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l. Introduction — Historic and normative context
MANDATE OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL (HRC)

The Human Rights Council of the United Nations (HR&@mposed of 47 representatives of UN member
states, has, among other elements of its mantieteesponsibility to*

» promote universal respect for the protection ohalhan rights

» address gross and systematic violations of hunggms;iand make recommendations thereon.

» prevent human rights violations through dialogue emoperation

» respond to human rights emergencies

» cooperate closely with civil society

» promote the education of states in human rightsvige states with advice, technical assistance
and promote capacity building in human rights

» promote the coordination of human rights organsiwithe UN system

THE CURRENT MANDATE OF THE EXPERT MECHANISM ON INDI GENOUS RIGHTS
(EM)

The Expert Mechanism on Indigenous Rights (EM) tampng other elements of its mandate, the

responsibility to?

» undertake its mandate with the purpose of assitiegHRC in exercising its function
» provide the HRC with specialized expertise and t@rstudies, and assist the HRC on the basis
of investigation and research

» present proposals to the HRC so that these maydmined and approved

Modification of the mandate of the EM on the basisof the recommendation of the World
Conference on Indigenous Peoples

On the basis of the recommendation of the Worldf&@emce on Indigenous Peopléthe HRC initiated
a process of revision of the mandate of the, ifMbrder to promote the more effective implementton

2 Resolution A.G. 1966, A/RES/60/251, pars. 2,8, 5

3 Resolution C.D.H. 2007 6/36, par.1.
4Resolution A.G. 2014 69/2 par. 28.



of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights ofndigenous Peoples (UNDRIP, Declarationpy
United Nations member states, and to help membtessachieve the ends of the Declarafion.

Il. The Organization of this Exposition with Recommendtons:

Recommendations on the Modification of the Mandatef the EM,

Written in the Context of an Appeal to the EM and he HRC regarding

The Paramount Need of Indigenous Peoples to Exereishe Right to \
Consent in Order to Restrain the Limitless Exploitdion of Indigenous Territories Now

Ongoing

This report with recommendations is organized atiogr to the questions posed by the Expert
Mechanism contained in itQuestionnaire for written contributions to the Erp&orkshop on the

Review of the Mandate of the Expert Mecharfism

However, the recommendations provided are developigdin the specific context of the principal
subject of Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPM)is concept is the paradigmatic concept of
indigenous territory set forth in the articles dDRIP.” The principle of consent has been linked directly
to the capacity of the indigenous to survive asietipeoples, by high judicial authorities such las t
Inter-American Court of Human Rights (IACtHR)For this reason the concept of territory and conisen
marked with an elevated urgency among human rightse UNDRIP? A great number of other vital
indigenous human rights, such as cultural, sogebnomic and physical survival, all depend on the
permanent control by indigenous peoples of theiitteies, natural resources and wat@r§he principle

of free, prior and informed consent is re-emphakimpeatedly in the Final Document of the World

® Resolution C.D.H. 2015 30/L.9.

& Questionnaire for written contributions to the Exp/Vorkshop on the Review of the Mandate of thpeExMechanism on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples 2016
<<http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/IPeopleFHRIEMRIP_Mandate_review_questionnaire_ ENG.pdf >

" Declaration of the United Nations on the Right$nafigenous Peoples, A/RES/61/295, 13 Septemb&0dé (UNDRIP)
Preamble par. 7, articles 11.2, 19, 28.1, 29.2.32.

8 The People Saramaka. Vs. SurinatdtHR, 28 November 2007. $aramaks) The People of Saramaka. Vs. Suriname.
(Interpretation of the Opinion IACtHR, 12 AugustaB)(“Saramaka Interpretatidi. Saramakapars. 129, 130 n. 125, 135,
133-137, (citing Report of the Special Rapportdithe United Nations on the situation of human tsgind fundamental
freedoms of Indigenous people, Rodolfo Stavenhaggsmitted in accordance with Commission resolu?01/65, 58
session, U.N. Doc. E/CN.4/2003/90, January 21, 20@3), 194 (a), Decision Point No.Saramaka Interpretatiopars. 17,
37,43,121

® UNDRIP Preamble par. 7.

