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1. EDITORIAL

New impetus seems to have been given to indigepeogples’ participation at the United Nations.
Adopted during the last session of the Human Ri@ldsncil (HRC) in September 2011 in Geneva,
the resolution A/HRC/RES/18/8 particularly requetite Secretary-General to prepare a document
presenting the different ways of promoting partétipn by recognized indigenous peoples’
representatives in the work of the United Natidhexplicitly recognises that indigenous peoples ar
not systematically organised the way non-governaieatganisations are, and that therefore an
approach specific to their situation is neededs™Mmuld enable indigenous peoples’ representatives
to participate in all UN bodies without having te bonstituted in the form of NGOs, and to request
the sacrosanct ECOSOC status, thus guaranteeiiggimdis peoples a more democratic access to the
UN institution.

This issue of Udpate summarises the debates ogendiis issues at the "8ession of the HRC,
including the new panel focusing this year on iedigus peoples’ cultures and languages, which
allowed a return to the first two studies done iy Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples, centring on the rights of indigenous pEopb education and participation in decision-
making. The Special Rapporteur, in turn, presetisdreport stressing the need for national and
international reforms in order to implement the Reation at all levels — an exceptional challenge f
all the States as well as the United Nations.

This issue also presents the summaries of the87and §' sessions of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review. Throughout the sessiamdigenous issues are becoming increasingly
present in the contributions addressed to the WrnMations by civil society; this highlights the
indigenous peoples’ increased participation in thésv mechanism. The UPR is also a tool for
analysing the way various treaty bodies approactsues affecting indigenous peoples — the
compilation of UN documents effectively containg thle recommendations specific to indigenous
peoples made by all treaty bodies over the pastyears; these recommendations are fully compiled
in this Update.

Activities by international institutions concerniimgligenous peoples continue at a rapid pace. &first
all, following the failure of negotiations towardsconvention, WIPQO's Intergovernmental Committee
on Intellectual Property and Genetic Resourcesdiioaal Knowledge and Folklore (IGC) had its
mandate renewed until 2013 by the organisation’lse@d Assembly, with three sessions planned for
2012. The 20 session will take place in Geneva on 14-22 Feprpat.?2.

Then, during the M session of the Permanent Forum on Indigenous 4s3u#8 May 2012 in New
York, the Secretary-General will convene a highelesvent to commemorate th& &nniversary of
the adoption of the Declaration on the Rights diigenous Peoples. This will be an occasion to recal
the commitments of all the States and to continueparations for the World Conference on
Indigenous Peoples in 2014.
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2. THE HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL'S UNIVERSAL PERIODIC RE VIEW

The third year of the first cycle of the Human Rgjouncil's Universal Periodic Review (UPR), in
2010, was completed with the Council examininggtlB" session, in March 2011, the outcomes of
the 9" session of the Working Group on the Universal &tbci Review (WGUPR). Here is a report on
the inclusion of indigenous issues in the reviedwsauntries where indigenous peoples live, during
the 7", 8" and §' sessions of the WGUPR.

Indigenous peoples in the reports and outcomes diaé Working Group on the UPR in 2010
Angola (7" session of the WGUPR, 8 — 19 February 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/7/AGO/1] mentions special communitydégration programmes to provide
education access for the children of nomad popmriafisuch as the Khoi-San people (para. 109).

The Compilation of UN documents [A/HRC/WG.6/7/AGO/2] reports (para. 8) the CRC'sncern and
recommendations regarding discrimination faced dny &ildren [CRC/C/15/Add. 246, paras. 21, 22].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/7/AGO/3], a joint submission by 10 itigociety
organisations (para. 50) urgently call for a popafacensus, in order to update data on the Saigandus
peoples (IPs) and their right to land.

Among theadvanced questiongo Angola, Denmark enquires on measures to se¢bar&an IPs' human rights
and address poverty and multi-faceted discrimimatio

The WGUPR report [A/HRC/14/11] does not mention IPs. Amongcommendations(para. 87), the Czech
Republic recommends legislative measures to protlisirimination against San children (46)

In the Draft Report of the HRC 14" session[A/HRC/14/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), pard67-491],
Angola accepts this recommendation (para. 473).

Documentation on the UPR

All the documentation used for this report is aabié on the UPR documentation website
(http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/Docuragah.aspx select country and click on the “Go”
button to access the documentation page for eachtrgo— the note references 1, 2 and 3 provideslittk
additional information by the State, UN system atakeholders).

The submissions of stakeholders that address indige issues are also posted on doCip's website at
www.docip.org (Documentation — Online Documentation — Confereneeduman Rights Council — HRC
Universal Periodic Review In addition, resource documents from trainingsgens on the UPR, organized by
doCip since 2009 and led by indigenous experts @ACHR officers, are available froMocumentation —
Training Database — Mechanisms — UPR-BPU

Update 85-86 contains highlights of HRC Resolufiéh, on the Council's institution-building, estabing the
principles, objectives and functioning of the UPR.

Finally, the website of UPR Infowfvw.upr-info.org is an important reference on the UPR. It provides
numerous resources such as news, a database ofimecadlations, analyses of issues, webcasts, or press
releases.

Bolivia (7" session of the WGUPR, 8 — 19 February 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/7/BOL/1] underscores the election djliia's first indigenous President
and IPs' participation in the Constituent Asseniplras. 5, 6). Indigenous territories' autonomy kel defined
in the framework legislation on decentralizatioarg 9). The indigenous jurisdiction is to be reged by the
Jurisdiction Act (paras. 12, 35). Racist acts amlence against indigenous persons and authoréies
perpetrated by local officials opposed to the maticdGovernment (para. 47). Paragraphs 48 to 5iersiach
violent events occurred in September 2008 in PaR#wagraphs 52 to 55 report on Guarani IPs living i
servitude, and on measures by the Governmentrurelte forced labour and to encourage social, @lland
economic development in the Chaco region. Bolieorts on its efforts to implement IPs' right taltie (para.

1 We give between brackets the number that eadmm@endation bears in the corresponding WGUPR report
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68) and to education, through literacy programmib hilingual components, and establishment ofgedious
intercultural universities, and of educational lsafor IPs (paras. 85, 89). Bolivia emphasizesripomtion of

the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peofiles Declaration) in its national legislation a@dnstitution
(paras. 7, 24, 13, 108). Recent legislation guaemtPs' rights of access to and tenure of lardl eapeditious
execution of land regularization and distributigar@s. 109, 110). The Constitution also establi#Rg'sright to
share in the benefits of exploitation of naturadowrces in their territories and the right to cdtagion, in
accordance with ILO Convention 169 (paras. 111).1B8livia's 36 indigenous languages have beengmized

as official languages and are promoted in publimiatstration, while 25 community radios were create
enhance IPs' freedom of expression; a bill curyelttfore Parliament is addressing the challenges of
discrimination and racism (paras. 113-115).

The Compilation of UN documents|[A/HRC/WG.6/7/BOL/2] reports (para. 3) that the WNuntry team notes
the recent incorporation in the Constitution of treglitional indigenous rural courts as equivaterthe ordinary
jurisdiction; the CEDAW urges Bolivia to ensure igenous practices' conformity with the Convention
[CEDAW/C/BOL/CO/4, paras. 22, 23]. The SRIP notpar&. 33) that some social sectors have exploited
incidents of lynching to defame indigenous just{¢¢HRC/11/11, para. 27]. The UN country team and
OHCHR-Bolivia commend Bolivia for enacting the Dameltion (para. 57). The SRIP recommends (pardat) t
Bolivia regulate the exercise of IPs' rights; apdrés. 12, 18) make racial discrimination punisaai} law
[A/JHRC/11/11, paras. 82, 93, 94]. OHCHR-Bolivia est(para. 13) that indigenous communities, womeh an
children are still under-served by social programnid/HRC/10/31/Add.2, paras. 60, 61]. The CEDAW
expresses concern that a considerable number d@eimous women in rural areas do not have identity
documents and lack access to public services [CEEXBOL/CO/4, para. 18]. The CESCR expresses concern
(paras. 46, 49) at IPs' marginalization, partidulfnom education, adequate housing, food and hesdtvices;
and at forced evictions of IPs to make way for @&stive concessions [E/C.12/BOL/CO/2, paras. 14(8), The
Special Rapporteur (SR) on the right to food drattesntion (paras. 42, 43) to extreme poverty anidse food
insecurity amongst IPs, recommending developmerat wétional strategy to protect IPs' rights oveirttand,
water and seeds [A/HRC/7/5/Add.2, paras. 8, 48])39The SRIP and CEDAW underscore (para. 44) |He&

of access to health facilities [A/HRC/11/11, pa8&; CEDAW/C/BOL/CO/4, para. 43]. The CRC expresses
concerns and makes recommendations (para. 48)dirgandigenous children's enrolment in primaryauh
[CRC/C/BOL/CO/4, paras. 67, 68].

The SRIP refers (para. 18) to racially tinged paditviolence linked to efforts towards recognitiand recovery

of IPs' territories; OHCHR-Bolivia indicates (pai@6) an increase in attacks against IPs' rightsrdirs in
2008, and the SRIP recommends investigation of saxttions against such attacks, including the plessi
responsibility of public authorities [A/HRC/11/1paras. 65, 68, 99]. The SRIP highlights (para. th@} the
main challenges to IPs' enjoyment of their righitssaccess to land and recognition of their trad#lderritories,
and recommends (also SR on the right to food, CESTEHRD) that special priority be accorded to therent
agrarian land regularization process in this re§AfHHRC/11/11, paras. 77, 87; AIHRC/7/5/Add.2, pas8 (f);
E/C.12/BOL/CO/2, para. 36; CERD/C/63/CO/2, para]. The SRIP underscores (para. 51) serious health
problems and traditional economy disruptions duerteronmental pollution by industrial extractivpesations,
and failure to provide redress and compensatiotthbge responsible for the contamination; he recomgise
urgently carrying out a general study on indigendesitories' pollution and, in consultation wittnet
communities affected, implementing necessary measof inspection, redress, prevention and punishmen
[A/JHRC/11/11, paras. 78, 90]; the UN country teamderscores a failure to comply with obligations entd.O
Convention 169, including IPs' right to consultati©@HCHR-Bolivia reports (para. 22) on the Septen#i®8
armed attack and gross human rights violationsnag#Ps in Pando, and recommends that light bentisgshed

on these events, in strict compliance with procadprinciples, in order to assess actions by lafereement
officers [A/HRC/10/31/Add.2, paras. 10, 21, 22]. OHR-Bolivia also underscores (para. 29) the worsgni
situation of numerous Guarani people still subgdte servitude, after the SRIP recommended strengith
measures to suppress all forms of forced laboubandage [A/HRC/11/11, para. 97].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/7/BOL/3], COIDHB underscore the 2009
Constitution's recognition of IPs' rights (para. RPB and FIDH underscore strong racism and disodtion
against IPs, while Al recommend that Bolivia invgate and take appropriate action against Stateiaff for
discrimination against IPs (paras. 12, 13). COIDHBYASUR, FIDH and Al report on the 2008 Pando
massacre; Al recommend that Bolivia expedite commgmsive investigations into all related eventsasao
identify those responsible and bring them to jestiand that it clarifies the roles and responsiédi of the
armed forces, police and judicial authorities (pdrd). COIDHB and Al express concern about theiginsce
of servitude of the Guarani IPs, while the IACHRammend that Bolivia eradicate forced labour anddage
(para. 24). FIDH, Al and COIDHB express concermegtorts of racially-motivated attacks against Hgts
defenders (para. 34). The IACHR also note obstdelesd by IPs in accessing the official justicetsys and
gaps in coordination of ordinary and community igest(para. 29). Al recommend that Bolivia removeriess,
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including lack of information, preventing indigersowomen from accessing reproductive and materratthe
care (para. 44). DPB highlight inadequate implerugaor of bilingual education (para. 49). COIDHB aatelay

in the process of titling IPs' agrarian lands witile IACHR recommend that Bolivia give priority titling IPs'
ancestral lands and territories, essential for theivival (para. 51). COIDHB draw attention to Eoamental
pollution by extractive industries, affecting indigpus communities (para. 52). DPB draw attentidedal gaps

in relation to IPs' right to consultation, partiady regarding extractive operations (para. 53j tnthe need to
develop regulations to effectively implement theclaeation (paras. 2, 57). Al recommend that Boligissure

full implementation of the recommendations of tHeIS, Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues (PF), and
IACHR (para. 60).

Among theadvanced questiongo Bolivia, Denmark enquires on investigating gnehishing state officials
suspected of discrimination against IPs. Norwayugeg on fighting the Guanani and other IPs' shavéhe
Czech Republic enquires about the protection of fights defenders; about investigation and prosecuof
those responsible for the 2008 Pando massacrealamat indigenous children's effective access tacatiton.
Argentina asks about access of indigenous comnesrniiti justice, and full enjoyment of their econarsiocial
and cultural rights. The Netherlands enquires aboampliance of traditional indigenous justice with
international human rights law.

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/14/7], Bolivia underscores accelerated wigly of land titles for indigenous
farming families (para. 6); and constitutional rgeition of IPs' traditional forms of organizationdajustice
(para. 7). It reports on efforts to eradicate fdrdabour, release Guarani families from bondage, guant
identity documents to indigenous persons (para. R&porting on racist violence against IPs by radgzoups
opposed to the Government, Bolivia reaffirms itgnogitment to support all victims of racist attacksd to
punish those responsible according to the law (it Venezuela recalls that Bolivia ratified Il@»nvention
169 and enshrined IPs' rights in its Constitutiparé. 19). Cuba welcomes IPs' representation inefdovent
(para. 21). The Russian Federation commends saf@ims to improve IPs' position (para. 24). Pakistotes
measures to end servitude and the distributioramd o indigenous communities (para. 25). Bradisagbout
guaranteeing the conformity of indigenous justidéhvinternational human rights obligations (paré; also
Finland, para. 34; Austria, para. 36; France, pédaSwitzerland, para. 76). Iran and Canada cordnBaivia
for steps to protect IPs' rights (para. 31; alstdmn for cultural rights, para. 90). Panama wek®orhe
adoption of the Declaration as a piece of domdsticslation (para. 32; also Libya, para. 20; Cubara. 21;
Azerbaijan, para. 43; Norway, para. 44; Kyrgyzstaara. 46; Colombia, para. 69; Argentina, para.Nd@eria,
para. 89). India enquires about reduction of IBsepty (para. 33; also Syria, para. 67). Austrisdcames efforts
to eradicate discrimination against IPs but exmes®ncern about persistent violence (para. 3@inSmquires
on the role of the armed forces in the Pando ev@dga. 41). Norway expresses concern about cadinu
servitude of IPs (para. 44). Paraguay enquirestatimsolidating IPs' human rights, particularlyeucation,
adequate housing, food and health (para. 80). Gu#de enquires on the status of the bill to combat
discrimination against IPs (para. 82). Bolivia ursteres progress in implementation of the Declanasind in
IPs' political representation (para. 47); grantdands and land titles to IPs (para. 49); legisfaon IPs' right
to consultation complying with ILO Convention 168ata. 50); and steps taken towards eradicating dgmnd
(para. 52). Underscoring the advantages of indigenostice, Bolivia regrets misunderstandings asygnous
justice has wrongly been confused with practices tiolate human rights and will be considered res in
the new Penal Code (para. 60). Bolivia then reésrénformation of its National Report regardingltie and
education programmes (paras. 93, 94).

Among therecommendationsthat Bolivia supports (para. 98), Guatemala recemus criminalization of racial
discrimination (4; also Venezuela, 74). Azerbaifanommends continuing efforts to eliminate discniation
against IPs (21), and Kyrgyzstan, against indigesnmomen and children (22). Slovenia recommendsuings
implementation of the Constitution in order to enesthat IPs fully enjoy their rights (45). The Netlands,
Canada and Switzerland recommend ensuring thatréthtional indigenous justice system complies with
Bolivia's international human rights obligationss(446). Austria recommend ensuring that the sejoaraif
ordinary and indigenous courts promotes socialilgtal{46). Austria and the UK recommend impartial
investigation into the acts of violence in Pandopider to bring those responsible to justice faiatrial (51).
Sweden recommends increasing access to healthcagrin order to reduce maternal mortality among
indigenous women (69). Norway recommends ensutiiag tPs' rights are respected at the communityl leve
(74). Venezuela recommends consolidating IPs' siglytguaranteeing their participation and congohaf76).
Germany recommends continuing to effectively adslitee Guarani precarious situation (77; also Pakifdr

all IPs, 75). Bolivia considers all these recomnatiuths as being implemented (para. 99).

In its response [A/HRC/14/7/Add.1], Bolivia informs that the bilbn elimination of discrimination was
presented to Parliament in May 2010 (see recomntiondad, 21, 22, 74); notes ongoing work on coustihal
provisions related to IPs' rights, namely througiplementation of the indigenous jurisdiction withire new
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judicial authority (recommendations 45, 46); underss measures to eradicate impunity for humantsigh
violations (recommendation 51); stresses its effdd extend its programme to combat malnutrition bu
acknowledges challenges in the area of maternalifadt mortality (recommendation 69); and restates
commitment to achieve full respect of IPs' righis, accordance with its international obligations
(recommendations 75, 76, 77).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 14" session[A/HRC/14/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), parag0-401],
Bolivia underscores indigenous participation in tbeiew of the 78 recommendations it received (pard). Al
underscore the need to ensure IPs' participatiocoimsultations for a parallel indigenous jurisdintiin the
justice system, and to guarantee IPs' right to fnéer and informed consent (para. 391). MRAP/FDIBote
that successes already achieved with regard tdritegration (also DPB, para. 390) must encouragé/ia to
pursue its efforts, which neighbour countries stiadcompany rather than undermine (para. 392). INdO#t
to the persistent poverty among the rural and mwlgis population in spite of significant economiovgh, and
to the servitude that the Guarani IPs still expee(para. 393). Bolivia underscores its effortttdude IPs in
political decision making (para. 399), and the ricd@nection between human rights and mother’s eagttis
(paras. 400, 401).

