2@T7H2

E-mail: wuf@unhabitat.or§Veb: www.unhabitat.org/wuf

13 — 17 October 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

13" session of the Intergovernmental Committee on Trational Knowledge, Genetic Resources and
Traditional Cultural Expression/Folklore

World Intellectual Property Organisation (WIPO)

PO Box 18, CH-1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland

Telephone: +41 22 338 9111 Fax: +41 22 733 5428

For email go tohttp://www.wipo.int/tools/en/contacts/index.jsp

Web: http://www.wipo.int/tk/en/

13 — 31 October 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

94" session of the Human Rights Committee

Countries scheduled for consideration: Nicaraguanato, Denmark, Japan, Spain.
Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: M. P. Gillibert

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9332 Fax: +41 22 917 9022

E-mail: pgillibert@ohchr.orgWeb:http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrc/hrecs94.htm
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20 October — 16 November 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

42" session of the Committee on Eradication of all Fons of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW)
Countries scheduled for consideration: Bahrain, gBeh, Cameroon, Canada, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Kyrgyzstan, Madagascar, Mongolia, Myanmar, Portug§kdvenia, Uruguay.

Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Fax: +41 22 917 9022

E-mail: cedaw@ohchr.org/eb: http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cedaw/cedawtsi

28 — 30 October 2008 (venue to be determined)

Joint Article 8(j) and Clearing-House Mechanism Capcity-Building Workshop on Networking and
Information Exchange (Asia and the Pacific region)

Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversi

Contact: Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary

413 St-Jacques Streel? Boor, Office 800

Montreal, Quebec, Canada, H2Y 1N9

Phone: +1 514 288 2220 Fax: +1 514 288 6588

E-mail: secretariat@cbd.ieb: http://www.cbd.int/meetings/default.shtml

28 October — 4 November 2008 (Changwon, GyeoungRapublic of Korea)
10" meeting of the Contracting Parties to the Ramsar Gnvention on Wetlands
Contact: Secretariat of the Ramsar Convention otiangs

Rue Mauverney 28, CH-1196 Gland, Switzerland

Phone +41 22 999 0170 Fax +41 22 999 0169

E-mail: ramsar@ramsar.org

Web: http://www.ramsar.org/index copl0 e.htm

NOVEMBER

3 — 21 November 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

41 session of the Committee Against Torture

Countries scheduled for consideration: China Maead Hong Kong, Serbia, Montenegro, Kazakhstan,
Lithuania, Kenya, Belgium.

Contact: Ms. M. Morales Fernandez, Secretary

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9139 Fax: +41 22 917 9022

Web: http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/cats41.htm

10 — 28 November 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

41% session of the Committee on Economic, Social andifiral Rights (CESCR)

Countries scheduled for consideration: Philippifeggola, Kenya, Nicaragua, UNMIK, Sweden.
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. Wan-Hea Lee, Secretary

United Nations, CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: + 41 22 917 9154 Fax: + 41 22 917 9022

E-mail: wlee@ohchr.or§jVeb: http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cescr/cescisdi
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DECEMBER

1 — 12 December 2008 (Geneva, Switzerland)

Third session of the Human Rights Council UniversaPeriodic Review

Countries scheduled for consideration (in this grdBotswana, Bahamas, Burundi, Luxembourg, Barbado
Montenegro, United Arab Emirates, Israel, Liechteims Serbia, Turkmenistan, Burkina Faso, Cape ejerd
Colombia, Uzbekistan, Tuvalu.

Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights

Contact: Ms. Laura Dolci-Kanaan, NGO Liaison Office

United Nations, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

Phone: +41 22 917 9656 Fax: +41 22 917 9004

E-mail: Idolci-kanaan@ohchr.oMyeb: http://www.ohchr.org/english/bodies/hrcouncil/

1 — 12 December 2008 (Poznan, Poland)

14" session of the Conference of Parties (COP 14)

Fourth session of the COP serving as meeting of tiiarties to Kyoto Protocol (COP/MOP 4)

Sessions of the Subsidiary Bodies for Scientific dn Technological Advice (SBSTA) and for
Implementation (SBI)