10 Seesupra.n. 8, UNDRIP article 25.



Conference on Indigenous Peoples adopted by ther@eAssembly of the United Nations in 2014.
Therefore, the recommendations on the modificatibbthe mandate of the EM are focused upon the
capacity of this body to realize the full exercisiethis right, which is an un-severable underlying
structure and guiding principle of the UNDRIP astmle.

It is necessary to indicate that in the Latin Aroani region, the exercise of Free, Prior and Infarme
Consent with respect to territorial matters iscfiyiprohibited by the majority of UN member stat€his
is in violation of human rights that are legallyforce in their jurisdictions and directly contraxy the
UNDRIP. In turn, this directly leads to and enaldasexploitation of indigenous territories thatvishout

limits, that takes place at a galloping pace: ingad widespread human rights emergency.

It must be noted that: the possession of title dibective property for indigenous territories dosat

detain such unfettered exploitation, in the abserfieeRight to Free Consent in territorial matters.

It must also be noted that. Convention 169 of th® Hoes not detain the limitless exploitation of

indigenous territories, when it is not interprete@ccord with Full Free, Prior and Informed Corisen

It must also be noted that: Prior Consultations i contain the consumption without limits of
indigenous territories since this process culmimatahe imposition of forced exploitation, occupator
appropriation of indigenous territories. There isthing “free” about this coercion denominated

“Consultation”.

The recommendations and comments on the current Mafate of the EM and its modification will
follow a brief presentation on the right to Free, Fior and Informed Consent (FPIC) of Indigenous

Peoples

Il. On the gross and systematic violation of indjenous peoples’ human right to Free,
Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) in Latin America, which is directly linked to
their survival, and to the exercise of a broad sp&iwm of other fundamental human
rights they are entitled to.

The recommendations dthe Campaign for The Indigenous Protocol on the Taking of Decisions on
Matters Affecting their Peoples, Territories, Resources and Waters, in Accord with the Principles of

Free Consent is based upon sixteen (16) principles:

"Resolution A.G. 2014 A/IRES/69/2, pars. 3, 20.



First, the right to FPIC is based upon “hard law”, whistio say that it is legally binding upon all the
public powers of the state in the majority of Latimerican nation&>

Second the right to FPIC is the structural basis andftimelamental paradigm of the concept of territory
set forth in the UNRIP® This is reflected and repeated in the recommeoisif the World Conference.
Therefore, the organs of the UN are conferred whith responsibility to provide the resources that ar
necessary to contribute to the full realizatiorito$ right by means of financial cooperation arzhtecal

assistance, and to follow up on the effectivenésisair efforts™*

Third , the UNDRIP singles out the indigenous right toitery as being of maximum urgency. For this
reason, detaining and stopping the continuous gstematic consumption of indigenous territories,
which is now in course in the Latin American regishould be a priority of the first and maximum erd
in the EM and the HRC, and the other human rigrdars of the UN?

Fourth, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights (IACtHR)d the UN have long connected the
exercise of the right of FPIC in the territorialntext to the capacity of indigenous people to s

All 84 members of the two governing councils (Cdbs) of the Zenu Peoples of Colombia individually
and collectively assert their concurrence with thaper and the Protocol Campaign. The Zenu of
Cérdoba are struggling against an imminent thréaktinction due to territorial deprivation, docunted

by the Constitutional Court of Colombia, among otiésee Annex.

12 saramaka(IACtHR 2007),supra,n. 8; Articles 33, 62 American Convention on HunRights, (ACHR) "Pact of San José",
Costa Rica, Organization of American States (O&3)November 1969. All Latin American nations excépba have ratified
the ACHR. Article 33 of this treaty stipulates tinéer-American Court and Commission are the orgainish are competent with
respect to matters concerning states’ “fulfilmeith@ commitments” made by them as signatoriebeéditeaty. The Court has
reiterated that indigenous people free prior afokined consent is a prerequisite for the explatatf territories through large
scale operations or other projects that infringenuheir cultural, economic, social or physicahdal. SaramakgIACtHR
2007),supran.8. The internal legal orders of Latin American statksost universally place human rights treatiestaed
decisions of the organs authorized to interpretritat a supra-legal, constitutional or supra-ctutginal level, standing above
contradictory ordinary law that is now used illdgab pave an unfettered flow of takings of indiges territories. For an
introduction to the subject matt&ee Comparative Constitutional Studies, Georgetowivehsity, Political Database of the
Americas, Norms on Foreign Relations <http://pdeargetown.edu/Comp/Estado/relaciones.html>