El Salvador (7" session of the WGUPR, 8 — 19 February 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/7/SLV/1], on the issue of IPs' righfgaras 74, 75), says El Salvador
recognizes three indigenous groups. The Constitutimntains no specific framework on IPs, but guiEes
equality and enjoyment of civil rights without disnination, and recognizes indigenous languagepaas of
national heritage. The Ministry of Education prog®the revival of the Nahuatl-Pipil language (glsoa. 43).
El Salvador acknowledges IPs' cultural and histdrieritage, and is committed to promote their tivaent
and their individual and collective rights, in aodance with relevant international instruments gsa4, 63,
76).

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/7/SLV/2] reports (para. 1) that tredtgdies invited El
Salvador to ratify ILO Convention 169 [CERD/C/SLM®CL3, para. 10]. The CESCR expresses concern (para.
16) that IPs' rights are not guaranteed in practiod the CERD encourages El Salvador to imprové IPs
enjoyment of their rights, in particular land owst@p and access to drinking water [E/C.12/SLV/CQ&a. 18;
CERD/C/SLVICO/13, paras. 7, 11]. The CRC (para. k7)koncerned at indigenous children's persistent
discrimination [CRC/C/15/Add.232, paras. 25, 26heTCERD expresses concern and makes recommendations
(para. 38) regarding IPs' difficulties in securenress to justice; and encourages El Salvadorgpé4Ba 45) to
facilitate IPs' unrestricted access to pre-Hispargatres to hold their religious ceremonies, anpresses
concern at their low level of participation in gowment and management of public affairs; it undmes (para.

57) IPs' reluctance from identifying as such, giwte memory of the 1932 and 1983 massacres whose
perpetrators were not even identified; El Salvestauld therefore adopt (also para. 67), in lindlie IACHR
recommendations, a programme of redress and comp@ms$or the victims, to help create a climatdrast and
enable IPs to assume their identity [CERD/C/SLV/CDparas. 13-16, 22].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/7/SLV/3], PDDH-ES recall that El Sablar has
yet to ratify ILO Convention 169 (para. 1), and neiglack of political will to follow up on civil stiety
organisations' proposal of constitutional reformgédcognize IPs' rights (para. 4). RIA inform thas mostly
live in poverty or extreme poverty; hidden racisrtlades them from national population statistiesding to
lack of information on their needs and the statutheir rights; PDDH-ES call for a census of thdigenous
population and to ensure constitutional recognitibtheir human rights.

Among theadvanced questiongo El Salvador, Denmark enquires on ratificatidild@® Convention 169. The
Czech Republic enquires on protecting the righisdijenous children.

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/14/5], El Salvador restates its recognit@hlPs (para. 23), which Kazakhstan
welcomes (para. 37). Panama asks about IPs' inoluisi national statistical data (para. 43). The USA
appreciates El Salvador's recognition of its IPstithge and promotion of their development (parh). 6
Guatemala asks about IPs' access to justice @@YyaEl Salvador repeats that its Secretariat émia@ Inclusion

is tasked with promoting IPs' human rights (pafg. 5

Among therecommendations supported by El Salvador (para. 81), Malaysia maoends further fighting
discrimination against indigenous children (23)Iddabia recommends including anti-discrimination sw@was

in favour of IPs in social policies (24). The USé&commends enforcing laws and implementing prograsnime
promote IPs' rights (25; also Kazakhstan, 73; M@xi¢4). Among the recommendations that El Salvador
committed itself to examine, ratification of ILO @eention 169 is recommended by Guatemala (8) and
Kyrgyzstan (19).
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In its ResponsdA/HRC/14/5/Add.1], El Salvador accepts both themsommendations (para. 2) and informs on
a proposed consultation process in this regarca§p&; 5).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 14" session[A/HRC/14/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), pardd8-466],
the USA welcomes El Salvador’s efforts to promdse' rights (para. 462).

Federated States of Micronesia (9 session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)

IPs are not mentioned in thidational Report [A/HRC/WG.6/9/FSM/1/Rev.1], theCompilation of UN
documents[A/HRC/WG.6/9/FSM/2], and thadvanced questiondo the Federated States of Micronesia.

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/9/FSM/3], EJ/PWAC/MSW/HRA/GI note (par
23) that climate change threatens Micronesia's initigenous languages.

The WGUPR report [A/HRC/16/16 and Add.1] and théraft Report of the HRC 16" session
[A/JHRC/16/L.41 (Advance Unedited Version), para838686] do not mention IPs.

Fiji (7™ session of the WGUPR, 8 — 19 February 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/7/FJI/1], in its section on IPs' righfparas. 32-39), presents the mandate
of the Ministry of Indigenous Affairs and of thejieh Administration; the social structure of thgidn IPs and
the registration of customary land titles; formidat of intellectual property legislation on the fection of
traditional knowledge; language and culture reiagdion programmes; and measures to respond teasitrg
demand for tertiary education assistance for tdeggnous Fijians. As to resources communally owmedlans

or families, insufficient registration of nativeattitional fishing grounds poses a major obstaclendigenous
participation in economic and social developmeiiie TGovernment is facilitating negotiations on esien of
land leases for cash-crop cultivation with indiges&ijian landowners, and promoting their participatio
business to improve livelihoods. Fiji expressesitgport for the Declaration.

According to theCompilation of UN documents [A/HRC/WG.6/7/FJI/2], a UNICEF report and the ILO
Committee of Experts acknowledge measures aiming@toving education opportunities for indigenougsah
students, but such policies are not focused onsapéathnic concentration of disadvantage (para. The
CERD (para. 42) calls for a speedy return to deamgrbased on the Constitution which provides fower
sharing between the ethnic communities while engurespect for indigenous governance; and recomsnend
(para. 58) reviewing the current land regime tahes land rights issues in a conciliatory manned arevent
further deterioration of the economic situatiomoh-indigenous Fijians [CERD/C/FJI/CO/17, parasl@®,22].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/7/FJI/3], PCRC recommend that Fiji be
requested to invite the SRIP (para. 16). CCF, IRR¢& LF-SRI report that ethnic division between gaaious
Fijians and Indo-Fijians is an ongoing and fundataeproblem that affects both economic and goverean
structures (para. 17). CCF and LF-SRI say accedartt remains an ongoing source of tension between
indigenous Fijian landowners and Indo-Fijian terfantners, leading to uncertainty and hindering ecoic and
social development (para. 52). PCRC express coratsyut governmental policies and initiatives whitipact

IPs, their governing structures and their accestand and resources, without their prior consuwtatand
informed consent (para. 60).

None of theadvanced questiongo Fiji mentions IPs.

The WGUPR report [A/HRC/14/8] does not mention IPs. Among ttleeommendationswhich Fiji committed
itself to examine (para. 71), Malaysia recommendbaacing the implementation of the 2020 Plan for
Indigenous Fijians (42). Fiji accepts this recomdwtion [A/HRC/14/8/Add.1].

The Draft Report of the HRC 14" sessiorfA/HRC/14/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), paré82-431] does
not mention IPs.

Guyana (8" session of the WGUPR, 4 — 14 May 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/8/GUY/1] informs on constitutional prisions for an Indigenous Peoples'
Commission (paras. 10, 29); on legislation thatmpytes and protects IPs' rights (para. 12); on gpdiion of
Amerindian organizations in national consultatiowgesses (para. 16); on constitutional and legavipions
protecting Amerindian peoples (paras. 26, 43). @ayacknowledges the historical injustices IPs' tauféered
and underscores governmental interventions to grdteir rights (paras. 115-120), including estthinent of
the Ministry of Amerindian Affairs; legal titingof communal lands granted by the State to the Ir8érikdian
communities; the 2006 Amerindian Act regarding ectibn of IPs' collective land rights and promotafrtheir
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good governance (also para. 152); and represemtatidmerindian communities in national-level megisas.
Governmental programmes to improve Amerindian comiti@s' standard of living include financial grarfits
community projects (paras. 122, 123); a progranor@omote their access to primary and secondargagigun
(paras. 69, 124, 125); improvement in Amerindiaopgbes' access to health care (para. 126); and iragdroad,
telecommunication, and water and electricity infnastures (paras. 127, 128). Guyana adopted théafdion
(para. 170).

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/8/GUY/2] highlights (para. 8) delays establishment of
the Indigenous Peoples’ Commission [A/HRC/10/11/&dgaras. 22, 29]. The CERD notes (para. 9) the
absence of a national strategy to address IPsuahegjoyment of their rights; and urges Guyanagpas3) to
improve indigenous children and adolescents' adeegsality education [CERD/C/GUY/CO/14, paras. 2Q].
The CRC expresses concern (paras. 16, 34) at feetsisocietal discrimination against Amerindianlabtan,
with many of them not registered at birth [CRC/CAdd.224, paras. 22, 29]. The CEDAW urges Guyamaap
44) to undertake gender equality promotion prograstirected at Amerindian women [A/60/38, p. 14&ap
308]. The Independent Expert on minority issues #d@ Committee of Experts underscore (para. 40)
Amerindian women's weak participation to the labowarket [A/HRC/10/11/Add.2, para. 38]. The CERD
expresses concern (paras. 47, 63) about dispatispsoportionately affecting IPs in life expectgndiseases
and environmental pollution, caused in particulanibining activities; and urges Guyana to ensurélaviéity of
adequate medical treatment to IPs; Guyana respbiatidiealthcare facilities exist in almost every éimdian
Village [CERD/C/GUY/CO/14, paras. 19, 28; Add.1,rga 78-86]. The 2005 Common Country Assessment
emphasizes addressing Amerindian people’s accaessanrirol over their lands, whose titling processlow
and conflicting with other land uses, includingvate mining or forestry (para. 55). In 2006 the CEfparas.
54, 56, 63) expresses concern and makes recomnmrglabout the lack of legal recognition of indigea
communities' property rights over their traditiotahds; about granting to indigenous communitiesl latles
that exclude water and subsoil resources and asedban inadequate criteria; about the discrimiyator
distinction between titled and untitled indigenaz@mmunities; about the fact that some decisionsnaky
indigenous communities' Village Councils are subjeche State's approval; and about the need fyaGa to
seek IPs' informed consent prior to authorizing amgeration that may threaten their environment
[CERD/IC/GUY/CO/14, paras. 15, 16, 19, 28]. Guyaesponds in 2008 (para. 56), that there is no liioitao

the control that Amerindians have over the lanéy twn, although the subsoil rights remain with $tate; the
Amerindian Act and Constitution protect their cotige rights to occupy and use the land they do aven
[CERD/C/GUY/CO/14/Add.1, paras. 26, 48, 49].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/8/GUY/3], UOCLIHRC underscore that nyan
Amerindian women are victims of trafficking, as yeation efforts do not reach Amerindian communities
Guyana must enforce laws against human traffickiggeducating the police force and judicial bodiesd
increasing employment opportunities for Amerindimmmen (para. 12). UOCLIHRC recommend that Guyana
enhance data collection to measure the effectigeaksxisting health and education programs; irsgresccess
to medical facilities for Amerindian communitiesiopide incentives to bring healthcare workers adidcators
to the interior; provide these with cultural anddaage education; and provide bilingual educatmwimdigenous
schools (paras. 18, 19). STP and UOCLIHRC undeesit@t Amerindians have received titles over onsyrall
part of the lands they claim; legislation that pui$ indigenous lands remains unenforced, making faa
mining operations to expand, resulting in Amerimdiadegradation and loss of lands, resources aelhtods;
UOCLIHRC recommend enhancing enforcement of domesthing laws, honouring legal title to indigenous
land, strengthening court systems in Guyana'siartareas and providing counsel to indigenous pex$o order
to protect their land (para. 20). UOCLIHRC acknawge provisions in the 2006 Amerindian Act that io
protection of indigenous lands against mining ieses, but note that Guyana should revoke the veteep of
the Minister of Mines over IPs' decisions (para); 2ind strengthen Amerindian land rights to faaiBt their
forest management (para. 22).

Among theadvanced questiondo Guyana, Denmark enquires on promotion of lights, including land rights.
Norway enquires on operationalization of the Naldndigenous Peoples’ Commission (also Slovenid)an
fulfilling IPs' rights to consultation.

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/15/14], Guyana emphasizes its Commissionifé® the Amerindian Act of
2006 and Amerindian organisations' participation rtational consensus-building processes (paras.. 6-9)
Guyana's climate change adaptation and mitigaticateg)y was consulted with its Amerindian commusiti
(para. 10). Guyana reiterates and updates infoomain governmental measures to promote and préRstt
rights (para. 11). The Minister of Mines has vetavpr only in relation to large-scale mining deenbedbe in

the national interest, whereas communities have petver in relation to small- and medium-scale mgnjpara.
12). Brazil emphasizes the Commission on IPs' sigbara. 35; also Norway, para. 38). Norway notegaBa’s
commitment to promoting IPs' rights (para. 38; aladha, para. 36; Jamaica, para. 62; Trinidad arzhdo,
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para. 63). Bolivia encourages Guyana to amend theridian Act of 2006 to include IPs' right to lafmhra.
48). Mexico acknowledges information on IPs' laights (also Trinidad and Tobago, para. 63) and ieeswn
indigenous women's political participation (para0).5 The USA expresses concerns about ongoing
discrimination, violence and exploitation againgts|(para. 61). Guyana responds that it is consigleri
ratification of various human rights instrumentsiterates that protection of IPs' rights, includedhe 2006
Amerindian Act, is paramount; reports on indigenausnen occupying positions in Government and tlaeSt
apparatus (para.52); and reiterates informatiomstitutions and legislation specific to indigenasisues, while
noting that adverse public opinion forces the Gorent to strike a balance in closing the gap sedfdry IPs
(para. 66).

Among therecommendationsthat Guyana supports (para. 68), Nicaragua recomnagapting the domestic
legal framework to international human rights stad on IPs (10); Cuba recommends pursuing proteetid
promotion of IPs' human rights (23); Libya recomuferurther protecting Amerindians from discrimiati
(24); and Norway recommends including IPs in thpléementation of UPR recommendations (26). Among the
recommendations that Guyana committed itself toméma (para. 70), Bolivia, Germany and Norway
recommend ratifying ILO Convention 169, while Nognalso recommends implementing the Declaration (10,
11, 12).

In its response[A/HRC/15/14/Add.1], Guyana reports that the Iretigus Peoples Commission is operational
since September 2010 (para. 2); commits itself dosider ratifying ILO Convention 169 (paras. 35));36
underscores compliance with the recognition of IR rights and effective political participatigpara. 37);
and refers to information on Amerindian issuedsrNational Report (para. 38).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 15" sessionfA/HRC/15/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), para§5-595],
Guyana reiterates information on ILO Convention 1@@ra. 569). China notes Guyana's commitment to
promote the human rights of its Amerindian commiesi{para. 588).

Honduras (9" session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/9/HND/1] highlights IPs among thoseffeting higher rates of poverty
and illiteracy, whereas the Constitution requedie fpromotion of native cultures (paras. 113, 131).
Governmental measures aim to improve IPs' stanofalising and to ensure their culturally appropeiatccess

to benefits of social programmes (paras 114, 1lE& paras. 56, 57, 68). Recent institutional charajen at
ensuring IPs' effective enjoyment of human righesolution of land issues, and participation inidigive
processes (paras. 116-119, 122).

The Compilation of UN documents [A/HRC/WG.6/9/HND/2] relates (para. 20) the CR@sencerns at
persistent discrimination against indigenous ckitdfCRC/C/HND/CO/3, para. 31]; and (para. 39) thertdn
Rights Committee's observation of widespread clalibur in indigenous communities [CCPR/C/HND/CO/1,
para. 12]. The UN country office reports that Horadustill lacks specific policies, public institoris or
legislation for IPs, who live in rural areas chaesized by multi-faceted exclusion (para. 68). Fhenan Rights
Committee expresses concerns (paras. 69, 74)atndisation faced by IPs in the areas of healthpleyment,
education, and land rights, and at Honduras’s railto legally recognize ancestral indigenous latitliss
[CCPR/IC/HND/CO/1, para. 19]. ILO's Committee of Exs notes that in order to comply fully with
Convention 169, Honduras must ensure IPs' participan governmental bodies it establishes to diamth
them (para. 70).

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/9/HND/3], CS indicate that IPs risksiag their
ancestral homelands and natural resources andvialemce and intimidation; Honduras must take argjer
stand against the illegal logging industry; miteyétte negative effects of hydroelectric projectd turism, and
ensure consultation of the IPs affected; responthd@genous concerns regarding privatization of oamal
lands; and provide a safe environment for IPs tmyetheir right to freedom of speech (para. 67MAl

recommend providing bilingual education; promotregognition of indigenous culture as a nationaltage in
mainstream education; and improving indigenougdegii's access to school (para. 68).