UN Framework Convention on Climate Change

Haus Carstanjen, Martin-Luther-King-Strasse 8

PO Box 260124, D-53153 Bonn, Germany

Phone: +49 228 815 1000 Fax: +49 228 815 1999

E-mail: secretariat@unfccc.illVeb: http://unfccc.int/meetings/unfccc_calendar/item82@hp

7 — 11 December 2008 (Melbourne, Australia)

World Indigenous Peoples’ Conference on Education/{/IPCE)
Contact: Veronica Weisz, Executive Officer WIPCED3,

PO Box 164, Northcote, VIC 3070 — Australia

Phone: +61 3 9486 1599 Fax: +61 3 9486 1577

E-mail: veronicaw@wipce2008.coweb: http://www.wipce2008.com/

INFORM US OF YOUR CHANGE OF ADDRESS

Please inform us each time you change your e-noatigb address, or phone/fax number so that we reay kur
address book up to date. Send an emalbtmp@docip.orgsubject: Change of Address. Many thanks !
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5. OTHERS

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights’ hdigenous Fellowship Programme

The Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rgylé accepting applications for the 2009 Indigenous

Fellowship Programme. The programme exists in BhgliSpanish, French and Russian. The aim of
programme is to provide young indigenous men anchevo(preferably, but not exclusively between thesaof
25 — 35 years) the opportunity to gain knowledgetenUN system and mechanisms dealing with hungrigi

in general and indigenous issues in particular legy tcan assist their organizations and communities

protecting and promoting the rights of their peoptaerthermore, each fellow should also at the ehthe
Programme be capable of giving training within thebmmunities and organizations in the fields
international human rights in general, and on IRgits in particular, and be able to disseminageitifiormation
and knowledge gained during the Fellowship Programm

Five fellows will be selected to participate in kaaf the four components of the programme: the-foanth
English programme, based at the Office of the Higtmmissioner for Human Rights in Geneva, Switzetal
the four-month Spanish programme, in collaboratiotih the Human Rights Institute of Deusto Univeysit
Bilbao, Spain; the two and a half-month French paogne, in collaboration with the Dijon Universigrance;
and the two-month Russian programme, in collabonatvith the Russian Association of Indigenous Pe®pff
the North (RAIPON) and the Center for Support ofliignous Peoples of the North/Russian Indigen
Training Centre (CSIPN/RITC).

A stipend is provided to cover living costs, inguwra and travel to and from Geneva. For more inftionaon
the program, the conditions for application, théestion process and the application form, pleasit vhe
website mentioned below. Additional questions peitg to this programme should be addressed to
Indigenous Fellowship Programme (address belovdad®l note that theeadlines for applying to the 2009
Programme are

English-speaking component: Friday 27 June 2008
Spanish-speaking component: Monday 30 June 2008
French-speaking component: Monday 15 September 2008
Russian-speaking component: Tuesday 30 Septembé&r 20

In order to be considered, applications must bg ftdmpleted and sent only by fax or post to thdrags below.

Fellows of the 2008 Programme

English-speaking component

1 April — 31 July 2008 (based in Geneva, Switzatjan
- Mr. Dharmodip Basumatary, Boro (India)

- Mr. Doug Kiel, Oneida Tribe of Wisconsin(USA)

- Mr. Khim Prasad Ghale, Gurung (Nepal)

- Ms. Jane Naini Meriwas Yaaku (Kenya)

- Ms. Saelee KamonphanLisu (Thailand)

Spanish-speaking component

31 March - 31 July 2008 (based in Bilbao, Spainian@eneva, Switzerland)
- Ms. Zoila Milagros Yanez Warao (Venezuela)

- Mr. Tito Ramén Guevara Guerrero, Telpaneca(Nicaragua)

- Ms. Lilak Colque Arenas, Quechua(Bolivia)

- Ms. Juana Amalia Mendoza MendozaMaya (Guatemala)

French-speaking component
Unfortunately, this component will not take plane2008, due to funding difficulties.

Russian speaking fellows
Information on the 2008 Russian-speaking prograrsmet available yet. We will publish it in an upnng
issue.