13 Seesupra,note 7.

1 UNDRIP articles 41, 42.

15 UNDRIP, Preamble par, 7.

16 Seesupra,n. 8;

7 Corte Constitucional de Colombia, Auto 004, MP MenCepeda Espinosa Ecepeda, 1 enero 2009, Coamsitees 2.4.5;
Corte Constitucional de Colombia, Auto 382, MPsnJGarlos Henao Pérez, Nilson Pinilla y Luis Ernasaogas Silva, 10
diciembre de 2010; Corte Constitucional de Col@anhuto 174, MP Luis Ernesto Vargas Silva, 9 ag@&11. See also,



Fifth, the majority of Latin American member states,akieg with their own institutional structures of
the Rule of Law, as well as their internal juriditéerarchies in the field of human rights, legisla
decree, regulate and adjudicate in order to prokiile Right to Consent and keep open state acoess t

indigenous territories for commercial and publipleitation.

Sixth, Indigenous peoples throughout Latin America, eisérg their civil and political rights, who seek
to assert and exercise their right to FPIC, andtamitantly, their right to survive as ethnic peaplare
everywhere violently repressed in response by mestages, harassed dangerously and injuriously, and
maliciously prosecuted. Therefore indigenous peo@es deserving and in need of comprehensive
protection from the Human Rights System of the &thiNations.

SeventhUp to dozens of uncontrolled, violent conflictsstxand are ongoing within each country in

nations throughout Latin America; they centre amftbrced exploitation of indigenous territories.

Eighth. At the heart of these conflicts lies preciselg grohibition of the exercise of the Right to Free,
Prior and Informed Consent, and the endangermettteo$urvival of ethnic indigenous peoples, as such
The region is thus replete with situations of tlighkst order of urgency. The breadth of the crisis
indigenous territorial human rights requires theogmition of the HRC the EM in order to be the abje
of a truly proportionate response, and action itoeat with the mandates of these two organs, ansetho
of the other human rights organs of the UN. Fom@a on 28 February 2016, one study reportedithat
Argentina alone, 200 conflicts between indigencarsmunities and the state exist at presént.

Ninth. The capacity of Indigenous Peoples to meaningfadisticipate, freely and effectively in decisions
that affect them is suffocated by the authorityt tetate members reserve for themselves to, on all
occasions, oblige the exploitation, occupation appropriation of indigenous territories. In thistext

of coercion, there is nothing “free” about a P@onsultation, which in those states that practickeads

to the forcible loss and/or environmental transfation of ancestral and traditional larids.

Organizacion Nacional Indigena de Colombia (ONI@@ntidad cultural en peligro de extincig®013)
<http://rostroindigena2013.bligoo.com/identidadtaral-en-peligro-de-extincion#.VuVxeJwrLIU>

18200 conflictos indigenas permanecen sin resolvekrgentina,Servicios de Comunicacion Intercultural Servindima, Per
< http://www.servindi.org/actualidad-noticias/28/2216/200-conflictos-indigenas-permanecen-sin-kesebn-argentina>

19 See, for example, in Peru, Article 15, Ley deddbo a la Consulta Previa a los Pueblos Indige@riginarios Reconocido
en el Convenio N° 169 de la Organizacion Internaalidel Trabajo. Ley No. 29.785 de 23 agosto 2@IPeruanob
septiembre 2011, article 23.1, Decreto Supremo0d-2012-MC, Presidente de la Republica de PerglaRento de la Ley N°

29785, Ley del Derecho a la Consulta Previa a leb®s Indigenas u Originarios reconocido en eM@nio 169 de la



Tenth. Indigenous peoples in Latin American countries foethese reasons, trapped in the position of
having to choose between 1) the loss of the teigikdhat sustain their existence as ethnic pepplg} or

physical and criminal repression.