Among theadvanced questiondo Honduras, the Czech Republic enquires on spetiéasures to protect IPs'
rights.

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/16/10], Honduras recognizes the direct istpaf racial discrimination on IPs'
enjoyment of human rights (para. 17). The USA weles the creation of a governmental body for IPs'
development (para. 50). Austria emphasizes disndtion against IPs and the need to protect indigeno
communities' lands (para. 53). Ghana asks abogrgmumes to address high poverty and illiteracysrataong
IPs (para. 69). Angola enquires about effectiveradstbod security and educational policies targetedPs
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(para. 77). Honduras highlights legislative measuerecognize IPs' ancestral rights, institutitmgegulate
land tenure, and investigations of alleged usuopadind other offences against indigenous commausr{i&ia).

Among therecommendationsthat Honduras supports (para. 81), the Czech Rieptdcommends legally
ensuring IPs' enjoyment of human rights (1). Amadimg recommendations that Honduras considers ag bein
implemented (para. 82), the Holy See and Niger@mmenend pursuing promotion of human rights through
assistance to IPs (11); Ghana recommends enswimglincriminatory and culturally relevant eligibylicriteria

for IPs to receive benefits of social programmeX 1 Angola recommends efforts to integrate IPthalabour
market (108). Among the recommendations that Hoeslwommitted itself to examine (para. 83), Ecuador
recommends ensuring respect for indigenous chilslnéghts (6); Austria recommends enacting legistato
protect indigenous persons' land and natural resaughts (12).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 16" session[A/HRC/16/L.41 (Advance Unedited Version), para&3-552],
Honduras accepts both Ecuador's and Austria's neemmiations (para. 528). It informs on measureadmease
IPs' protection against discrimination and violgraned against misappropriation of their lands anatevs (para.
529). Plan International state that Honduras ndedsstablish an institution to protect indigenobdldten's
rights (para. 543).

Kenya (8" session of the WGUPR, 4 — 14 May 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/8/KEN/1] underscores that land andunak resources rights of minority
groups will be protected, such groups being cultg@ependant on specific habitats they have laseas to
(paras. 105, 106). Kenya will undertake an inventof existing minority communities, and provide egél
framework to facilitate their land tenure and reseunanagement systems (para. 107). The SRIPd/isgaya
in 2006 (para. 111).

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/8/KEN/2] reports that the CESCR recoemds (para. 18)
recognizing the Nubians and Ogiek as distinct etlmoimmunities, and their right to their culture addntity
[E/C.12/KEN/CO/1, para. 35]. The CRC notes (pa@). the low school enrolment and literacy rates agnon
indigenous children [CRC/C/KEN/CO/2, para. 69]. BRIP makes recommendations (para. 60) concerheng t
minority hunter-gatherers and pastoralists, Kenyaggenous communities, who live mostly in thedaand
semi-arid lands and face discrimination of theielihoods and cultures; lack of legal recognitiond a
empowerment; loss and degradation of their land matlral resources; inappropriate development and
conservationist policies; and lack of basic sewi@gHRC/4/32/Add.3, p. 2].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/8/KEN/3], MPIDO/EWC/PISP/OPDP/
MCSF/NZCT/IDCT/PHGEMN/CMRD/IWGIA urge Kenya to réfi ILO Convention 169 (para. 1), and
implement recommendations by the SRIP and ACHPRa({0); and underscore systematic injustices again
indigenous women within their communities (para).Zllhey emphasize, with KSC and UNPO, the need to
guarantee IPs' fundamental rights and to furtheir fpolitical recognition and participation (paé). Regarding
violence in pastoral indigenous areas (paras. 61-868PIDO/EWC/PISP/OPDP/MCSF/NZCT/IDCT/
PHGEMN/CMRD/IWGIA underscore impunity and recommetitat Kenya investigate cases of violent
conflicts, bring perpetrators to justice, compeasattims and put in place effective conflict pratien and
resolution measures; CS report on violence andathragainst Samburu villages, while governmenteaites
were recently awarded to foreign companies on Samland.

With regard to IPs' land rights (paras. 64-66), DI®IEWC/PISP/OPDP/MCSF/NZCT/IDCT/PHGEMN/
CMRD/IWGIA and KSC recommend that Kenya recognize wsefulness of pastoralist land, and of indigenou
communities’ activities on their ancestral landeg@&ther with UNPO, they warn about forced evictidiOgiek
and Maasai IPs from the Mau forest, which theseplesohave long used in a sustainable manner; hete t
impact of environmental degradation and tourisnilensituation of Maasai people and recommend tlesiy&
refrain from extending Nairobi into their traditiainlands; call on Kenya to address the invisibiliy
numerically small IPs in censuses (para. 66); andetscore the increasing mortality rate in indigeno
communities due to inadequate public health faedjtthe State's limited attention to their develept, and the
need to initiate a poverty reduction strategy (p&ra.

None of theadvanced questionso Kenya mentions IPs.

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/15/8], Bolivia emphasizes the SRIP's recandations (para. 39). Among the
recommendationsthat Kenya supports (para. 101), Bolivia recomnseimiplementing decisions of national
judicial institutions and the ACHPR on indigenoughts (114). Among the recommendations that Kenya
committed itself to examine (para. 102), Denmadoremends implementing the SRIP's recommendations (5
Norway recommends implementing the Declarationludliog through constitutional recognition of landda
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resource rights and political participation (6);ribeark and Norway recommend ratifying ILO Conventid®.
Among recommendations that Kenya does not suppmata( 103), Mexico recommends supporting the
Declaration and devoting attention to the SRIR'@memendations (6); Malaysia recommends further ptomg

the rights and development of indigenous commun(ff@. Kenya argues against the use of the tedigémous
peoples' in its domestic context, but recognizesgginalized communities' vulnerability (para. 109).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 15" session[A/HRC/15/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), pard$3-442]
Kenya indicates that it accepts recommendationgrotection of IPs' rights, in the context of theagnition by
its new Constitution of the existence of “margimali communities, which include indigenous commastfti
(para. 420). Conectas welcome this and suggesKimaya fully implement recommendations relatinglRs,
including those of the SRIP, and consider ratifyln@ Convention 169 and adopting the Declaratioargp
441). Kenya will soon consider ratification of IL@bnvention 169 (442).

Kiribati (8 " session of the WGUPR, 4 — 14 May 2010)

IPs are mentioned neither in the documentation gitdudrto the WGUPR, nor in the UPR outcome.

Lao People's Democratic Republic (8 session of the WGUPR, 4 — 14 May 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/8/LAO/1] informs on celebration of tHaternational Day of the World's
Indigenous Peoples (para. 22) and on TV and radiadzasting in such languages as Hmong and Khnra.(pa
34). The Constitution stipulates that the Statespes a policy of promotion of unity and equality, well as
economic development, among all 49 ethnic groupshefLao People's Democratic Republic (Laos), while
ethnic discrimination is prohibited (paras. 47, .4@povernmental actions directed at ethnic groumsude
eliminating illiteracy, encouraging ethnic peoptechange their livelihoods based on prejudiciat@mns or a
nomadic way of life, creating development villagesd expanding infrastructure as well as educatiod
healthcare networks (paras. 48, 55).

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/8/LAO/2] reports (paras. 24, 26) thhe SRIP and other
special procedures express concern at allegeddeéttivilians in the struggle of Hmong groups egsed by
the Government because of their involvement in -eadd conflicts [A/HRC/6/15/Add.3, paras. 30, 32;
Al62/286, para. 55; AIHRC/7/5/Add.1, paras. 68, AHRC/7/23/Add.1, paras. 29, 30; A/HRC/4/20/Addpl,
194]. In 2005, the CERD expresses concern (panaat2éerious acts of violence against the Hmond,ages
allowing UN human rights bodies to visit the aredmere they have taken refuge, and quickly findingphtical
and humanitarian solution to this crisis; Laos dsrgonflicts with the Hmong, but emphasizes actsaoiditry
[CERD/C/LAOI/CO/15, paras. 21, 22, 29; and Add.1Irapd]. The SRIP notes reports of arbitrary arrestd
threats against IPs who defend their rights [A/HBIC3/Add.3, para. 36]. The UN country team repdnt in
2008 and 2009 about three thousand Lao Hmong thailg allegedly “returned voluntarily” to Laos, the
UN did not have meaningful access to them; in Déxam2009, the UN Secretary-General urged Laosdpect
the rights of these returnees (paras. 59, 60).

The SRIP expresses concern (para. 30) at the Biogeaumber of indigenous women victims of sexual
trafficking and prostitution [A/HRC/6/15/Add.3, mar46]. The CEDAW urges Laos (para. 35) to enshat t
women from ethnic minorities have effective accesgustice, and expresses concern (para. 55) at high
illiteracy rates [CEDAW/C/LAO/CO/7, paras. 14, 33he CERD notes (para. 56) that provision of edanah
Lao is a major obstacle to the education and voeatitraining of persons belonging to ethnic groups
[CERDI/IC/LAOICO/15, para. 19]. Paragraph 57 referconcerns by the SRIP as to relocation of IPstdue
governmental economic programmes [A/HRC/6/15/Add&8as. 26-28; A/62/286, para. 47; AIHRC/4/32, para
18, and Add.1, paras. 272-297; A/HRC/9/9/Add.1,apar257-269; A/HRC/12/34/Add.1, paras. 192-206];
meanwhile, the CERD notes Laos' policy of resajtlimembers of ethnic groups, recommending that the
Government endeavour to obtain their free prior mformed consent, and pay particular attentiothtoclose
cultural ties binding IPs to their land [CERD/C/LATGD/15, para. 18].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/8/LAO/3], STP note that Laos does not
recognize the concept of “indigenous peoples”; iethminorities have little opportunity to influence
governmental decisions affecting their traditiolaalds and natural resources (paras. 42, 43). Ranlagrl8, 19,

44 and 45 focus on the Hmong IPs: FIDH/MLDH and WHibte that Laos continues to repress them because
of their participation in cold-war conflicts; thecdmated Hmong try to survive in the jungle, sitleey cannot
settle for fear of being detected and persecutddP@ add that the Government classifies Hmong asdits!

so that they can be legally killed. STP and Al egsrconcern at reports of repatriation of thousahdsmong

who fled to Thailand, as the resettlement sitesndbhave sufficient and adequate facilities andbueses,
independent observers have no unfettered accedsharsituation of most returnees is unknown. FIREHDH

note that in spite of governmental promises of atyyeseveral of the Hmong who have given themsealyet
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the authorities since 2005 have disappeared. ST@ that many Hmong are illegally detained and draw
attention to ill-treatment suffered by Hmong chéldrdeported back to Laos in 2005. WHPC note thasLa
continues to violate the Hmong IPs' economic, $@aid cultural rights.

Among theadvanced questiongo Laos, Denmark enquires on steps to ensureigihesrof IPs such as the
Hmong, irrespective of national definition (als@®tl@zech Republic). Germany enquires about govertahen
measures to prevent humanitarian emergency ancaespe status of the Hmong recently resettled from
Thailand, including those with UNHCR-“persons oficern” status (also UK, Sweden, the Netherlands).

In theWGUPR report [A/HRC/15/5], Laos reiterates its statement orettsnic groups and prohibition of ethnic
discrimination (para. 12). The Netherlands expressscerns about the situation of the Lao Hmongrmees,
including refugees recognized by UNHCR and seleébecthird-country repatriation (para. 35; also ffge,
para. 34; Canada, para. 71, Hungary, para. 76alimyvpara. 81; New Zealand, para. 82; Australéaap83).
Laos responds that the Hmong repatriated from @hdilwere illegal migrants now safely welcomed back
settled; those who had considered migrating toiral #ountry have now decided to stay and the Gawent
welcomes international goodwill visits to theiresit the Hmong considered as “persons of concerdéuthe
UNHCR mandate should no longer be seen as sucas({pi2, 50-54).

Among the recommendations that Laos supports (para. 96), Australia recommaeisduing identification
documents to all Lao Hmong returnees (19). Amomgrétommendations that Laos committed itself taréxa
(para. 98), Mexico recommends a national action ptacombat trafficking in persons, particularlygigenous
women (21). Hungary recommends recognizing IPgitsicas set out in international law (24). Denmark
recommends considering greater participation ofitPgovernmental decisions, and ensuring that theok
enjoy equal integration into society (27; also @kia, para. 28). France recommends resolving toat&in of
the repatriated Hmong by settling their legal saitu full cooperation with UNHCR (also Brazil, 3@nhd
allowing delivery of international assistance (2Blew Zealand, Canada, the UK and Australia reconsimen
allowing the international community, namely UNHCRganingful access to Lao Hmong returnees from
Thailand, to assess their conditions against iateynal law (31). The Netherlands recommends atgvthe
Lao Hmong refugees who have received third-countrigations to migrate there (32).

In its response[A/HRC/15/5/Add.1], Laos supports in part recomations 21, 24, 27, 28, 29, 31 and 32 of
paragraph 98 (see above). In recommendations 22724nd 28 (paras. 8, 9, 10 and 11), Laos refhetserm
“indigenous people”; reiterates that its Constiintilaws and policies ensure equality and non-olignation
among its 49 ethnic groups, including the Hmongl amlcomes international assistance in complyint g
international obligations. About recommendations 30 and 31 (paras. 12, 27), Laos denies that #@ L
Hmong returnees can be recognized as refugees imeerational law: the UNHCR has no need to getlved
with them; Laos will continue to organise visits the international community to Hmong returneebages,
and pursue international dialogue on this mattargp27). As to recommendation 32, Laos' Constituind
laws guarantee the right to freedom of movemealtltits citizens, including the Hmong returneesr§pd.3).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 15" session[A/HRC/15/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), para$7-345],
Laos reiterates that the Hmong returnees are nsbpse of concern under international law (para)326TPN
urge the international community and the Lao autiesrto monitor and address the continued humghtsi
violations against the Hmong people (para. 341)refyret that Laos only partially accepted recommaéinds
concerning the Lao Hmong, and urge the Governneeahsure unhindered access by humanitarian ageocies
all returnees (para. 342).

Marshall Islands (9" session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)

IPs are mentioned neither in the documentation gtdxrio the WGUPR, nor in the UPR outcome.

Mauritania (9" session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)

IPs are not mentioned in tiNational Report [A/HRC/WG.6/9/MRT/1/Rev.1], th&ummary of stakeholders'
information [A/HRC/WG.6/9/MRT/3], and thedvanced questionso Mauritania.

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/9/MRT/2] reports (para. 78) the CERBezommendation
that the State take steps to preserve the Berbgudage [CERD/C/65/CQO/5, para. 22].

The WGUPR report [A/HRC/16/17 and Add.1] and théraft Report of the HRC 16" session
[A/JHRC/16/L.41 (Advance Unedited Version), para87&20] do not mention IPs.
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Mongolia (9" session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)
TheNational Report [A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/1] does not mention IPs.

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/2] reports the Tuva IPs' childrémited access to
education, according to the UN country team (p&f). The CERD acknowledges (para. 66) the 2005 Tuva
Language Study programme, but expresses conceiut & lack of practical measures to support mtgori
languages and calls on Mongolia to facilitate ethgioups' participation in elaborating bilingualuedtion
policies [CERD/C/MNG/CO/18, paras. 11, 21].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/3] AAKW/Itgel/MLGBTC/NAIDSF
state that the Dukha IPs do not participate ingyathaking and recommend that government bodiesdgrte
this (para. 44); state that ethnic minorities whldy under international standards as indigen@cgive no
special protection, and recommend that MongolidyrdtO Convention 169 (para. 62); underscore thekl of
special protection for the Dukha reindeer-herdiRg, Iwhose livelihood is threatened by aggressivgtimg
laws, and recommend that Mongolia award them rigiftprivileged use of natural resources (para. 64).
AAKWI/Itgel/MLGBTC/NAIDSF and HRCSCM/CGEM/ZFM/CFCM ecommend that Mongolia adopt land
tenure policies in consultation with IPs to enstiveir customary use of pasture land and naturaluress, in
view of threats to their traditional nomadic lif@st by extractive operations (para. 63).

None of theadvanced questionso Mongolia mentions IPs.

The WGUPR report [A/HRC/16/5] does not mention IPs. Among thecommendations that Mongolia
supports (para. 84), Slovenia recommends providdeguate protection to indigenous groups (113). Agrtbe
recommendations that Mongolia committed itself xaraine (para. 86), Hungary recommends mandating the
Constitutional Court to act upon violations of ctitasionally guaranteed individual rights, notattBs' land and
environmental rights (3).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 16" session[A/HRC/16/L.41 (Advance Unedited Version), pard69-430],

Mongolia rejects recommendation 86.3 as impractfiocalthe Constitutional Court (para. 415). FORUMASI
regret this, as the land and environmental rigtiténdigenous and herder communities do not receive

attention (para. 425).

Nicaragua (7" session of the WGUPR, 8 — 19 February 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/7/NIC/1] informs on constitutional regnition of IPs' and the Atlantic
Coast communities' rights (paras. 2, 6, 75). Coamgk with decisions of the Inter-American CourtHafman
Rights is highlighted through thAwas Tingnicase (para. 14). Nicaragua co-sponsored and sigmed
Declaration (para. 15). Nicaragua claims its Coutstin goes beyond the provisions of ILO Conventl®9; the
Government has legally recognized the land rigdmsl issued land titles to the indigenous commumitiethe
Caribbean Coast, so as to ensure their demarcgaras. 64, 76). An Atlantic Coast Development Secrat
was established to liaise between the AutonomougoRal Councils of the Caribbean Coast and theeStat
ministries (para. 77).