Contact Indigenous Fellowship Programme

Indigenous and Minorities Unit

Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights

UNOG-OHCHR CH-1211 Geneva 10 / Switzerland

Telefax: + 41 22 928 9066

E-mail: fellowship@ohchr.ordg Website http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/issues/indigenoudgigship.htm

the

DUS

the
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United Nations Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Populaions
The forms for representatives of IPs to apply soVoluntary Fund for travel grants to the 2009 isessof the:

- Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues
- Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Reoare available on the OHCHR’s Website:

http://www2.ohchr.org/english/about/funds/indigestocs/form.e2009.doc

This application has to be completed, signed, datebdaccompanied by a letter of nomination and Isgnt
1 OCTOBER 2008 to

Secretariat of the Voluntary Fund for IndigenougpBiations

Ms. Mélanie Clerc

Office of the United Nations High CommissionerHiman Rights
CH-1211 Geneva 10 - Switzerland

Tél. +41 22 928 9164 / 9737 - fax +41 22 928 9066

E-mail: IndigenousFunds@ohchr.org

For applications and more informatidittp://www2.ohchr.org/english/about/funds/indigesbu

WIPQ's Intergovernmental Committee

The 13" sessionof WIPO's Intergovernmental Committee on Traditional Knowledge, Genetic Resources
and Traditional Cultural Expression/Folklore (the IGC) will take place in Geneva, Switzerlafidm 13 to
17 October 2008

Please remember that theluntary Fund for Accredited Indigenous and LocalCommunities has quite long
deadlines, as applications to receive funding tigpate to one of the IGC’s sessions must beivedeby the
WIPO Secretariat 60 days before the session whieteges the session for which funding is soughs fiteans
that if you wish to apply for funding to particigato the 1% session of the IGC (to be held probably some ti
at the beginning of 2009), your application habaaeceived by the WIPO Secretariat before AugBs2008.

More information on the Voluntary Fund is availabte
http://www.wipo.int/tk/en/ngoparticipation/voluntarfund/index.html.

Visit doCip’s new website!

In our recently overhauled websitevatvw.docip.orgyou will also find information available at sharteotice
and which we cannot always include in the Updates tb the longer time necessary for the edition &
publication process of our newsletter. We encoumagereaders to regularly visit our website (youn edso
subscribe to our RSS feed) for new information.

Documents of the PF seventh session, April 21 — M&y 2008

All the relevant documentation and written statetsesollected by doCip during the seventh sessiothef
Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, held in Newk ¥om April 21 to May 2, 2008, are being postad
our website atvww.docip.org Go toDocumentation Centeand chos®©nline DocumentatigrthenConferences
- or use the Search function.

If you have comments and suggestions about thisatépglease do not hesitate to share them with us:
by e-mail atdocip@docip.ordSubject: Update)

by fax at: + 41 22 740 34 54

by mail at: doCip, 14 avenue Trembley, CH-1209 Gené

Thanks!

Published on June 20, 2008 31

me

and



UPDATE 79-80 doCip April /June 2008

Contributors to this issue

Pierrette Birraux, Geneviéve Herold.

Translation
Virginia Alimonda, Susanne Bredenberg, Julie Giraés Hidalgo, Nathalie Stitzel.

The reproduction and dissemination of informationtained in Update is welcome provided sourcesited.
This issue is available in English, Spanish, Frearuth Russian.
Original version: printed and Internet (www.docigpEnglish text.

Please note

Updateis and will remain free for all indigenous orgaatinns.
Rates for non-indigenous organizations or individuelp us defray part of our costs, and coverethicefour
issues per year:

Individuals and small NGOs: US$ 30

Support price (International Organisations, Adstiations, Universities, Large NGOs and other§$60

We recommended that you pay these amounts by Rat-@ International Money Order from your locasipo
office. Our giro account isCCP 12-11429-8
Bank transfers charge high commissions; neverthglagment may be made to:

Bangue Cantonale de Genéve

Account No. E 775.87.12

With the support of:
Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation.

City of Geneva

Kk
*
*

*

*
L 22

This document has been produced with the finarasalstance of the European Union. The contentisf t
document are the sole responsibility of doCip aad ander no circumstances be regarded as refledtirg
position of the European Union.

doCip e 14, avenue de Trembleyw 1209 Geneva SWITZERLAND
Tel.: (+41) 22 740 34 38 Fax: (+41) 22 740 34 54 e-mail: docip@docip.orge http://www.docip.org
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