Eleventh. For the reasons statettie undersigned individuals, peoples and organizains ask for
direct representationin the human rights organs and all forums of the IRC, EM and the Office of
the High Commission on Human Rights) and in thic®fof the Secretary General of the UN, Ban Ki-
Moon, in accord with the Resolution of the Genegkatembly of the UN in Article 31 of the Final
Document of the World Conference on Indigenous Rspmsuch that human, technical and financial
resources may be made available to intervene igribes and systematic violation of the human rigiits

indigenous peoples taking place in a recognizgibnal crisis.

Twelfth. The undersigned individuals, peoples and orgamizatrequest that the EM, in concert with the
HRC and the Office of the Secretary General of the, take action according to their respective
mandates, to use Preventative Diplomacy, Mediafidalogue and Cooperation, and, if state violence
cannot thus be contained, peacekeeping forces, thatdhey: 1) cooperate closely with Indigenous
Peoples and Organizations; 2) respond to the huights emergencies that affect the region; 3) axidre
the gross and systematic human rights violationgdarse and issue recommendations to UN state
members reflecting the appropriate level of grawtjich implicates the disappearance of ethnic peopl
for the economic gain of state apparatuses, aragedportional action; in order to 4) detain anevent
these ongoing violations, and %hat, in accord with their mandate under UNDRIP, that they pro-
actively and firmly support the efforts of indigenaus peoples to realize the universal

institutionalization of the exercise of the right b Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC)

Thirteenth. The institutionalization of Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) by indigenous
peoples and their representative requires and is étled to the support and safeguard of the
Secretary General of the United Nations, the HRChe EM and the other human rights organs of
the UN, including the General Assembly?

Fourteenth. Many peoples and organizations today, every dagthee more, support a National Plan, in
their countries, and an International Plan in theedicas, to institutionalize the exercise of FPiGugh
peaceful, democratic and legal means, through itiative arising from Indigenous Peoples themselves

Organizacion Internacional del Trabajo (OIE),Peruano3 abril 2012.. En Chile, Article 3, Decreto 66;0&dimiento de la
Consulta Indigena en Virtud del Article 6 N° 1 lae&) y N° 2 del Convenio N° 169 de la Organizadiiernacional de Trabajo,
Santiago, Chile, Vigencia 4 marzo 2014.

22 UNDRIP articles 41, 42.



and their representative organizations. It is lkesbthat this shall be done according to 1) tightriof
indigenous peoples to make decisions by meanseaf dwvn representative organizations, 2) the right
determine their own course of development, 3) tightrto self-determination, and 4) the right to

permanently control their territories, natural ieses and waters, among other fundamental rights.

In each Latin American country indigenous peopke umdertaking to create amdigenous Protocol on

the Taking of Decisions on Matters Affecting theirPeoples, Territories, Resources and Waters, in
Accord with the Principles of Free Consentlt is universally resolved that tHadigenous Protocol
shall follow the letter of the law of internationtaiman rights, and most centrally the right to ,figor

and informed conseft. It is resolved that in every country 1) no devetemt or investment project or
other work that affects indigenous territories epples shall be authorized absent compliance \igh t
requirements of the Indigenous Protocol; 2) no tiagon between indigenous peoples or a state shall
take place regarding such projects or works withth& presence of International Human Rights
Monitors; 3) nor shall any negotiation take pladéheut the presence of a court reporter and notary

public, and in fulfilment of the remaining requirents of the Protocol.

Indigenous peoples request the support, accompaniamel protection of the human rights organs and
organs responsible for the realization of indigenpeoples’ human rights, as well as that of tHec@®bf

the Secretary General of the UN and the UN High @@sioner on Humans in this effort to implement
the UNDRIP and follow the direction provided by térld Conference on Indigenous Peoples, which
indicates that indigenous peoples and their reptaSee organizations are to collaborate directithw

United Nations organs and offices.