The Compilation of UN documents [A/HRC/WG.6/7/NIC/2] reports (paras. 6, 7) thaetiHuman Rights
Committee welcomes the introduction of a speciatprator for IPs [CCPR/C/NIC/CO/3, para. 8]. TheRIE
(para. 59) urges Nicaragua to speed up adoptigheofict concerning IPs of the Pacific, central aadthern
regions [CERD/C/NIC/CQ/14, para. 15]. The CERD &hdnan Rights Committee recommend (paras. 43, 65)
that Nicaragua ensure IPs' full participation inbl affairs and in elections with due regard foweit
conventions and customs [CERD/C/NIC/CO/14, para; BICPR/C/NIC/CO/3, para. 20]. The CERD
recommends (para. 64) that Nicaragua implement riBkt to use their languages in judicial procegdin
[CERDI/C/NIC/CO/14, para. 19]; the UN country teamphasizes that adjustment of ordinary and indigenou
justice systems should avert distortion of commaesitgovernance bodies (para. 39). The UN courgaynt
notes promotion of compliance, since 2007, with ldgislation on ownership of indigenous territoras the
Caribbean Coast (para. 63). The CESCR and HumahtfRigommittee (para. 60) recommend consultations
with IPs before granting concessions of the lantiere they live [E/C.12/NIC/CO/4, paras. 11 (a), (();
CCPR/C/NIC/COI/3, para. 21 (c)]. The CESCR, Humaghi®& Committee and CERD urge Nicaragua (para. 60)
to immediately delimit, demarcate and grant lanthAwas Tingnicommunity, and to prevent, halt and punish
unlawful activities by third parties in these lafj@$C.12/NIC/CO/4, para. 11 (d); CCPR/C/NIC/CO/3p. 21

(d); CERD/C/NIC/CO/14, paras. 21, 34]. A 2005 urgappeal by the SRIP and SR on racism underschats t
the failure to demarcate or grant title to commu@inds in compliance with the Inter-American Coaft
Human Rights' judgement, threatens the survivathefAwas Tingnicommunity (para. 62). The SRIP states
(para. 61) that he will continue to monitor thisiation [A/HRC/12/34, para. 21].
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As to the right to health and social services (paé®, 73), the UN country team underscores mogodilism
and lack of cultural sensitivity among staff asrhkeaes affecting indigenous women's access to hesleh
services; the Human Rights Committee recommendsagteeing such access to IPs [CCPR/C/NIC/CO/3,. para
21 (b)], while the CERD urges Nicaragua to provile with financial and institutional support foaditional
indigenous medicine, and (para. 54) to combat higtes of maternal mortality in the Atlantic Coast
[CERDI/C/NIC/CO/14, paras. 22, 23, 34]. The UN coytéam welcomes the establishment of the Auton@mou
Regional Education System, recognizing the rightRs on the Caribbean Coast to intercultural edocan
their own languages (para. 7). The CESCR, HumarhtRig€¢ommittee, CERD and CEDAW (para. 58)
recommend effective guarantees for IPs' right tacation, reduction of illiteracy, and ensuring meious
women's access to appropriate education [E/C.1200¢4, paras. 11 (a), 30; CCPR/C/NIC/CO/3, para(@1
CERD/C/NIC/CO/14, para. 24; CEDAW/C/NIC/CO/6, pa3a].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/7/NIC/3], CENIDH/OMCT/FIDH state that
Nicaragua has yet to ratify ILO Convention 169 dt); underscoring the 2005 order of the Inter-Acam
Court for Human Rights, they regret that despitestitutional recognition, Nicaragua continues tevent IPs'
organisations to participate in elections (pard. @®DENI note dramatically higher rates of matémartality,
infant mortality, and chronic malnutrition in thetldntic Coast Autonomous Regions, as well as vemyteéd
access to health services for children and adaksdpara. 43); and IPs' inadequate housing comditand
access to potable water (paras. 48, 49). CODENMI r&lsommend highest priority on educating childiretthe
Atlantic Coast (para. 53). PDDH-N note legislatireeognition of IPs' communal property regime in Atkantic
Coast since 2002, and the granting of land ownprghies to nine indigenous territories (para. 55).
CENIDH/OMCT/FIDH report that delimitation of all ¢hindigenous territories is completed, but if the
ownership title of the Mayangna IPsAfvas Tingnihas been awarded, other communities are stillinggithis
process also involves non-indigenous settlers ogongpland designated as indigenous (para. 56). CQOIDE
denounce that closing down the Special Ombudsn@ffise on Indigenous Rights in 2005 was a cleatation

of IPs' rights (para. 57).

Among theadvanced questiongo Nicaragua, Norway enquires on plans to ratifp IConvention 169. Sweden
enquires on measures to ensure indigenous peespral' rights to education, health services and.land

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/14/3], Nicaragua reiterates information oconstitutional recognition of IPs'
existence and rights (Bolivia acknowledges thipama. 43); its communal property law for IPs of ftéantic
Coast; the Atlantic Coast Development Secretaaatt the process of restoration of land rights tigenous
communities of the Atlantic Coast (paras. 24, 28)gyzstan appreciates the establishment of thensission
on IPs' rights (para. 47). Vietnam notes the legal judicial reforms and plans of action to prot&d' rights
(para. 52). Panama welcomes the establishmenspéeial procurator for IPs (para. 57). Sweden setierlPs'
discrimination as to education, health services;telal participation and land rights (para. 7%pdbrael, para.
70). India acknowledges the recognition of IPdhtip education in their own languages (para. Bidaragua
emphasizes training activities that include indim&n populations, on gender equality, violence préee and
citizen participation (para. 60).

Among therecommendationsthat Nicaragua supports and considers as impladgparas. 90, 91), Malaysia
recommends continuing to protect human rights @ Garibbean Coast (47; also Sweden (65) emphasizing
rights to education, health care, and land). Ism@glommends ensuring full participation of indigeso
communities in public affairs (64). Among the recoendations that Nicaragua commits itself to exan(jirzea.

92), Norway and Chile recommend ratification of [lnvention 169 (4). Finland recommends revising th
electoral law for autonomous regions, to involMeciizens in decision making (35).

In the Draft Report of the HRC 14" sessioA/HRC/14/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), para87274],
Nicaragua informs it ratified ILO Convention 16%(p. 242; Bolivia and PDDH-N welcome this, para0,2
267) and, responding to Finland's recommendatioyyes that IPs’ rights are already legally recogajzand
even constitutionally recognized for communitiesng on the Atlantic Coast (para. 253).

Panama (9" session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/9/PAN/1/Rev.1] presents Panama’s tositnal framework related to IPs
(paras. 32-34). IPs enjoy free access to publittheae services (para. 65). Paragraphs 104 todefail the
articulation between the indigenous justice systeiministered by IPs' traditional authorities, and trdinary
justice system, including provision of interpretatiservices in indigenous languages and of altemalispute
settlement methods; underscore Panama's terriyoriwlimited areas for the exclusive use of IPse(th
comarca$, and legislation protecting and awarding collesttitles to the lands of IPs who are outside the
comarcasand informs on intercultural bilingual educatiprogrammes in indigenous communities, focusing on
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mother-tongue literacy. Paragraph 129 highlights ¢hallenge of addressing increased disparity avebrpy
levels affecting IPs.

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/9/PAN/2] report (para. 2) the CERDalldor Panama to
ratify ILO Convention 169, and to gather (para. @éhsus information on IPs [CERD/C/PAN/CO/15-20aga

7, 10, 22]. The CRC draws attention (para. 43) &wriers to birth registration for indigenous chddr
[CRC/C/15/Add.233, para. 29]. The 2006 UN Developmassistance Framework (UNDAF) warns that IPs'
poverty, ongoing food insecurity and exclusion among the most pressing problems (para. 55). THROCE
expresses concern (paras. 26, 46) at IPs' diffésulh exercising their rights and the discrimioatthey face;
consultations must be organized with them to drgwdevelopment plans and special measures for their
enjoyment of social and economic rights, and Panaust step up measures to ensure the safety afeindus
leaders and communities [CERD/C/PAN/CO/15-20, pakas20]. The ILO Committee of Experts emphasizes
serious disadvantages faced by indigenous womeatéessing income-generating activities, given thmir
level of education (para. 52). The CEDAW emphasigegas. 58, 64) high rates of illiteracy and madér
mortality among rural indigenous women (also UNDAfara. 57), as appropriate medical care is lacking
[CEDAW/C/PAN/CO/7, paras. 34, 42]. The CERD notegshwoncern (para. 61) the levels of HIV/AIDS
infection among Kuna people and IPs' limited accéss sexual and reproductive health services
[CERD/C/PAN/CO/15-20, para. 19]. The CRC expressegern and makes recommendations (paras. 65, 66)
about identity preservation of indigenous childras, bilingual education remains a challenge ingedous
areas [CRC/C/15/Add.233, paras. 52, 63, 64]. Then&tu Rights Committee expresses concern (para.t68) a
shortcomings in health and education servicesridigenous communities and non-recognition of thecip
status of those outsideomarcas[CCPR/C/PAN/CO/3, para. 21]. The CERD takes nqards. 8, 67) of
legislative provisions for land ownership by indigels communities outsideomarcasand recommends
ensuring that all IPs secure&amarca CERD/C/PAN/CO/15-20, paras. 8, 12]. As to corsstidin (paras. 69-71),
the CERD (also UN country team) notes with condbat consultations on extraction or tourism praetave
often been left in the hands of the private firansg recommends that Panama institute appropriatsuttations
mechanisms with communities potentially affectedshgh projects so as to obtain their free prior iafmmed
consent, and provide effective redress, compensatand relocation for persons facing displacement
[CERD/C/PAN/CQO/15-20, paras. 14, 15]. After a visit2009, the SRIP issued a report (paras. 72pn3he
human rights situation of communities affected by Chan 75 hydroelectric project, pointing to taekl of
proper consultation before the Government authdrite project [A/HRC/12/34/Add.5, para. 60]. Panama
replied denying human rights violations and laclpnér consultation. The CERD urged Panama to @agfal
attention to the statements and decisions of rediand international bodies, including the IACHR
[CERD/C/PAN/CO/15-20, paras. 11, 16, 20].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/9/PAN/3], COPODEHUPA/CEASPA/CEMP
recommend that Panama ratify ILO Convention 169a(p4); so do ASAMCHI/AIDA/CEASPA, also pointing
out that the National Assembly has repealed thg aws providing for prior consultations on develomt
projects that affect IPs’ traditional lands (paras53). CCSP state that absence of a policy orat@sfailure to
respect their rights are eroding their culture, lithey suffer from extreme poverty, illiteracy, danacial
discrimination (paras. 11, 17). UOCLIHRC draw ati@m to the hardship that indigenous detaineesesiiffthe
prison system (para. 23), while ACPJ emphasize ddekticulation between the ordinary and indigenjustice
systems in theomarcag(para. 30). AMUPA emphasize obstacles to indigen@amen'’s access to land, credit,
technology and social security coverage (para. @9PODEHUPA/CEASPA/CEMP and AMUPA mention the
alarming level of maternal mortality among indiggeowomen (para. 46; also UOCLIHRC, para. 43).
COPODEHUPA/CEASPA/CEMP and IIMA/VIDES underscore ttlisparities facing IPs in living standards,
poverty and access to basic social services (pdfal5). UOCLIHRC draw attention to IPs' worsenieglth
situation, lack of access to culturally sensitiealthcare services, and the particular vulnergbilitindigenous
children (paras. 43, 45), as well as their inadezjaacess to intercultural bilingual education g9, 50). CS
highlight that in spite of strong protection offdrey the system afomarcasthe Government fails to effectively
protect IPs, in particular when national developt@ d exploitation of natural resources are atesfahkra. 52).
Consequently, UOCLIHRC underscore inadequate faodlyction and environmental degradation; numerous
cases of forced eviction without compensation; Badama's failure to grant territories to some [Rsg. 55).
ASAMCHI/AIDA/ICEASPA recommend that Panama adopt teeommendations of the SRIP, CERD and
IACHR (para. 54), and incorporate the Declaratimn domestic law (para. 53).

Among advanced questiondo Panama, the Czech Republic enquires on congbataternal mortality among
indigenous women. Referring to the report by théPSéh the Chan 75 hydroelectric project, Germamyuéaes
on better protecting the human rights of IPs affddiy large industrial or mining projects, while tNetherlands
enquires on guaranteeing the territorial integritly traditional indigenous lands. Norway enquireowb
ratification of ILO Convention 169, and about fuethefforts to ensure IPs' rights to land, consigitateducation
and health services.
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In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/16/6], Panama underscores legislation recgg IPs' cultural heritage, and
the recommendation by a governmental ad-hoc comenitd ratify ILO Convention 169 (paras. 20, 72).
Following the CERD's concern, France enquires otegting the security of indigenous communitiesgpa?).
Germany asks about plans for bilingual and cultedhlcation for indigenous children (para. 31). @hstates
that IPs' human rights need to be further guaranted emphasizes addressing poverty among IPsresuing
their right to education (para. 33; also Guatenyadaa. 42). Brazil asks about policy and legal auork for the
promotion of IPs' rights (para. 35; also Hunga®atap 32). The UK emphasizes the high incidenceogégy in
indigenous communities (para. 37). Italy asks alparticipation of indigenous communities in the oy
(para. 38). Argentina asks about guaranteeing émtigs communities’ economic, social and culturgthts
(para. 48). Peru welcomes IPs' free access tohoaadt (para. 55). Ecuador emphasizes recognitiolP &if
judicial system and right to their territories (@ab7; also Trinidad and Tobago, para. 58). Trithidad Tobago
encourages Panama to protect IPs' cultural ide(digo China, para. 33) and traditional knowledgstesns
(para. 58). In responding, Panama underscores itatisns on mining and hydroelectric projects with
indigenous communities in the Ngobe Bugle areaa(pé4); informs about specific education and health
indicators and programmes for the Kuna Yala, Emizerd Ngobe Bugle regions (para. 45); and underscore
several national forums addressing indigenous ss§uera. 65).

Among therecommendationsthat Panama supports (para. 68), Chile recommenwsidering ratification of
ILO Convention 169 (4). Norway recommends IPs' ipgmdtion in the implementation of UPR
recommendations (10). Brazil recommends particatt@ntion towards IPs in combating human rightsations
(26). Mexico, Nigeria and Haiti recommend guaraimgéirth registration for indigenous children (28, 29).
Peru recommends increasing efforts in promoting Enomic, social and cultural rights (31). Spain
recommends making indigenous policies a crossagutpillar for all government policies (35). Uruguay
recommends fully implementing existing standardgrding IPs' education (36). Among the recommendati
that Panama considers as being implemented (p&ja.ABgentina recommends eliminating discrimination
against IPs (8). The Netherlands recommends addgesbe root causes of child labour in indigenous
communities (15). Norway recommends implementing Ereclaration, including recognition of IPs' right
land and natural resources (31); and conductiray gonsultations with indigenous communities, agiied by
international standards, in relation to all devetents that might affect them (32; also the UK, 3%nong
recommendations that Panama committed itself tonee (para. 70), Brazil, Norway and Ecuador recomuine
ratifying ILO Convention 169 (7, 8).

In its response [A/HRC/16/6/Add.1], Panama provides comments owmepted recommendations that it
considers as already being implemented, referningarticular to the development of a national gtaiecombat
discrimination, including against IPs; to effortsreintegrate indigenous children in the educatisgatem; to
legislation creating the various indigenoosmarcasand allowing for the titling of lands of indigermu
communities outsideomarcasandto legal provisions on consultation with and congagion of IPs regarding
the use of their resources. Regarding recommendafi0.7 and 70.8, Panama informs that a bill fofication

of ILO Convention 169 will soon be submitted to [Rament.

In the Draft Report of the HRC 16" session[A/HRC/16/L.41 (Advance Unedited Version), pard81-458],

Panama reiterates information about ratificatiohL&@ Convention 169 (para. 438), and underscorgislition

recognizing IPs' right to land, the realizationcohsultations, and efforts to build dialogue wikslon mining
activities (para. 444). Uruguay welcomes informatim efforts made to reintegrate indigenous childn¢o the

educational system (para. 451). VIDES note thatdheent educational system neither provides hilaig
education for IPs nor recognizes the value of iedas culture, and recommend that, in order toemsdihis,
Panama provide adequate remuneration and trainimgdichers (para. 455).

Sweden (§' session of the WGUPR, 4 — 14 May 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/8/SWE/1] notes persistent discrimioatiagainst Saami people as one
obstacle to full realization of human rights (p&84). Sweden's reformed policy on national minesitincluding
the Saami, aims to improve their situation withamebhto language revitalisation, participation inciden-
making, and health care (paras. 75-78). Swedenmsrédeits apology for the discrimination and astion
policies imposed upon the Saami IPs (para. 79)PHriament recognized the Saami as the countmjysiBs in
1977, and in December 2009 the Government propesplicit constitutional recognition of the Saamafga.
80). The Saami Parliament is an elected body ofShemi people in Sweden, and the central admitiistra
agency for reindeer husbandry (para. 81). Followiagsh criticism, the Government is further consglwith
the Saami a bill on Swedish Saami Policy that asklfend and resources issues, and consultatiorgses
(para. 82). Sweden says it needs to clarify albllegpnsequences before considering ratificationl L&)
Convention 169 (para. 83); refers to local unressleonflicts between reindeer owners and land osv(gara.
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84); and to the review of an agreement with Norwaypastures of reindeer-herding communities (pa5a.
Protection of the rights of Saami persons is anmwgden's human rights priorities (para. 116).

