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Madam Co-facilitator, 
 
As this is the first time that my delegation is taking the floor in this consultation process, I would like to thank 
the PGA for organizing the consultations on the important issue of participation of the Indigenous peoples in 
the United Nations.  
 
We commend the work of the Advisors and appreciate the progress made so far as a result of constructive 
engagements of Members States, Indigenouspeoples, the Permanent Forum andrelevant stakeholders. 
 
India is supportive of enhanced participation of IP in the UN system on issues of relevance and is committed 
to advancing, promotion and protection of rights of Indigenous Peoples (IP). 
 
We note thewidely divergent views on a number of issues in the comprehensive third compilation. We 
respect the opinions expressed and encourage addressing them all in a step by step, transparent  manner and 
achieve the results by Consensus.  
 
My delegation would like to share following views on the participation of Indigenous Peoples: 
 
We thank you for the discussion paper shared by letter of PGA office dated27th June on “options for 
consideration”.  
 
While the discussion paper brings to the fore some useful elements for further contemplation, it seems to 
pre-judge that participation will be by IP Representative institutions only. We would like to know more about 
these institutions and their identification process in the first place. 
 
In general, we must ensure that the Intergovernmental nature of UN system and processes is maintained.In 
that context, the manner of possible participation by any non-state actors should be in conformity with 
maintaining the status and territorial integrity of States as set out in the Charter of the UN as well as in Article 
46 of UNDRIP for the indigenous peoples. 
 
It is also crucial to maintain the integrity of the intergovernmental nature of the United Nations processes 
and the principles of the UN Charter. 
 
Madam Co-facilitator, 
 
While we consider the broad understanding on the scope and categories of participation of IP representative 
instructions based on “certain” criteria, first and foremost there is an impending need to discuss and define 
the “indigenous peoples”which must be internationally agreed,so as to enable their appropriate 
identification in the first place.  



 
 
This is a core issue and resolution of the issue of definition, in this regard, will help bring clarity to “what” we 
are addressing. 
 
Here, it may be useful to recall that the historical context of the issueof indigenous peoples entered the 
international discourse as far back as 1920s with respect to protection of “native workers” in overseas 
colonies, who were alienated from their rights to their ancestral lands, territories, resources, history and 
culture and so on. 
 
It is not possible to extend the interpretations“without a clarity on the definition” to countries across the 
globe. This is also not possible to apply this to several ancient civilizations that have flourished on the basis of 
their unique diversity of ethnic groups and cultures. We must exercise caution in applying these concepts 
without distinction for they can lead to unintended consequences that may not be in the interest of the 
broader communities as a whole.  
 
The principle of “self-identification” is also troublesome in several contexts.  
 
India has always accepted the Indigenous peoples’s definition in accordance with Article 1 ofILO Convention 
No. 169 of 1989. This is a sound basis of identification of Indigenous peoples: 
 

ILO 169 Article 1 (b) :“peoples in independent countries who are regarded as indigenous on account of 
their descent from the populations which inhabited the country, or a geographical region to which the 
country belongs, at the time of conquest or colonization or the establishment of present state 
boundaries and who, irrespective of their legal status, retain some or all of their own social, economic, 
cultural and political institutions.” 

 
The principle of Self-identification of Article 1 .2 of the same document, should be read strictly along with 
Article 1.(b) and in the entirety of Article 1 of the ILO Convention No. 169. 
 
Currently, this does not seem so and has led to misinterpretations on various fronts. 
 
Moreover, it is essential to find a fine balance between “self-identification and state recognition”, that is 
based on comprehensive, objective and criteria which suits different relevant national context for difference 
IPs of different countries. 
 
If read alone, the “principle of self-identification” will only encourage opening  it to misuse , even to political 
ends, and to the detriment of Member States’ sovereignty and territorial integrity andundermining the UN 
Charter principles. 
 
We believe that if not course-corrected now, it will be untenable and chaotic for the purposes of the UN 
system. 
 
On the specific issues of participationmodalities, my delegation states the following :Firstly, while exploring 
the ways and avenues for the participation of IP, we must continue to make efforts to strengthen the 
existingPermanent Forum for Indigenous Issues (PFII) and the Expert Mechanism on Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples (EMRIP). This could be considered as the first step in enhancing their participation in the UN. 
 
Secondly, we agree with the earlier views that more research is required on how existing arrangements are 
being utilized by the indigenous peoples so as to build upon the evidence base for`effective and efficient 
participation being envisaged. 



 
 
Thirdly, there are multiple forms and manner in which IP identify themselves and this is a major challenge. 
We need to discuss furtherif there will be different “identification” criteria for these different forms, i.e. 
individuals, representative organizations, parliaments, governing councils, parliaments and traditional 
authorities.  
 
Any accreditation process should be based on criteria which are objective, specific and comprehensive. We 
must also recognize that the situation of  IP varies from region to region and from country to country .  
 
We strongly support that national governments/Member Statesshould play a primary role in the 
identification and accreditations process at the national level andsubsequentlyat the United Nations also.   
 
Fourth, the modalities for any possible participation in anyUN forums,cannot be discriminatory among non-
state participants. 
 
In conclusion, my delegation is committed to support in all possible manner efforts towards the fruitful 
conclusion of the process resulting in meaningful participation of the IP on issues of their concern. 
 

I thank you. 

 