Fifteenth. Despite thenational and international legality of the initiagi described in the Fourteenth
paragraph of this statement, Indigenous People®agdnizations who are organizing this initiatieauf
for their security of their physical integrity iha organizational phase just as in the phase otiskeg
their international and constitutional rights, dhdy reiterate their petition for direct represéotain the
EM, the HRC, and the office of the Secretary Gahef the UN, and affirmative support in the fori o
Preventive Diplomacy, Mediation, Dialogue and @a@tion, and if this is not sufficient to detatate

violence, peacekeeping forces

Sixteenth. The subscribing individuals and indigenous pe®@ad organizations have asked for the
protection of the human rights organs and the effitthe Secretary General Ban Ki-moon, because the
do not feel secure in their persons, with respedheir physical integrity, nor in the integrity tieir

homes, or communities, because of their aspiratiorexercise the rights enshrined in the UNDRIP and

21 Seesupra,n. 8.



the rights established by the Inter-American SystégniHuman Rights, which is the law within their
nations, and to exercise these rights, without &dareprisals from the state. They petition thait
situation be duly taken into account, and that ppr@priate response be afforded in the intereshef
exercise of human rights, in the dire context incwvhindigenous peoples find themselves, and in the
interest of preventing the tragic loss of moreiteries each day, and the loss of the exercisdl of the
fundamental human rights that goes with thzrm.

1I. Recommendations for the Modification of the Mandateof the EM
Part A

What are the most valuable aspects of the current andate of the Expert Mechanism (EM)

on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples?

From our perspective, the most valuable aspedieottrrent mandate of the EM is disect connection
with the HRC, in order to assist this organ to utilize all betpowers and resources it has at its
disposition to intervene in the regional and woiltkvcrises that are leading to the disappearande an

crippling debilitation of indigenous ethnic peoples

The HRC has a unique combination of composition amahdate: it is responsible for preventing and
responding to human rights violations, on the omedh while on the other, it is composed of 47 Membe
States of the UN.

This double identity, as 1) human rights organ, &hctouncil of states, is singular and has a very
particular importance for the present mandate efEM, and for the interests and needs of indigenous

peoples.

Why is this double nature, state and human rigtdtchvguard, so important for indigenous peoples?
Because it combines 1) the duty to ensure compottwéh international human rights, with 2) the
appreciation of, or indeed the sharing of the semtits that are common to all states. These indlhele
perspective based aaal politique the sense of sovereignty, territorial and otheonemic practices and
needs — similar, perhaps, to those manifested dgsstthat today are devastating indigenous peoples

across Latin America and the world.

Therefore it is paramount that the Expert Mechanisnindigenous Rights (EM) fully and completely

inform the HRC and make specific and proportionateosals tdhis organin particular.



One might take a cynical view, and conclude thatH#RC, being composed of states, will not dignify
indigenous peoples with a proportionate or adegreatponse to the crisis they face in the world,toor
their urgency in the need to preserve their taigtothrough the plenary and firm exercise of ightrto

free, prior and informed consent.

Conversely, indigenous peoples may place confidentlee organs of human rights of UN, specifically
in the EM, under its current mandate, believingt thawill successfully and fully inform and make
appropriate recommendations to the HRC, and tlatHtBR will take the appropriate and commensurate
actions from a human rights perspective. Thusay be believed that the 47 UN state members of the
HRC will exercise their powers to respond to thises confronted by indigenous, and that the trginin
and subsequent utilization of faculties derivechfriis relationship with the ME will make the HRC
precisely the body that is most suited to, in turajn, as per its own mandate, the remaining 147
member states of the UN. This would, of necessityaliraining in d&New Form of Thinking for the
Modern Nation State This new, informed kind of national attitude waube oriented toward
definitively concluding all policies that lead tbet rapid or gradual extinction of indigenous ethnic
groups through the illegal seizure of their teriée. This is the highest and most urgent potential
that lies within the existing mandate of the ExpertMechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

(EM). However, our recommendations on changes to # mandate also speak to this urgent end.

The current mandate of the EM corresponds to tted wieed of indigenous peoples to successfully
communicate with these contemporary nation stdtas ¢dompose the HRC, and who therefore are
leaders in the field of human right with responrgibs as such, in order to construct a NEarm of
Thinking for the Modern Nation States. With adequate education, New Thinking State would
commit to preserving indigenous peoples, and imway, prevent their disappearance. It is neceseary
change collective consciences, their collectivésallosophies, and self-concepts in the Twentystir

Century.