The Compilation of UN documents[A/HRC/WG.6/8/SWE/2] reports (para. 4) that the RIE and CESCR
encourage Sweden to adopt a Nordic Saami Convento to ratify ILO Convention 169
[CERD/C/SWE/CO/18, para. 21; E/C.12/SWE/CO/5, paf. The CERD and CEDAW express concern and
make recommendations (paras. 27, 67) about congnuidiscrimination against the Saami
[CERD/C/SWE/CO/18, para. 22; CEDAW/C/SWE/CO/7, pai28, 39]. Regarding Saami land disputes (paras.
67, 68, 81), the Human Rights Committee remaingeored about limits to the Saami Parliament's gipettion

in decision making on issues affecting the Saamd, @out limited progress in respecting Saami sigitd in
studying their application; the Committee recomnsetitht Sweden grant adequate legal aid to Saalajed in
court disputes concerning land and grazing rigbteyide for a flexible burden of proof, and consid¢her
means of settling land disputes [CCPR/C/SWE/COéap 20, 21] — so does the CERD, also recommending
that Sweden further study methods by which Saand End resource rights could be established, taikity
account the Saami oral tradition [CERD/C/SWE/COfi#&as. 19, 20, 28]. Sweden's response notes tiadia
principle of its legal system is that the claimaot a certain right also had the burden of proof
[CERD/C/SWE/CO/18/Add.1, paras. 30, 31]. In 2008 tSRIP draws attention (para. 69) to effects of a
proposed relocation of mining operations on trad#i activities of Saami communities, and to thedequate
circumstances of the consultation initiated by &avernment in this case [A/HRC/12/34/Add.1, paiz@9-
403].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/8/SWE/3], UNA-Sweden and SC recommend
that Sweden ratify ILO Convention 169, and implettbe Declaration in full cooperation with the Sadpara.

1). STP report that Sweden officially recognizecirBaas a minority language in 2000, with provisidos
bilingual education and for the use of Saami inliguadministration; however, implementation is lied by
lack of officials proficient in Saami and, as urstmred by CoE-ACFC, by a limited offer of bilingweaducation
and shortage of teachers (para. 35). Regardingrights (paras. 36-38), UNA-Sweden note that then8dPs

do not have constitutional protection and theidlamd resource rights are systematically violatédcreased
resource exploitation leading to more conflicts;e8@n must transfer administration of land use and Fights

in the reindeer husbandry area to the Saami Patigrand ensure that Saami communities are invaeglier

in decision making. STP report on various miningj@cts affecting Saami IPs. SC recommend that Swede
allow its Boundary Delimitation Committee to denwtec the Saami people’s traditional land it has tified,
and legally recognize them; reverse the burdenredfpin Saami land rights cases, and provide Sasarties
with legal aid; introduce legislation that effeaiy protects the Saami people’s possibility to gurdgusly
preserve its traditional livelihoods in competitiomith industrial activities, and implement the CERD
concluding observations regarding the Saami pespight to land.

Among theadvanced questionsto Sweden, Denmark enquires on the Saami peoptdiscal rights (also
Norway on civil rights) and access to local natuedources. The UK enquires on promotion of thatsigf
Saami persons, and on the proposed Swedish SalnTiHa Netherlands enquires on governmental itiées
vis-a-vis Saami communities.

In the WGUPR report [A/HRC/15/11], Sweden reiterates information onagnition of the Saami IPs, on the
Saami Parliament and on ratification of ILO Convemtl69 (paras. 7, 19). Greece notes systematiatida of
Saami rights, namely to their traditional lands awadural resources (para. 26) ; China asks aboasunes to
address this (para. 84). Canada underscores canarthgood practices it shares with Sweden (p&a.llan
notes persistent discrimination against the Sagrara( 37; also Turkey, para. 70; Austria, para. thé;
Netherlands, para. 80; Cuba for Saami childrena.p4B). New Zealand enquires on resolution of Sdand
issues (para. 45). Bolivia expresses concern aBaami participation in political decisions affectithem,
especially on land issues; and enquires on exgtni of indigenous lands to install windmills (pa#7).
South Africa asks about addressing discriminatigairesst the Saami (para. 50; also Germany, paraNgftyvay
notes slow progress with regard to the Saami pe@mdea. 78). Burkina Faso welcomes development of
programmes for indigenous communities (para. 8®ed&n responds that the Saami Parliament partispat
monitoring its new strategy on minorities (para);&hd reiterates information on amending its Giturtgdn to
explicitly recognise the Saami IPs, and on the S$d@amliament's increased responsibilities aboutdeér
herding (paras. 59, 93).

Among therecommendationsthat Sweden supports (para. 95), Norway recommeadwpleting clarification
on consequences of ILO Convention 169 ratificaiod considering this ratification (1, 2). Greeceoramends
constitutional recognition of the Saami people (Bhlivia recommends incorporating international mer
protecting indigenous children into domestic legfisin (6). Canada recommends pursuing efforts tdsvar
improved dialogue and consultation with the Saami molicy and legislation development (68). Iran
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recommends effective implementation of the Declanain full cooperation with the Saami people (6Sputh
Africa recommends ensuring Saami people's rights access to land, cultural life and basic services
education, employment and health (70). Austria mmoends studying methods to establish Saami land and
resource rights based on their culture (71); ansbmémg that Saami communities can participate algtivn
consultations relating to their resources (72). Negherlands recommends further combating discatron
against Saami (also Russian Federation, 44) antkgtieg their economic, social and cultural riglhs
consultation with them (73). Among the recommernateithat Sweden committed itself to examine (P26,
Greece recommends transferring the administratfothedir land-user rights and land use to the Sagaeoiple
(36). Bolivia recommends ratifying ILO Conventio9(6); including representatives of the Saami peopall
decision making concerning them (37); and providsagport to the Saami people to enable them usigal |
resources to defend their rights (38).

In its response[A/HRC/15/11/Add.1], Sweden rejects the above necendations in paragraph 96, arguing that
the Government must maintain a balance betweerdhgeting interests of all individuals living inetlsame
areas as the Saami and clarify all relevant legslias before considering ratification of ILO Cortieam
reporting on a parliamentary process to increasdrtfiuence of the Saami Parliament; reiteratinfgrimation

on negotiations and dialogue regarding the SweSladmi Policy bill, which includes the issues of sudtation
and involvement of the Saami in decision-makingcpeses that affect them; and underscoring intemeiti
jurisprudence that states that Saami villages Hoeded reasonable opportunity to present theiesdsefore
national courts.

In the Draft Report of the HRC 15" session[A/HRC/15/L.10 (Advance Unedited Version), pardg1-499],
Sweden underscores that Saami persons must eg®athe respect for their human rights as all gikesons,
and reiterates information on their constitutiorgognition (para. 482). ICSA/IPNC/ICHR stress tifiat Saami
people must be consulted on ratification and appta by Sweden of ILO Convention 169, and on redomn

of their land and territory rights (para. 493). Et#fterate the importance of the UPR for the humgints of the
Saami people, who are looking forward to implemgoitaof the Declaration, the legal clarificatiorgegding
ILO Convention 169 ratification, the Nordic Saanmar®@ention, and would welcome a national human sight
institution (para. 495).

United States of America (9 session of the WGUPR, 1 — 12 November 2010)

The National Report [A/HRC/WG.6/9/USA/1], to illustrate protection dfeedom of religion, mentions a case
related to a Native American student (para. 20ptinas Native Americans in the process leadingriversal
enfranchisement (para. 24); and refers to inedeslifaced by Native Americans with regard to teytia
education (para. 31). The report refers to theustaf the 564 federally recognized Indian tribed dre basis of
the Federal Government's relationship with thembat self-governance over internal and local affai as well

as to past wrongs and current challenges (para. 138 need for regular and meaningful consultatigtn
Native American tribal leaders is emphasized (p88). Measures to address violence against women an
children on tribal lands include a reform to in@egrosecution and cultural sensitivity of proseuand law
enforcement officers; a tribal council to providaegoing advice on issues critical to tribal commiasit
empowerment of tribal governments to prosecute pumgish criminals, prevent domestic violence and sex
crimes, and combat drug and alcohol abuse (pa@agl1d. The Department of Education assists sctistilicts

in offering educational opportunities to Native Amcans (para. 47); and the 2010 Affordable Care witit
reduce disparities and discrimination faced by WegtiAmericans in access to healthcare (para. 18.USA
recalls its April 2010 announcement on a reviewposition on the Declaration (para. 42).

The Compilation of UN documents [A/HRC/WG.6/9/USA/2] reports the CERD's concernsida
recommendations (para. 40) about the incidenceexidiad violence experienced by Native American women
[CERD/C/USAICOI/6, para. 26]. The CERD also recomdse(para. 64) that the State recognize the right of
Native Americans to participate in the making oftidmns affecting them, and consult with them befor
implementing any activity in their lands, and thia¢ Declaration be used as a guide to interprevaglt State
obligations under the ICERD [CERD/C/USA/CQO/6, pata].

In the Summary of stakeholders' information [A/HRC/WG.6/9/USA/3], FPHRC, USHRN and EDM (also
NIYC, IPLPP-UA/WSDP/HRRF/FPHRC) recommend endording Declaration without qualification and, in
partnership with IPs, fully implementing it and mgiit as a guide to interpret legally binding ohtigns vis-a-
vis IPs (para. 3). Al indicate that full enjoymesfthuman rights of those under US jurisdiction ffeeted by
indigenous status (para. 26). IPLPP-UA/WSDP/HRRHRE indicate that IPs continue to be subjected to
widespread discrimination (para. 28; also USHRMKg tUS courts provide little protection to IPs' ttaahal
religious practices (para.53); and most indigenoammunities suffer grave economic and social degion
(para. 59; also USHRN). Al emphasize and make recemdations on wide disparities in access to heath
based on indigenous status (para. 61). Nation @failia(also IPNC/KF) recommend securing IPs' rightsder
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the ICCPR, while FPHRC (also NN, NNHRC, NIYC, USHRhbte that, as a Member of the HRC, the USA
should set a positive example in upholding IPs' &mimights (para. 69). NN and NNHRC (also NIYC) shag
USA continues to deprive IPs of their right to dqu@tection under law (para. 70). IITC (also IPKE/ SIPC,
USHRN, NNHRC, STP, EDM) recommend questioning th®AUabout: compliance with the CERD's and
IACHR's decisions regarding the Western Shoshoestrdlction, desecration, and denial of accessdigémous
sacred areas; failure to consult with IPs and abtair free, prior and informed consent regardimafters that
directly affect their interests; unilateral terntioa of treaties with IPs; and failure to addregsations of these
treaties (para. 71). SIPC (also USHRN, NNHRC, EDid)e that in disregard of constitutional provisiotise
USA does not negotiate with IPs (para. 72). STPhasige the struggle of the Havasupai and Hualajtesst
against mining and their concern at the risk ofigactive pollution (para. 73). AIRRO make refererioethe
impact of banishment of Indians from their tribpar@a. 74). TCANC (also DHCA, HD) indicate that e still
devastated by the culture and traditions forcibiigiuiced to them (para. 75). DHCA recommend prohigiti
forced relocation of IPs in the Americas (para.. 8B).PP-UA/WSDP/HRRF/FPHRC note US disregard of the
recommendations of human rights bodies regardisgrights (para. 97).

Among theadvanced questiondo the USA, Germany enquires on follow-up of tHeRD's recommendations
on IPs' right to participate in decision makings@aBolivia), and on using the Declaration to intetpbligations
under the ICERD. Bolivia enquires on guaranteeixigaetive industries' respect for indigenous anmed$inds.
Japan enquires on abolishing disparities faced ativBl Americans in employment, housing, educatemd
health care. Norway enquires about endorsemefhieobeclaration and ratification of ILO Conventio®91 and
whether a national human rights institution wouddphadvance indigenous issues.

In theWGUPR report [A/HRC/16/11], China expresses concern at the hmgldence of poverty among Native
Americans (para. 21). Libya expresses concerrzeati¢nial of IPs' rights (para. 39). Australia wehes efforts
to address the gap between Native and other Ammevi@ara. 42). Finland enquires on the review ef 1
position on the Declaration (para. 60; also Holg,Sgara. 68). Responding to questions on indigerssuges
(paras. 56-58), the USA notes the many challengesdfby Native Americans and the laws and prograsrset
in place regarding tribal self-determination, heaéare reform, settlement of certain claims, arhioal justice
issues, while highlighting recent efforts to in@eaonsultation with tribal leaders, namely on & position
on the Declaration.

Among the recommendations (para. 92), Venezuela recommends ratifying withoegervations several
conventions and protocols, including the Declara(ib). Bolivia recommends implementing concrete soeas
consistent with the ICCPR to ensure IPs' partiggpatn making the decisions affecting them (83l&ind
recommends formulating policy guidelines for therotion of IPs' rights in cooperation with IPs (86uba
recommends ending the unjust incarceration of ipaliprisoners, including Leonard Peltier (154)d amding
the violation of IPs' rights (199). Iran recommemgranteeing the rights of indigenous Americans, fally
implementing the Declaration (200). Bolivia reconmug recognizing the Declaration without reservatjand
implementing it at all levels (201). Libya and Niagua recommend implementation of the Declaratkiy2 (
206). Finland and New Zealand recommend pursuiegféthward movement on the Declaration (203, 205).
Ghana recommends using the Declaration as a guiitderpret the State obligations relating to 1B&4).

In its response[A/HRC/16/11/Add.1], the USA states (paras. 10-29) that it cannot support the “without
reservations” part in recommendation 1; supportsmemendation 85; supports recommendations 83, ZIR),
203, 205, and 206, as well as the second paricoimemendation 201, consistent with the “Announcenoé S
Support for the UN Declaration on the Rights ofighous Peoples”. The USA supports only the pragpose
objective in recommendation 199 and does not suppoommendations 154 and 204.

In the Draft Report of the HRC 16" session[A/HRC/16/L.41 (Advance Unedited Version), par@g1-756],

the USA commits itself to working with tribal leadeto address recommendations on consultation .(Fa&).
Bolivia acknowledges US recognition of the Declamat (para. 743). ICSA/IPNC/KF/ICHR emphasize
violations of the US Constitution and internationdligations with regard to self-determination dagka and
Hawaii, and regret that the USA rejects recommeaddt54 on the unjust incarceration of politicaispners,
while accepting another recommendation on the pitéae of racial bias in the criminal justice systépara.
747). EIP underscore the high percentage of Natin®ricans among prison population, and the inhumane
conditions of some of them in special prisons (p@d8). IMADR express concern at high prevalencpaerty
among Amerindian populations and their over-reprg®n in the prison population (para. 749).
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3. HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL

18" session, Geneva, 12 — 30 September 2011

During the 18 session of the Human Rights Council, the repoftthe Special Rapporteur on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples and the Expert Mesnamn the Rights of Indigenous Peoples were
discussed during a clustered interactive dialogue September 20, 2011. On this same day, the
afternoon meeting was dedicated to a panel dismussi indigenous peoples' languages and cultures,
which was an indirect result to a proposal by thedft Mechanism in 2010, and provided an
opportunity to discuss its first two studies, odigenous peoples' right to education, and to ppdie

in decision making. On September 29, the HumantRiGlouncil adopted without a vote its resolution
18/8 on human rights and indigenous peoples.

Interactive dialogue on indigenous people%

James Anaya Special Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous pedps (SRIP), underscores a need for
reforms at domestic and international levels tolappe Declaration and other international instrumse which
remains an outstanding challenge (a@BA, FINLAND , RADDHO, ICSA). He welcomes the support to the
Declaration by Canada and the USA (which undersctiig); and has assisted several States in dengltgwvs

or policies to advance IPs' rights (alRBBrRU). The report on th&aamipeople examines their situation in their
traditional territory across Norway, Sweden anddfid (SC welcomes this as a good practice that could serve
elsewhere), paying particular attention to seled®ination; rights to lands, territories and resesr and efforts
to revitalize Saami languages and establish culjuspropriate education. The report on taori people
acknowledges the process for settling IPs' histbridaims under the Treaty of Waitangi, while isgpi
recommendations to address its shortcomitNisBM ZEALAND acknowledges this). The report on the Republic
of Congo underscores challenges in the implememtatf the new Law on the Promotion and Protectibthe
Rights of Indigenous Peoples. The report on Neve@alia, France, notes that tkanak people continue to
face challenges to develop their cultural ident@gcure their customary land and resource righd, fally
participate in political processes. The SRIP higits some communications on cases of alleged huiphts
violations, namely the unrecogniz&tbdouin villages in the Negev desert, Israel; native cusixy rights in
Sarawak, Malaysia; mining concessions in a regmerexl to theHuichol people, in Mexico. The SRIP is
currently studying the theme of natural resourcdsaetion on or near indigenous lands. He undeesctine
need to establish a common ground of understaratimgng IPs, governmental actors, business entespaise
other relevant actors (alsMEXiICO, VENEZUELA, PERU, GERMANY, Human Rights Ombudsman of
Guatemald). He will collaborate with other human rights mantsms in formulating, by 2013, concrete
recommendations based on human rights standardssist stakeholders in facing difficulties arisfrgm such
operations AUSTRALIA , NORWAY, FINLAND , GERMANY , PERU, CHILE , DENMARK , and theEU acknowledge
this; FL call for a compliance mechanism).