It is necessary to this end that the EM emphasiad,revitalize, above all, in the consciences atfest
The Guiding Ethical Principles of Our Civilization. These are singularly forgotten and overturned in

the case of Indigenous Peoples:

In political economics, it is ethically fundamentaht it is not permissible to base economic

growth of a majority on the systematic devastatiba minority.

In the juridical orders of the world, it has longam soundly established that the exercise of
discretional sovereignty terminates at the poinésgtthe violation of human rights begins; there

is emphatically no exception when the victims adigenous peoples, collectively or otherwise.

10



It is the responsibility of every state to haveudd &nd detailed knowledge of all indigenous

human rights in force, and to apply them to theetet

History is replete with models of comprehensiveeseignties that are shared and divided in
multiple and diverse fashions absent the violatibthe sovereignty of anyone.

Indigenous peoples face a wall of discriminationhis subject matter, where the theme

is discarded as anathema.

Today, it is no longer sustainable for a state se the term “sovereign” as though the
connotation were so sacred that it justified thecdd displacement of peoples from their

territories and the ruination of their lands.

Therefore, States, in order to put an end to a badyage of territories and peopleaust come to
accept the territorial concept of Free, Prior and hformed Consent, and take full moral cognizance
of the direct relationship of this concept to socia economic, cultural and physical survival of
indigenous people$’ Therefore they must accept responsibility for theile in depriving ethnic

minorities their right to survive, and must procéednake changes from that point.

The EM is capable, under its current mandate, twvige comprehensive information and form the
appropriate recommendations to the 47 UN membéesstaf the HRC, so that they may come to hold
this New Perspective of Modern Nation States, anithe HRC, following its own mandatenay launch

its own education program regarding the rights of mdigenous peoples regarding the relevant
states among those remaining among the 147 in thé\U

PART B

How can the Expert Mechanism’s role in assisting &tes to monitor, evaluate and improve

the achievement of the ends of the Declaration b&angthened?

The majority of UN member states in the Latin Aroari region expressly opposed to the paradigmatic
concept embodied by the UNDRIP, which is free cohséth respect to matters affecting territorieheT
President of Ecuador, Rafael Correa, in the 42ndez¢ Assembly of the Organization of American
States (OAS) in Cochabamba, Bolivia on June, 26t®rted the representatives of the OAS’s 34 states

that the Right to Consent as defined by the la H¥twas a “very serious,” and “illegitimate,” “raodil

% sentencigsaramakapars. 81, 86, 90, 91, 10R20-123, 126-129, 139-141, 146, 148, 155, 157, 198(a), 194(c) y
194(e). Points of Decision 5, 7 ySaramaka Interpretatiompars. 17, 32 n. 17, 37, 43.

11



[ IT]

and irresponsible” “affront to national sovereignt*® The Law on the Right to Prior Consultation of
Peru, and Chile’s Decree No. 66 on Prior Consuaitaith Chile, as well as the Constitutional Tribuimal

Peru, for example, prohibit the right to cons&nt.

In order to be effective in promoting the exeraidehe rights contained in the UNDRIP, the EM ius
directly confront the fact that a fundamental disegnent exists between the UN and member states in

this regard, at least in the Latin American regemmg the ME must search for a means to resolve it.

As a multitude of studies have demonstrated, wheligénous peoples lose their territories, theydose

their cultural, economic, and social rights as vaslitheir physical integrity, and not merely thaiht to
property.

Therefore the majority of the rights enshrinedhia UNDRIP depend on the resolution of this problem.

The diplomatic tactic of concluding agreements asyesubjects and delaying those that are diffifaills
thoroughly and is not suited to this context. Iinecessary to place Free Conskrst on the list of

priorities.
For suggestions on this point, see Parts Il andtibve.