Vital Bambanze, Chairperson of the Expert Mechanism on the Rights Indigenous People EMRIP),
says the final study on IPs and the right to pgdie in decision making [A/HRC/18/42] complemetfts 2010
progress report [A/HRC/EMRIP/2010/2]. The progresgsort establishes that the right to participatdéision
making is based on universally accepted humangigkaties, ILO Convention 169 and the Declaraaso
ICE). IPs' right to participate in decision makingaigomponent of their right to self-determinatior ari the
States' obligation to seek their free prior andrimfed consent.The final study focuses on good practices at
different levels of decision making, which will hefplly provide States with practical guidance (also
GUATEMALA , PARAGUAY, VENEZUELA, NORWAY, FINLAND , CANADA, ICE). However, the final study does
not reflect that many IPs have been excluded frantiggpation in decision making; the EMRIP was abte to
verify all information received about good practicencluding that they are indeed uncontroversigbpd. The
EMRIP also approved its Advice n° 2 on IPs andRight to Participate in Decision Making (tB®) welcomes
this), seeking to provide authoritative jurisprutigninterpretation, and specific guidance regagdiree prior
and informed consent (algBHILE emphasizing consultation). The EMRIP proposes thatHuman Rights
Council (HRC) request the EMRIP to continue its kvon the right to participate in decision makingthwa
focus on extractive industries, and undertake caipe work with the SRIP and the Working Groupharmman
rights and transnational corporations. This reflébhe suggestions made to the EMRIP during itsfiosgssion.

2 This summary is based on written statements ptedeon the floor and compiled by doCip, as welbaghe
corresponding UN press releases.

3 See also in Update 96 discussion of the progegsst during the third session of the EMRIP.
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The Board of Trustees of the UN Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Populationsecalls the broadening of its
mandate to sessions of the HRC and human rightdytigodies, which will ensure that IPs' human sght
concerns are channelled in the appropriate bodidshelp focus the PF and EMRIP on their mandatés. T
Board calls for further contributions in the comipgar. A 70 per cent drop in contributions over plast four
years presents an extraordinary challenge for thelFestablished to make sure that IPs' voice aschat the
international level (alsB.USTRALIA).

Recalling that indigenous children everywhere faglaring disparities and a wide gap between legal
commitments and the realization of their rigd®ICEF would welcome guidance by the SRIP in its worlkd an
emphasizes the new UN Indigenous People’s Pariipe(siNIPP), an important opportunity to integratesi
rights in programming at country level (alSLAND ).

South and Central America

GUATEMALA , as a concerned country, acknowledges IPs' situats critical for all its development efforts,
hence the need for their direct participation irisien making that affects them. The Governmenpared
legislation on consultation, with the assistancelldd and the SRIP, but the process was interruptdt:
Government is committed to engage in all forms iafadjue, namely on better addressing indigenougesat
local level. Commenting on the EMRIP's study, Goetka finds very useful the presentation of the y&team
contribution, international jurisprudence, and gdowards compliance with the Declaration. Guatkandraws
attention to its indigenous parliaments, which espnt instances of political articulation.

The Human Rights Ombudsman of Guatemalaagrees that Guatemala is facing high pressurelation to
extractive activities in IPs' territories, with ®ers impacts on their rights. He emphasizes thePSRI
recommendations on the need to develop a formahamsm on consultation of IPs, to review the legish on
extractive activities, to overhaul environmentahnstards to allow IPs to participate in impact assent
studies, and for corporations to establish permagiaiogue and complaints mechanisms, under thersigion
of relevant state agencies, and avoid human rightktions. The international community should assi
Guatemala in implementing the SRIP's recommendstiespecially those related to dialogue and coatsutis
on integrating IPs' human rights in national depeient.

CosTA RICA, as a concerned country, emphasizes its jurispagleoncerning IPs' rights and protection of
indigenous territories. Concerning the El Diquisdifoelectric project, the Government and the eleityri
company have decided to rectify the consultatiamcess in conformity with ILO Convention 169, basedthe
SRIP's proposal, which urges to facilitate consialitawithout imposing it on IPs, allowing them teaide on
the modalities of representation, and having difating independent expert team to ensure sudiégrnasults.

The UN has important work to do in remedying thecdminatory and greedy treatment that IPs haveddor
over five centuries an@uBA will continue to support IPs' just claims.

MEXico informs on its draft law on IPs' consultation,engively consulted with IPs. Proposals and refiesti
by the EMRIP will certainly strengthen elaboratiohthis legislation. Mexico also acknowledges tHeIFSs
annual report, and welcomes the information regardases of consultation of IPs with regard togitzating of
mining concessions.

PANAMA recalls recent protests by IPs against its miféggslation, which the National Assembly repealéidra
a few weeks. Its strategic development plan wasoetded with the participation of IPs' leaders fowlises on
education, health and poverty. Land ownership latigm and IPs' land rights outside indigenousittaiies are
being reinforced. Thilaso Teribeand theNgtdbe BuglelPs recently elected their traditional authorities
VENEZUELA informs on its progress in demarcating IPs' landd habitats. Development projects in their
territories are subjected to consultation process®eas to guarantee their social, cultural ansh@aeic integrity.
CoLomBIA acknowledges challenges in implementing its adedrlegislation on IPs' rights. Efforts in this
regard prioritize the recognition of IPs' terriesj security and protection of indigenous commesitiPs' access
to health services; protecting indigenous languaayes implementing educational programmes. Colonibia
developing a regulation on IPs' prior consultation.

ECUADOR has taken strict measures with regard to extracotivities, making possible a major control oter
natural resources and the benefit arising fronr theploitation, which also benefits to indigenowsmmunities
located in areas of extraction activities. A specproposal, the “Yasuni ITT” initiative, aims awva@ding
environmental and social harms from oil extractiondigenous communities, including communitiesnig in
isolation.

PERU says the SRIP's report on the effects of extraaiperations on IPs' human rights shows a new awsse
of negative impacts of extractive activities (al#®UGUAY). Extractive activities can positively contributethe
development of IPs, who have the right to freerpaiad informed consultation, and should receivesfitnfrom
extractive activities in their territories, whilajeying full respect for their culture.

BoLIVIA recognizes the important efforts by the SRIP & phomotion of the Declaration, and recommends his
participation in the 2014 World Conference on Imatigus Peoples. Bolivia provides information ondtreation
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of a development fund for indigenous and farmingnownities, and on IPs' participation in the Bolivia
Parliament through customarily elected represemsti

CHILE acknowledges that work by the SRIP and EMRIP sttppeational efforts to strengthen IPs' rights.
Regarding the SRIP's report on communications (AZHR/35/Add.1), Chile says that, about the situatid
the Mapuche hunger strikers, various legislative reforms hadapded the anti-terrorism legislation, and that
there is now a situation of normalcy which provigasopportunity to engage in dialogue with tapa Nui
people.

The Constitution o0BRAZIL recognizes IPs' permanent possession of the lendhave traditionally occupied
and exclusive enjoyment of land and water resouticesein. Extractive operations can only take plei
authorization of the national congress, after meprthe affected communities. Consultation, which is
constitutionally guaranteed, aims at allowing aféelcpopulations to influence decision making: IReud
therefore receive timely and objective informatsemsible to their cultural context. A number ofrastructure
projects have been altered after consultation affbcted indigenous communities, including the Bilonte
Hydroelectric Plant.

URUGUAY emphasizes that a common normative framework basddiman rights and institutional safeguards
is necessary in the extraction of natural resoufals®FINLAND , DENMARK ). This can be achieved through the
establishment of concrete principles that assigiraén complying with international norms on IFghts (also
DENMARK , National Congress of Australia’s First Peoples Continued dialogue among stakeholders,
including IPs, governments and companies, will bacial in this regard (alsSdPARAGUAY, RUSSIAN
FEDERATION).

PARAGUAY suggests that the SRIP further promote Statesl goactices.

The Peruvian Ombudsman Officepresented a bill on IPs' right to consultatior2@98, opening a wide debate;
a further proposal was tabled after consultatiothwPs (James Anayaacknowledges this as a positive
example). The bill was approved by Parliament ineJ2010, but the Government suspended the process,
causing much anger among IPs. Under the new Gowtithe Act on the Right to Consultation was final
promulgated in September 2011; it represents am#é@stone in the relations between the State asddRo
PERU), and the Ombudsman Office will monitor compliandgth ILO Convention 169.

CCJ agree that natural resource extraction proje@saarong the major sources of abuses of IPs’ rigt®
NORWAY, National Congress of Australia’s First PeoplesIBRO, RADDHO for African IPs). The legal
recognition of the indigenous territories remaimsuifficient in Colombia, while the Government kegpanting
concessions to mining corporations on indigenonddawithout protecting IPs' rights to consultatiord to free
prior and informed consent. The HRC must suppog ®RIP in monitoring the application of his
recommendations and of the Declaration in the ctmtenatural resources exploitation.

FL underscore that since 1980, the Chilean Governrhastfailed to consult thMapuche people before
establishing major privately-administered tree fdans in their territory. Mapuche demands fordamave
been criminalized, and the UN must monitor thiselg.

APDH express concerns about IPs' situation of persatwnd discrimination in Argentina, about terrigobri
conflicts due to soy cultivation and large-scalanimt, and about reports of attacks against comnasnwith
local authorities' acquiescence, and of harassmérst defender of IPs' human rights. APDH call oe th
Argentinian Government to address these issues.

North America

TheUSA has invited the SRIP in 2012. It supports theadnable development of energy and mineral resources
Generally, tribes are beneficial owners of surfacel subsurface natural resources within Indian @gun
Regarding indigenous rights in the context of eottve processes, the USA emphasizes its National
Environmental Policy Act, a socially inclusive pess that addresses historical and cultural concanas
provides protection to tribes.

IASSW assert that the USA must fulfil its obligationsverds the peoples of Hawaii and Alaska, addressing
their right to their territories under the UN ClaartPoverty among IPs stems from the historicaladtgiion of
their land and resources. Alaska must be re-insdrdn the list of non self-governing territories.

IITC andILRC /NN draw attention to the San Francisco Peaks, a sa@séd site for thBlavajo people, where
the US Forest Service authorized the use of redysdsvage water to make artificial snow, despiteyriadian
tribes' strenuous objections. All local remediesenhbeen exhausted, and the USA failed to responithdo
communication by the SRIP (th#SA argues administrative oversight). ITC and NNdilgeparate complaints
with the CERD. IITC and ILRC/NN hope that the USAllviave to respond to urgent and real human rights
concerns and comply with the legally binding obfiga to protect IPs' right to practice their retigi ILRC/NN

say the USA must engage in a comprehensive revieits @olicies to ensure compliance with internatb
standards in relation to Native American SacredsSiind revoke the permit issued by the US Fomsice.
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Africa

The REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO, as a concerned country, says poverty affectslpdogm all groups in Congo,
even though IPs are somewhat more affected. The lemw on Promotion and Protection of the Rights of
Indigenous Populations improves protection of #esurity, languages and property. The Republib®Gongo
asks for continuing support to implement this naw nd the SRIP's recommendations.

ETHIOPIA notes that an impact assessment of the Gibe il gi@ject was made and that it confirmed with the
SRIP that no IPs will be displaced in the country.

Incomindios warn that the Rivers State Government in Nigerés leen consistently violating the the
Declaration, including by seizin@goni IPs' farmland without seeking their free prior amihrmed consent, and
by violent repression. A UN Environment Programrad®EP) multi-year assessment shows that oil extacti
has led to large-scale degradation of the Ogorli éBgssystems, with devastating effects on theiltiesnd
subsistence, and profound violations of their humights. Nigeria must stop the ongoing large-sdated
grabbing in Ogoniland by the Rivers State Goverrtra@d immediately implement the recommendationthef
UNEP report.

Asia and the Pacific

NEW ZEALAND, as a concerned country, emphasizes the TreatWaifangi and an upcoming review of
constitutional arrangements which will addré&sori IPs' representation in Government. New legislati@s
enacted that repeals the much criticised ForeshmleSeabed Act 2004: the Marine and Coastal Area2 @11
was widely consulted and reflects relevant intéoma human rights standards, while restoring austty
interests. New Zealand also emphasizes Maori IBgicfpation in decision-making processes, theierev
representation in the criminal justice system,rth@ier socio-economic status and a culturally-amet social
services programme (aldew Zealand Human Rights Commission

The New Zealand Human Rights Commissioremphasizes recommendations by the SRIP, inclutiegeed
to overcome the shortage of teacherdlaori language, and its own priority of addressing enthed economic
and social inequalities.

FRANCE, as a concerned country, recalls its position tlodlective rights cannot prevail over individuahts,
recognised equally to all its citizens, and undemsse convergences between the Declaration and dlenBia
Accord, which recognises damage to indigenous sigktpart of the legacy of colonization, and eipliciotes
the legal identity of th&anak clan. France highlights its efforts towards depetent of the Kanak.
AUSTRALIA''s native title and land rights regimes give IRs1ilght to negotiate with mining companies on asces
to their lands. Australia enquires with the SRIBwhvays to ensure that such negotiations provigéamable
benefits to traditional owners, and with the EMRilfout ensuring indigenous women's participatiodeiaision
making.

CHINA underscores IPs' discrimination, supports the bidromoting the rights of ethnic minorities andnsts
ready to strengthen cooperation.

VIVAT-Int /CPC disagree with the SRIP's view that the Customanya® of New Caledonia is an example of
good practice. CPC are currently working on cobflesolution, based on the customary social orgéinis of
the Kanak indigenous clans, through a participatory land piagp method, in order to legally formalize
traditional ownership titles and allow the clansassert their right to free prior and informed antsfor any
development planed on their territories. Francetriwsd the future truth and reconciliation commigs that
Kanak clans will establish once their ancestralttaies are recognized.

FAIRA, on behalf to thé\ational Congress of Australia’s First Peoplessuggest that the HRC also address
indigenous issues under its agenda item on sedfsahtation. The Congress urges States to utilieeEMRIP's
study on IPs and the right to participate in decisnaking to ensure that IPs' decision-making pioces are
respected, and to assist in building their capegitifhe Congress reports on IPs' human rights istralia,
including upcoming negotiations with the Australi@overnment on a formal agreement for engagemasgd
on the Declaration (in this regardyUSTRALIA emphasizes usefulness of the EMRIP's study onsideci
making); and cooperation with all major politicalrpes about the current review of the Constitution

Europe, the Circumpolar and Russia

NORWAY, as a concerned country, says the report of tHe S&htributes significantly to the advancementhef
Protect, Respect and Remedy framework (A/HRC/17/Bi)focusing on the impact of corporate activities
indigenous communities (al4dRUGUAY, DENMARK , James Anayd. Norway emphasizes the need for States
and IPs to agree on consultation mechanisms, becach negotiations give the various stakeholders to
articulate their interests. Turning to the SRIP&port on theSaami Norway highlights where its 2005
consultations between the Government and the Shawei not reached an agreement, and asks the vigivs o
SRIP and EMRIP Chairperson on the development whddized consultation procedures and their usefigne
especially where the economic stakes are highparehsuring that IPs' voices are heard in the HR§Cussion
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towards direct participation of IPs' own governammalies and institutions will hopefully take plaae the
Council's September 2012 session.

The Norwegian Centre for Human Rightsunderscores that new proposals have decreasehtmipeoples'
participation in the regulation of reindeer herdingthout their free prior and informed consent.riNay should
pay close attention to securing fishing rights ibastal areas for the Saami; and establish a traoth a
reconciliation commission.

FINLAND , as a concerned country, says 8aamipeople's cultural autonomy is guaranteed throbghFinnish
Saami Parliament, with whom all levels of the adsetmtion are obliged to negotiate. Finland inforomsSaami
participation in the Saami Nordic Convention's rtegmns. With regard to the extraction of naturdources,
new legislation on mining and water enhances thristof the Saami as an indigenous people andasisgn

of the Saami Parliament. The new Finnish Governraéns to ratify ILO Convention 169 and is draftiitg
first action plan on human rights.

SWEDEN, as a concerned country, acknowledges the SRifpfasis on increasing the ability of the Saami IPs
to participate in decision making. A bill on stréimgning the Swedish Saami Parliament is still beiegotiated.
The Saami are now constitutionally recognised psaple. Responding to concerns by the SRIP, Swexlers

to a recent finding by the European Court of HurRights that the Saami villages are afforded redslena
opportunity to present their case effectively beftire national courts; and says its has made signtffinancial
allocations to the Saami Parliament to addressatérohange impacts on reindeer herding.

DENMARK is pleased to see that the recommendations SRE and the EMRIP exhibit constructive synergies
(also ECUADOR, AUSTRALIA , RUSSIAN FEDERATION ). Denmark supports the proposals made in the EMRIP
fourth session report, which address several impbrissues including IPs and their right to pgptte in
decision making in relation to extractive indusr{alsoBoLIviA , theEU).

The German Development Cooperation is engagedeisepving IPs' traditional land and territories antexts

of extractive operation$GERMANY asks what role can development cooperation plaupport the realization
of IPs' rights, and what does the SRIP see asifgrimeasures for the sustainable advancement ot#ese.

The EUROPEAN UNION (EU) continues to support the promotion of IPghts as set out in the Declaration
through various tools to build their capacity antsure their development. The EU enquires on the ENR
views regarding the preparatory process for thet2@0brld Conference on Indigenous Peoples.

SC welcome the report on th@aami by the SRIP, which addresses their most pressimgah rights issues,
including recognition of property land rights; faié of the Norwegian, Finnish and Swedish law otmagxive
industries to meet international standards; danageindeer herding communities by predators; éedstope
of the Saami peoples' right to self-determinati®C call for implementation an follow-up of the SRIP
recommendations.

FL underscore the need for States to establish mesrharfor IPs' participation in decision making tethto
large-scale development projects. They recommené wo a convention based on the Declaration (BEI$®A)
and request that documents in the UN system belataal in all UN official languages.

IMTA argue that the EMRIP needs a mandate to treatlaortgoon gross violations of IPs' rights and tesant
recommendations to the Council.

ICE say that IPs see decision making as a collectivegss as opposed to parliamentary participatiffective
participation is conditioned by the relationshigvibeen States and IPs, and by public awarenesscmegtance
of indigenous rights. Governments should providemseto ensure IPs' participation at national lerederved
seats in parliament appear as a good measure $uotubt also participate in other state institutions

The SRIP James Anayaconcludes that the issue of the extractive inguistrone of utmost importance. It is
important that States have in place appropriatequhores for consulting with IPs, as experience shthat
outcomes are otherwise often uncertain.

EMRIP member Wilton Littlechild says formalized consultation processes for IPsildhimclude free prior
and informed consent. The way forward in extracihdustries is to focus on IPs' participation. Genming the
2014 World Conference on Indigenous Peoples, hessas the need for IPs' participation in advancthef
conference (th&lational Congress of Australia’s First Peoplesirges the HRC to support this).

Panel discussion on the role of languages and culéuin the protection of the well-being and
identity of IPs

Kyung-wha Kang, Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rights welcomes this opportunity to enhance the
visibility of indigenous issues and hopes this vafintinue (alsoEMRIP Chairperson Vital Bambanze,
National Congress of Australia’s First PeoplesEU, GUATEMALA , DENMARK , SUHAKAM ). Indigenous
languages deserve urgent attention from the intierme&l community, as they are endangered everyw{ase
Vital Bambanze, EMRIP member Wilton Littlechild , FINLAND, EBLUL, RADDHO, Incomindios for
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Nigeria). Loss of language and culture is a protkasoften involves violations of human rightsglirding of
the right to self-determination. Languages of pdulegroups have spread, either through laws oruthothe
prestige they carry (alsSORWAY). There is a heartening potential to promote timwigal of IPs' languages,
illustrated by a wealth of mechanisms implementgdRs themselves (alSBANADA). The UN human rights
system can provide expert guidance to States asndTlRs discussion should be a place to find caostre
solutions, as well as political will, to supportigenous languages (alsital Bambanze, SUHAKAM ).

The SRIP James Anayastates that IPs themselves underscore languageeasf their inalienable rights, an
integral part of their heritage. The fulfilmenttbis right has suffered from colonization and adsition, which
still represent barriers to IPs' demands (dswmng-wha Kang, Vital Bambanze, Lester Coyne. Relevant
provisions of the Declaration include IPs' rightsttansmit their culture (art. 13), to educationtlieir own
language (art. 14.3), and to technical and findresaistance (art. 39). In some domestic polidiedigenous
languages have been recognized, at least in thegplahere they are used (a<iiILE , FINLAND for the Saami
people). However, pressures from the dominant sgqgiarticularly on the youth, hinders their con@tion. In
some contexts, the right to practice one’s languagéenied simply by a negative environment (il
Bambanzé. Positive steps for the creation of more favolgamvironments have been taken, such as in New
Zealand, Norway, Finland and Sweden. Still, Governts need to give a high priority to supporting’ IPs
language while protecting their land, territoriestural resources, and self-determination (&SATEMALA ,
FINLAND , Incomindios for the Ogoni in Nigeria). States also need to foster appremafor indigenous
languages within the society at large (alwier Lopez Sanchey Language and culture are central to IPs:
language cannot be divorced from their people gdtiglity, from transmission of knowledge whiclosely
link with indigenous identity (alsdKyung-wha Kang, Javier Lopez Sanchez Lester Coyne Wilton
Littlechild , EU, GUATEMALA , PERU, BOLIVIA , FINLAND , NORWAY emphasizindgsaamitraditional knowledge,
EBLUL, IWGIA ).

Vital Bambanze, Chairperson of the EMRIP, says both studies completed by the EMRIP, onritjiet to
education and on the right to participate in decisinaking, are relevant to this discussion (dyong-wha
Kang, EU). The EMRIP based much of its analysis on the &eation, which applies binding human rights
norms to IPs’ context, as for IPs’ rights to lang@iand culture (alskyung-wha Kang), set out in article 27 of
the ICCPR (alstNORWAY). The study on education states that IPs’ edueatights include education in their
own languages, wherever they are settled, andwollp their cultural methods of teaching and leagn{also
SUHAKAM ); necessary funding should be provided; IPs shaoldtrol institutions providing education in
indigenous languages. Indigenous languages nebé taught in mainstream education (alsones Anayg.
One recommendation of the study on education, & ih seeking IPs’ free prior and informed consent,
information should be provided in a manner and foarmderstandable to them. In some African countsash
as Morocco, local African languages are recogna@tithere are efforts to protect them.

Lester Coyne Senior Regional Aboriginal Health Coordinator andChairperson of the Native Title Land
Clearance Australia, says the 25 government-funded CendfeSboriginal Languages receive little funding,
making it difficult for them to develop long-termigjects. Aboriginal languages are revitalized aashgmitted

by elders through oral and see/do culture, stimngabwnership and creativity. Low levels of fornsducation
means paper-based education in languages is nufuheCultural gatherings have been used to helpsimit
languages but they are not frequent. The FederaifoAboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Languages
(FATSIL) was established in 1991 to promote reidtdion of Aboriginal languages through the suppufrt
community-based programmes. There is no nationaypon Aboriginal language. Its low profile, algmwith
degraded social conditions of the speakers, isrthi@ obstacle to its legal recognition and to &s.uAboriginal
languages still remain outside the national edanaturriculum, restricting their growth and genereteptance.

Javier Lopez SanchezDirector General of Mexico's National Institute for Indigenous Languagesstresses
that efforts to study and understand indigenouguages have sometimes served as instruments ohdtom.
Language have also been used as a tool for disation, through stereotyping among both indigenaod
non-indigenous people (alsdORWAY, IWGIA ; EBLUL denounce this). In 1992 Mexico recognized its
multicultural and multilingual character (alsbexico) and indigenous languages were recognized asnaatio
languages. It is important for language rights tonmte multilingualism and multiculturalism (alsbexico),
through such means as standardizing writing systpnasnoting the prestige of indigenous languagesching
them, and professional training of interpreters tradslators (alsMRAP/USTKE for teachers). Linguistic and
cultural diversity is as important as biodiversity humanity (alsoMEXiCO, FINLAND). Interculturality
represents an achievement for multicultural prgjectd approaches; however, it requires a broadt dffothe
entire society.

MEXIco has the constitutional obligation to guaranteé ight to preserve and develop all componentdeif t
cultures. The Act on Linguistic Rights of IPs prde® the rights of indigenous language speakers.iddex
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enquires about innovative public policies and alibatuse of indigenous languages in participatiodécision
making, education and administration of justice.

GUATEMALA underscores its constitutional protection of IRellective right to cultural identity, and
international instruments, to which it is partylated to the promotion of indigenous languages.cHipe
legislation recognises IPs' right to their own grdtand language, and the need to promote thefuisdigenous
languages. Guatemala further highlights its pubibcaonline of videos on the contents of the Deatian and
ILO Convention 169 iMaya languages.

Following constitutional recognition doLIvIA 's 36 indigenous languages, all public servantstnamsl are
trained to, be able to use at least one indigetamguage, in addition to Spanish. Promotion of roulturalism
as a way of life has made possible to recover wduadigenous knowledge that Bolivia how promotes
international level, such as the rights of mottette

CHILE enquires on measures for the promotion, validatise and revitalization of indigenous languagéso(a
BoLiviA ). Bilingual intercultural education is being dewgéd in indigenous communities, but only few
indigenous persons speak and understand their dgegu Chile informs on actions to promote the uUsthe
Aymara language and the Mapuzugun.

Ensuring preservation of indigenous languages mquboth national and multilateral policies, as ynan
indigenous communities live across bord&sru informs on activities to meet the challenges thvguistic
and cultural diversity poses to the national edooasystem. Bilingual intercultural education foeason rural
primary schools, with the aim to preserve indigenianguages as the sources of valuable ancestraddaige.
The Constitution oBRAZIL guarantees to its IPs the use of their languagesy of which have very few
speakers left. Brazil informs on the tools it iveleping to document and protect endangered laregjagong
with production of didactic material, creation ohatwork of indigenous cultural agencies to fosker use of
different media in the promotion of indigenous atdts, and elaboration of a National Plan on Langsiagth
the participation of indigenous representatives.

PARAGUAY has two national languages, Spanish and Guanadiihas the obligation to promote and protect the
Guarani language. It also promotes the revitabmatind diffusion of other indigenous languages.

HONDURAS' Constitution provides for the preservation andiellgpment of indigenous cultures. Honduras
informs on its programmes and institutional devaiepts to promote the use of indigenous languagéisein
classroom, to guarantee enjoyment of IPs' humdnsignd address the persistent disparities thdgrsaind to
promote their development with identity.

CANADA provides information on its programmes and prgjeetated to Aboriginal languages, and enquires on
strategies to encourage the learning and revitaizaf indigenous languages, particularly amoregytauth.

AUSTRALIA says that only 145 of its original 250 indigendaaguages are still spoken, albeit critically
endangered (alsiyung-wha Kang, Lester Coyné. In 2009 the Government announced a nationatpan
indigenous languages aiming at reinforcing indigenlanguages and a programme provides fundingpposti
community-based projects. Australia enquires onedgpces in supporting new media and technologies i
promoting and protecting indigenous languages aftdre.

NEPAL informs on its legislation, regulations, policiesd programmes to protect and develop IPs' laregjag
and asks how the least developed countries canwitpahe need of enhanced resources to finandgendus
mother-tongue education; and about the balancedeetwPs' right to mother-tongue education and #eslrio
have quality education and learn mainstream intemnal languages (also tiJ).

In NEw ZEALAND, revitalization of the endangerédaori language began in the 1970s, through education
initiatives, followed by Maori broadcasting. In I98he Maori was made an official language. Subseique
developments include setting up the Maori televisservice in 2003. Now one third of Maori can spdair
language at least fairly well, and around 40% #&fle 8 understand or read it. There is still wohlead towards
the objective that Maori widely speak their langaidy 2030.

The RUsSIAN FEDERATION refers to constitutional, legal and policy measutet protect, preserve and promote
IPs' languages. IPs themselves include the neptbtect languages and to improve access to educasigpart
of their conception of sustainable development.

The EUROPEAN UNION (EU) respects linguistic diversity as stated itich 22 of the European Charter, seeking
to further constructive policies that promote ninitjualism as a way to protect human rights withoindering
development. The EU enquires on best practicesdegpindigenous language and culture policies #ualress
IPs' situation.

Most speakers of indigenous languages are bilingudl parents tend to pass to their children theirkmh
language (als@avier Lopez Sanche}, resulting in a severed link with the older faynthembers and with
cultural knowledge (alshester Coyne MRAP/USTKE for the Kanak in New Caledonia)NORwWAY asks
about the effects of the perceived status of aigérbus language on health and emotional well heind about
the role of language revitalization to strengthenraligenous community. Norway informs on its PdiAction

for Saami languages, which focuses on language visibilitgo(dEwW ZEALAND, Javier Lopez Sanche},
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practical use, and education in Saami at all le\tsway enquires about useful practical measurdariguage
revitalization and visibility.

FINLAND says the growing urbanization of IPs is a chakefog indigenous languages. A governmental working
group in collaboration with the Finnish Saami Rarlent is preparing a revitalization programme foai®n
education and social welfare. Finland enquires @mdgpractices in revitalizing indigenous languages] how

to meet the challenges brought by urbanizatioriPef |

DENMARK suggests that the selection of topics for futuaegbts be based on deliberations during the sessfons
the EMRIP, to ensure IPs' full participation. Th@02 Act on Greenland Self-Government recognizes
Greenlandic as the official language of Greenlgdde of the first actions of Greenland's Governnier009
was to introduce new legislation and policy aimédteengthening the use of Greenlandic in schqmiblic
administration, and companies.

EBLUL state that to defend endangered indigenous laeguagd related elements of IPs' identities, a
Convention on IPs' rights should be elaboratecedbas the Declaration. The EMRIP should launch phiszess
with the support of the HRC and the collaboratidntltee Council's Advisory Committee, and with the
participation on IPs in the drafting process.

IWGIA say in Canada, the educational system was us#dk® the Indian out of the man” by prohibiting the
students to speak their language and to practiee thulture. The damage was devastating and it take
generations to recover (aldames Anayafor IPs in general). The Residential Schools Tartd Reconciliation
Commission is but one attempt to heal the woundsteMefforts are needed that will incur added expens
indigenous educational systems, which States shpald for. However, Canada continues to chronically
underfund indigenous education in spite of itsestants in support of indigenous languages. TheifRrewf
Quebec is also undermining the Kahnawdkehawk IPs' right to control their educational system ahnelir
culture and language. IWGIA call on Canada to tetesthe cuts made to funding of indigenous schools
IWGIA also argue that indigenous educational systame about education in indigenous culture anguage
(also SUHAKAM ), with the extra burden of preparing children todtion in the dominant society (also
Kyung-wha Kang). IPs' survival depend on their control over theucation.

Underscoring massive seizure by the Rivers StateefBnent uporDgoni lands, contrary to its obligation to
protect IPs' cultural rights and well being, andklaf support to indigenous languagés;omindios request
recommendations regarding land grabbing vis-ahés@goni people's cultural protection. They enqaineghe
role of UNESCO in promoting indigenous cultures dadguages in their strong relationship with laod;
existing indicators to monitor language developn@erd survival; and on the role of new constitutioegimes

for the protection of IPs' cultures and languages.

SUHAKAM call on States to ensure that IPs' values, laregiagd cultures are placed in the centre of ndtiona
policies and programmes related to their sustamatbbvelopment and the integral well-being (also
Incomindios).

MRAP/USTKE underscore that social marginalisation begins Kfanak children, in the educational system.
Preservation of mother tongue is an asset. Howéwnespite of provisions in the Nouméa Accord on &lan
languages, schools lag well behind in teaching timeenew Caledonia.

James Anayais encouraged by overall agreement about the itapee of indigenous languages. Regarding the
best strategy to pursue, persistent discriminatatiitudes against indigenous languages need to be
acknowledged, and concerted efforts are neededomaba&t direct and passive discrimination (aléal
Bambanzg. Access to government services and educatiom aftsregard indigenous languages and hinder
revitalization efforts (als&/ital Bambanze). IPs' central role in such efforts should alsoebghasized, while
the governments' role should be of financial agsist and facilitation. The effective education bildren is
best done in their mother tongue, and this shoatca seen as an obstacle to quality educationmeTdre good
practices about urbanization and mixture of culur€ooperation of States and international agenisies
necessary, including making sure that languagetal@ation issues are truly grounded in the indmen
communities themselves.

Vital Bambanze underscores that specific methods should be sdoghtotect languages when borders get in
the way of people who speak the same languageio@nto encourage the use of indigenous languages by
youth, EMRIP member Wilton Littlechild gives an example of his own community, where the have put
together a dictionary online.

Lester Coyne comments that the best practices were suggestquedyyle who speak indigenous languages.
Constitutional recognition of IPs provides an intpat input to their health situation. Immersion azatly
intervention are the most effective ways for houdgd to become deeply involved in learning indigeno
languages. Bilingualism is critical because it iscim easier for children to learn a third langudgbay already
speak two languages. In Australia, there are mangal acknowledgements of rights, but no legal gatn.

IPs should ensure that the States they live in lesaeted appropriate legislation guaranteeing aotegting
their rights. Many IPs have to bow to the economsalities and abandon their indigenous languages an
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cultures. If people do not feel like learning th@duage, the struggle is lost, so it is very imgutrto find the
ways to motivate them to do so. Protecting indigenlanguages is up to IPs too, particularly thetlyowho
need to be convinced that they have a role to pls/need to be more mindful and take more respiitgifor
themselves.

Javier Lopez Sancheaunderscores visibility of languages: in Mexicos I&e very pleased to know they can
hear their languages on television and on the radlith regard to public policy it is important togmote a
participatory approach and the active engagemeR®gfrather than the imposition of certain pokcik is also
important to include an intercultural focus in theademic curricula since many school books lackurcall
content relevant for IPs. There are important tesih Mexico's most recent population census,nilmaber of
people identifying themselves as indigenous hase@ased by more than one half. The HRC should premot
multilingualism, which is about valuing the poséthi of speaking more than one language, as theee a
adversaries of diversity, including among States.