It is Recommended that the mandate of the Expert Mehanism (EM) be expanded (1) thematically;
(2) with respect to the subjects who are assisted¢/lit, (3) organizationally, (4) with respect to he

composition of the ME

(1) The thematic expansion of the mandate of the EM
a. Searching for Alternatives and Being Truthful with Respect to the Political

Economy

The EM would increase its real world impact ifilsindate would embrace thematic studies in a broader
ambit than subjects traditionally encompassed byfighd of human rights. We refer to subjects widoh
however, directly cause and enable the violationushan rights contained in UNDRIP and human rights
law in force in Latin America. These would be cogiwe studies undertaken with states who maintain
that they “need” to exploit indigenous territortessafeguard their economies

An inherent, and well recognized, ethical prosaiptis present in such an assertion. Nonetheldss th

forms the basis of a powerful political argumerdttmationally and internationally, is used to ifysthe

2 presidente de la Republica de Ecuador Rafael Goer 2013 La 422 General Assembly of the Orgdpizatf American
States (OAS) Cochabamba, Bolivia, 4-6 June, 2&1Bitps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=097fat1hkXA>

% Seesupra,n. 19.

12



continuous devastation of indigenous territoriehierEfore, on the basis of 1) research, and 2)
collaboration with states, the EM and the HRC caddrdinate with states in such a manner thatsstate
could re-organize their political economics, saasure them of integral human rights violationkisTis

to say, these bodies could undertake to find wayerove the presumed need to continuously consume

indigenous territories and count this as a pecyri@ator in the assets of the states.

It falls to the responsibilities of the human rigldrgans to help states to find alternatives thatnat

attached to the consumption of indigenous tradii@md ancestral territories.

From a realist’s point of view, this is the only wa to help states to monitor, evaluate and improve
the achievement of the ends of the UNDRIP, and tonplement its paradigmatic doctrine of free,

prior and informed consent.

Let us not forget the case of Colombia. Its Natidtan for Development (PND) for 2010-2014, “foeth
reduction of poverty, increased employment, andursty¢ planned broadly for the use of indigenous
territories, especially for the extractive indussti The PND called these industries “engines of the

economy”, and stated the “environmental risks” niestindertakefr.

For the 4 year period of the PND, energy geneamati@s projected to increase 588%, access to
hydrocarbons 335%, petroleum production 79%, gaslymtion 78%, oil and gas pipelines 70%, coal
51%, and gold 51%2°

However for the same 4 years, the PND projectestiaation of poverty of only 1.2%, and a reductién o

indigence of only 1%’

The “economic-moral argument” fails completely, amel are before the bald political strategy to @eat
private and/or sectoral non-urgent economic grosrihthe basis of destroying existing ethnic groups.
This profanes principles of modern civilizationetbnited Nations Charter, the Universal Declaratb
Human Rights, and the body of human rights instntsxdeemed elemental since the World War Il era.

b. The Rule of Law, Indigenous Rights, and lllegal “lav” that Facilitates the Taking of
Territories

25 ey Nacional 1450 de 16 junio 2011, Por la cuabsgide el Plan Nacional de Desarrollo, 2010-2®*ésperidad para todos.
Presidente de la Republica, Juan Manuel Santos@adMinisterio de Hacienda y Crédito Publico. Breépmento Nacional de
Planeacién. Bogota D.C. Colombia. 201https://www.dnp.gov.co/pnd/pnd20102014.aspkomo IlI. p. 565. (PND Colombia
2010-14)

2 PND Colombia 2010-14, Tomo II. p. 566.
27 PND Colombia 2010-14, Tomo II. p. 565.
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Another critical thematic subject matter suitalleatd to the sphere of the EM’s mandate, which Ishou
serve as a basis for action on the part of the HREstudies of national legal systems, laws amchsof
diverse natures, as well as court decisions, whatftradict the law of indigenous and general human
rights that is in force in UN member states. Sugman rights law is in effect as a result of tresatieat
are ratified, as well as other sources of inteomati law, and constitutional rights, all of whichea
conferred by the internal legal order with, supgall, constitutional or supra-constitutional rafkese
rights, according to the structure of the ruleaf | in states throughout Latin America, should ssgee

any inferior norms that contradict them.