General debate on human rights bodies and mechanism

SE express concern about Brazil's plans to buildBthl® Monte dam complex on the Xingu River in viaat of
IPs' human rights (alsBJ/CCIA-WCC), in spite of the IACHR's request to immediatalggend the licensing
process pending proper consultations with potdptiffected IPs. Brazil must immediately stop tHang to
build the Belo Monte dam complex; implement doneekgislation and international agreements on ptistg
human rights and the environment, with specialntitte to IPs; and invest in energy efficiency aftéraative
energy sources.

IPs in the Brazilian Amazon forest, including tRaiter Surui people, live under constant threat due to illegal
logging, which destroys the forest on which thegeta; logging companies evict them from their terigés and
threaten or kill opponents; development of transpufrastructures brings along invaders that alsstiby the
forest. EJ/CCIA-WCC call for the UN to urgently assist in protectidgetlives of IPs in Brazil, in particular
those living in voluntary isolation.

CHRAPA, Liberation andIBRO draw the Council’s attention to the plight of lirsNorth-East India, facing
non-recognition (alstNS for IPs in Bangladesh); forced eviction and viaas of their legally established rights
over the forests from which they depend; obstatdgsolitical representation; non-recognition ofithights to
language, culture and identity; and militarizatidihe SRIP must seek information from the Indian &ament
and visit North-East India (alddberation, IBRO).

Human Rights Council Resolution 18/8 — Human rightsind indigenous peoples (highlights)
The Human Rights Council,

[..]

WelcomingGeneral Assembly resolution 65/198 of 21 Decen#itdO, in which the Assembly expanded the
mandate of the UN Voluntary Fund for Indigenous iafions so that it can assist representativeadi§enous
peoples’ organizations and communities to partieipa sessions of the HRC and of human rightsyrbatlies,
based on diverse and renewed participation andctéordance with relevant rules and regulations,uiticlg
ECOSOC resolution 1996/31 of 25 July 1996, andiimyiStates to contribute to the Fund,

Recognizinghe importance to IPs of revitalizing, using, deping and transmitting their histories, languages,
oral traditions, philosophies, writing systems ditetatures to future generations, and designadimg) retaining
their own names for communities, places and persons

Recognizing alsthat the study on education of the EMRIP [A/HRCQZR? highlights the fact that education is
an important way to contribute to the maintenarfdadigenous cultures,

Recognizing furthethe need to find ways and means of promoting tagigipation of recognized IPs’
representatives in the UN system on issues affgdtiem, given that they are not always organizedas
governmental organizations,

1. Welcomeghe report of the UN High Commissioner for Humaigh®s on the rights of indigenous peoples
[A/THRC/18/26], and requests the High Commissioecdntinue to submit to the HRC an annual reporthen
rights of IPs containing information on relevantvelepments in human rights bodies and mechanismds an
activities undertaken by the Office of the High Guoissioner at Headquarters and in the field thatrdmrte to

the promotion of, respect for and the full appli@gatof the provisions of the UN Declaration on Reghts of
Indigenous Peoples, and follow-up on the effectdgsnof the Declaration;

2. Also welcomeshe work of the SRIP and the official visits heshaade in the past year, takes note with
appreciation of his report [A/HRC/18/35], and enames all Governments to respond favourably tadgsiests
for visits;
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3. Requestshe Special Rapporteur to report on the implentemtaf his mandate to the General Assembly at its
67" session [2012];

4. Welcomesthe work of the EMRIP and takes note with apptémaof the report on its fourth session
[A/HRC/18/43];

5. Also welcomeghe practice adopted during the third and fouetss®ns of the Expert Mechanism of devoting
specific time to the discussion of updates reletvargast mandated thematic studies of the Expeahisligism,
recommends that the Expert Mechanism adopt thistipeaon a permanent basis, and encourages States t
continue to participate in and contribute to theiseussions;

6. EncouragesStates to consider, in cooperation with IPs andthm basis of past advice of the Expert
Mechanism, initiating and strengthening, as appab@rlegislative and policy measures that pripeittducation
in the design and implementation of national dewelent strategies affecting IPs, including measthas will
strengthen the culture and languages of IPs;

7. Welcomeghe completion by the Expert Mechanism of its ffistudy on IPs and the right to participate in
decision-making [A/HRC/18/42] and the inclusion thie examples of good practices at different leadls
decision-making therein, including those in conimctwith the activities of extractive industriesnda
encourages all interested parties to consider thepractical guide on how to attain the goals of thé
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples;

8. Requestshe Expert Mechanism to continue to build on isvpus studies, including its study on IPs and the
right to participate in decision-making, as laid muthe Expert Mechanism'’s latest report;

9. Also requestshe Expert Mechanism to prepare a study on theablanguages and culture in the promotion
and protection of the rights and identity of IPsg @0 present it to the HRC at its*2dession [September 2012];

10. Further requeststhe Expert Mechanism to undertake, with the amstst of the Office of the High
Commissioner, a questionnaire to seek the viewStafes on best practices regarding possible agptepr
measures and implementation strategies in ordexttton the goals of the UN Declaration on the Rigbt
Indigenous Peoples;

11.Welcomeshe adoption of General Assembly resolution 65/198vhich the Assembly decided to organize a
high-level plenary meeting of the General Assembitybe known as the World Conference on Indigenous
Peoples, to be held in 2014, in order to sharepgetives and best practices on the realizatiomefrights of
IPs, including to pursue the objectives of the Ubktlaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, sirekses
the importance of the open-ended consultationsuliabe conducted by the President of the Assenvaith
Member States and with representatives of IPsderaio determine the modalities for the meetingluiding the
participation of IPs in the Conference;

12. Also welcomesin this regard, the preparatory process, andestguthe Expert Mechanism, in accordance
with General Assembly resolution 65/198, to disdiesupcoming World Conference and, together witteo
relevant mechanisms on IPs’ issues, to contrituthe exploration of the modalities for the meetiimgluding
IPs’ participation in the World Conference andgteparatory process;

13. Requestghe Secretary-General, in cooperation with theig®@fbf the High Commissioner, the Office of
Legal Affairs and other relevant parts of the Stxiat, to prepare a detailed document on the eagsmeans
of promoting participation at the UN of recognid®&’ representatives on issues affecting them,rgitiat they
are not always organized as non-governmental azgans, and on how such participation might becstred,
drawing from, inter alia, the rules governing thartigipation in various UN bodies by non-governnaént
organizations (including ECOSOC resolution 1996/1d by national human rights institutions (inchgiHRC
resolution 5/1 of 18 June 2007 and Commission om&tuRights resolution 2005/74 of 20 April 2005)d daa
present it to the Council at its 2Isession;

14.Decidesto hold, on an annual basis and within existirepteces, a half-day panel discussion on the rights
IPs and, in this regard, to hold, at its'akssion, a half-day panel discussion on accegsstioe by IPs;

15. Welcomeshe role of national human rights institutionsaddished in accordance with the principles relating
to the status of national institutions for the podion and protection of human rights (Paris Pritesp in
advancing indigenous issues, and encourages ssiifutions to develop and strengthen their capeciid fulfill
that role effectively, including with the support the Office of the High Commissioner and, in tmagard,
welcomes the initiative by the Office and natiohaman rights institutions to develop an operatianatle for
such institutions with the objective of attainirfgetgoals of the UN Declaration on the Rights ofidedous
Peoples, and encourages its widest dissemination itsp completion;

16. Also welcomeghe ongoing cooperation and coordination amongSpecial Rapporteur, the Permanent
Forum on Indigenous Issues and the Expert Mecharathrequests them to continue to carry out tlasks in

a coordinated manner, and welcomes, in this redlaed, permanent effort to promote the UN Declamatn the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples;
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17. Reaffirmsthat the universal periodic review, together vitie UN treaty bodies, are important mechanisms
for the promotion and protection of human rightd,an that regard, encourages effective follow-upaccepted
universal periodic review recommendations concegrrs, as well as serious consideration to follgwta
treaty body recommendations on the matter;

18. Encouragesthose States that have not yet ratified or accedethe Indigenous and Tribal Peoples
Convention, 1989 (No. 169) of the International dab Organization to consider doing so, and to awarsi
supporting the UN Declaration on the Rights of ¢raious Peoples, and welcomes the increased support
States for that Declaration;

19. Welcomeghe fourth anniversary of the adoption of the Ubklaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples,
and encourages States that have endorsed it tomeksures to pursue the objectives of the Deaterati
consultation and cooperation with IPs, where apiatg

20. Also welcomeshe establishment of the UN-Indigenous PeoplemBiship, and encourages the Partnership
to carry out its mandate regarding the UN Declaraton the Rights of Indigenous Peoples through the
mobilization of resources and in close cooperatdod coordination with States, IPs, HRC mechanidons,
bodies and agencies relating to IPs, national humgéits institutions and other stakeholders;

21. Decidesto continue consideration of this question at turk session in conformity with its annual
programme of work.
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Abbreviations

AAKW:
ACHPR:
ACPJ:
Al:
AIDA:
AIRRO:
AITPN:
AMUPA:
APDH:
ASAMCHI:
CCF:
CCIA-WCC:
CcCJ:
CCSP:
CEASPA:
CEDAW:
CEMP:
CENIDH:
CERD:
CESCR:
CFCM:
CGEM:
CHRAPA:
CMRD:
CODENI:

CoE-ACFC:

COIDHB:
Conectas:
COPODEHUPA:
CPC:
CRC:

CSs:
DHCA:
DPB:
EBLUL:
EDM:

EIP:

EJ:

EWC:
FAIRA:
FIDH:

FL:
FORUMASIA:
FPHRC:
Gl:

HRA:
HRCSCM:
HRRF:
IACHR:
IASSW:
IBRO:
ICCPR:
ICE:
ICERD:
ICHR:
ICSA:
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Arular Association of Kazakh Women
African Commission on Human and Peoples Righ
Alianza Ciudadana Pro Justicia, Panama
Amnesty International
Asociacion Interamericana para la Defensa/iebiente
American Indians Rights and Resources Owmgitn
Asian Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Network
Alianza de Mujeres de Panaméa
Asamblea Permanente por los Derechos Humanos
Asociacion Ambientalista de Chiriqui, Panéa
Citizens’ Constitutional Forum, Fiji
Commission of the Churches on Internaioiffairs of the World Council of Churches
Comision Colombiana de Juristas
Centro de Capacitacion Social de Panama
Centro de Estudios y Accidn Social Panamefio
UN Committee on the Elimination of Discrinaition against Women
Centro de la Mujer Panamefia
Centro Nicaraguense de Derechos Humanos
UN Committee on the Elimination of Racial &isnination
UN Committee on Economic, Social and CultRrghts
Child Protection Center, Mongolia
Center for Gender for Equality, Mongolia
Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy
Centre for Minority Rights Development
Federacion Coordinadora Nicaragiiense deGQiie trabajan con la Nifiez y la
Adolescencia
Council of Europe Advisory Committee ohetFramework Convention for the
Protection of national Minorities
Colectivo de Organizaciones e InstituciodesDerechos Humanos de Bolivia
Conectas Direitos Humanos — ConectasaHRights
Coordinadora Popular de los Derechas&iws de Panama
Congrés Populaire Coutumier, Nouvelle-Calégloni
UN Committee on the Rights of the Child
Cultural Survival
Diné Homeowners & Communities Association
Defensoria del Pueblo de Bolivia
European Bureau for Lesser-Used Languages
Episcopal Diocese of Maine
World Association for the School as an Insteatof Peace
Earth Justice
Endorois Welfare Council
Foundation for Aboriginal and Islander ResgaAction
International Federation for Human Rights
France Libertés — Fondation Danielle Mitterrand
Asian Forum for Human Rights and Deymitent
First Peoples Human Rights Coalition
Greenpeace International
Human Rights Advocates
Human Rights Center to Support Citizensniytdia
Human Rights Research Fund
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights
International Association of Schools of Sbaork
International Buddhist Relief Organisation
International Covenant on Civil and PolitiRights
Indian Council of Education
International Convention on the EliminatiohRacial Discrimination
International Council for Human Rights
Indian Council of South America
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IDCT:

IED:

IIMA:

IITC:
ILRC:
IMADR:
IMTA:
Incomindios:
IPLPP-UA:
IPNC:
IRPP:
Itgel:
IWGIA:
KF:

KSC:
LF-SRI:
MCSF:
MLDH:
MLGBTC:
MPIDO:
MRAP:
MSV:
NAIDSF:
NIYC:

NN:
NNHRC:
NS:

NZCT:
OHCHR:
OMCT:
OPDP:
PCRC:
PDDH-ES:
PDDH-N:
PHGEMN:
PISP:
PWAC:
RADDHO:
RIA:

SC:

SE:

SIPC:
SRIP:
STP:
SUHAKAM:
TCANC:
UN HCR:
UNA-Sweden:
UNASUR:
UNPO:
UOCLIHRC:
USHRN:
USTKE:
VIDES:
VIVAT-Int:
WHPC:
WSDP:
ZFM:
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llchamus Development Consortium Trust
International Education Development
Instituto Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice
International Indian Treaty Council

Indian Law Resource Centre

International Movement against Discriminatiand All Forms of Racism

Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru"
International Committee for the Indiges of the Americas

Indigenous Peoples Law and Policy Progaditine University of Arizona

Indigenous Peoples and Nations Coalition

Institute on Religion and Public Policy

Itgel Foundation
International Work Group for Indigenous Affa

Koani Foundation

Kenya Stakeholders' Coalition for the UniatiBeriodic Review
Lechuga Foundation Fiji — Sexual Rightgiftive

Maa Civil Society Forum
Mouvement laotien pour les droits de 'homme

Mongolian LGBT Center

Mainyoito Pastoralist Integrated Developm@nganization
Movement Against Racism and for Friendshipateen Peoples
Many Strong Voices

National AIDS Foundation
National Indian Youth Council

Navajo Nation

Office of the Navajo Nation Human Rights Guission
Nord-Sud XXI

Ndugu Zangu Charitable Trust

Office of the High Commissionner for HumaigtRs

World Organisation against Torture

Ogiek People Development Programme

Pacific Concerns Resource Centre, Fiji

Procuraduria Para la Defensa de los Desadihmanos, El Salvador
Procuraduria Para la Defensa de los DeseElumnanos, Nicaragua
Pastoralists’ and Hunter Gatherers’ Ettviinorities Network
Pastoralist Integrated Support Programme

Pohnpei Women Advisory Council

Rencontre africaine pour la défense degside 'homme
Red para la Infancia y Adolescencia, El Sabrad

Saami Council

Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik

Southeast Indigenous Peoples' Centre

UN Special Rapporteur on the Rights of Indmes Peoples
Society for Threatened Peoples
Human Rights Commission of Malaysia

Tribal Council of the Akiak Native Community

The UN Refugee Agency

United Nations Association of Sweden

Unidn de Naciones Suramericanas

Unrepresented Nations and Peoples Orgamisati

University of Oklahoma College of Law émhational Human Rights Clinic

United States Human Rights Network
Union syndicale des travailleurs kanaksest eixploités

International Volunteerism Organization ¥domen, Education and Development

VIVAT International

World Hmong Peoples' Congress
Western Shoshone Defense Project
Zorig Foundation, Mongolia
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4. OTHERS

Upcoming Meetings and Events of interest for IPs

Due to a lack of space and to the importance ofctrents included in this issue of the Update,deenot,
exceptionally, include here our Agenda of upcomimgetings and events of interest for IPs. This agemitl
soon be available on our website at the followimigirass:http://www.docip.org/Agenda.116.0.htnfbr by
choosingAgendain the menwoCip at the UN

Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peopte
Call for submissions on indigenous peoples' languag and culture

The EMRIP is calling for submissions on the roldarfguages and culture in the protection and priomaif
the rights and identity of indigenous peoples,citsrent mandated study in accordance with HumarhtRig
Council Resolution 18/8 (September 2011), from:

- indigenous individuals and peoples and/or thejiresentatives
- hon-state actors including non-governmental oggions

- national human rights institutions

- any other relevant stakeholders

Submissions will need to be submittegl 17 February 2012to be taken into account in the Expert Mechanism's
study, a draft of which will be finalised in ea\pril 2012 in preparation for the EMRIP's fifth s@m in July
2012,

Please email submissions to Claire Charters dotlmaving email addresgcharters@ohchr.org

For more information, please see the website ofEkgert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Resp
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/IPeoples/EMRIP/PagRERIPIndex.aspx

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 emalbttp@docip.orgsubject: Change of Address. Many thanks !

If you have comments and suggestions about thisatépglease do not hesitate to share them with us:

- by e-mail atdocip@docip.orgdSubject: Update)
- by fax at: + 41 22 740 34 54
- by mail at: doCip, 14 avenue Trembley, CH-1200&e

Thanks!
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Contributors to this issue
David Matthey-Doret, Geneviéve Herold.

Translation
Virginia Alimonda, Marie Bismuth, Julie Graf, NatleaStitzel.

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

With the support of:

* Nk
*
* gk

* 4

This document has been produced with the finamsisistance of the European Union. The contentsiof t
document are the sole responsibility of doCip aa ender no circumstances be regarded as refledting
position of the European Union.

The Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation
The Canton of Geneva
City of Geneva

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

Published on December 22, 2011 35