However, what one finds in Latin American membattest is a proliferation of ordinary norms of every
kind: legislation, decrees, ordinances, adjudicatémd de facto acts of the highest public auttesrithat
are all illegally directed to deliver access to #gtate to exploit, occupy and appropriate indigsnou
territories freely and at its discretion in a pegad consumption that is written into the politieglonomic
script (see section above). This propagatiorachenation of innumerable laws in great varietghsas
forestry, mining, hydrocarbons, agriculture, enmirtent, land use, title to property, indigenous fign
indigenous affairs, prior consultation, commeraghliz contracts, sovereign prerogative, just to ean
few, do not only stand in stark contradiction t@ thules contained in UNDRIP, they also stand in

violation of the “hard law” of indigenous peoplasnman rights in force.

It is recommended that through complementary coliation with the UN Special Rapporteur on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples (Special Rapportend) the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Peoples
Rights (Permanent Forum) that the EM, be familigthwhis juridical panorama in a detailed manner,
with respect to each state it deals with, and asgion-wide phenomenon. This is necessary, state by
state, and region-wide, to understand the whollyemched and fully institutionalized manner in whic
the systematic and gross taking of indigenoustteies is built into the myriad details of the pament
civic frameworks of states in Latin America. Newviain furtherance of these objectives come into

existence every de.

Through this constant manufacture of laws genegdtiee access to indigenous land, there is created
structural inversion of the rule of law, the rufdaw is selectively abandoned in any subject thathes

upon Free State access to indigenous territorieshio taking by the state. Any realistic approagh t
dialogue with states and collaborate with statesrigler to “assist” them “to monitor, evaluate and
improve the achievement of the ends of the Dedtaratnust be informed in specific terms of the hard

% See, e.g. J.C. Ruiz Molleda, "Los paquetazos amélies no son normas aisladas, son parte de snaaridea” Servicios en

Comunucaciones Interculturales Servindi, Lima, P&&inoviembre 2015
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legal and regulatory framework that already exists the ground, in effect but illegally from a
constitutional and human rights perspective, ination of indigenous rights. As stated this pattern
reaches into scores of regulatory fields, andigdated daily as we speak. These systems of law
deliberately form a regulatory pipeline to accasd spoil indigenous territory at will, which in tuforms

a key-stone to national political economies. Acrtiss region a systematic violation of indigenous
peoples’ fundamental right to exist and to theiritery is institutionalized and must be undoneoider

to implement UNDRIP and implement indigenous humigints.

(2) The expansion of the mandate of the EM with respecto its Subjects: the need of
Indigenous Peoples for direct and autonomous represtation, and direct and

autonomous assistance in human rights matters

In accord with the recommendations made in thel&MBonference on Indigenous Peoples, adopted by
the UN General Assembly in 203%4the new mandate of the EM should authorize it tealy assist,
support and represent Indigenous Peoples and réqmiesentative organizations, in order to effetfive
fulfil its responsibility to effectuate the plenangplementation of the UNDRIP and the effectivereise

of the rights contained therein. Please see inrdgard, Part Ill, the Eleventh and Sixteenth payalgs.

As has been detailed above, in the Latin Americagion, ignoring and failing to apply the law of
indigenous human rights, in a highly directed dimaratory violation of their own rule of law, natio
states build legal structures that outlaw the emitice of UNDRIP, the right to free prior and imfad
consent. Nation states premise their political ecgies on the consumption of indigenous territond a

undergird this with a network of illegal laws thmtrvade the legal systems.

Indigenous peoples who exercise civic and politiggits, aspiring to the right of consent, whiclisexas
hard law within their jurisdiction, are violentlyugpressed and maliciously prosecuted. Indigenous
peoples are afraid of their states, pursuing tbeirse politically leads them to feel and be unsatbe

security of their persons homes and communities.

It cannot rationally be expected that Indigenougpies rely on member states to represent theirdsit®
in dialogues with the UN concerning UNDRIP or thker indigenous human rights that are violated in a

highly institutionalized, well thought out, and ¢dsle manner by those states.

(3) The expansion of the organizational mandate of thEM: its coordination with the Inter-

American System of Human Rights

2 Ver, supra,n. 4, par. 33.
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The Organization of American States (OAS), accaydmArticle 1 of its Charter, a “regional agency”
“within the United Nations.”™® Therefore, according to articles 41 and 42 of ti¢DRIP, it is its
obligation to provide technical assistance and rotiesource to achieve the plenary and effective
implementation of the UNDRIP, including its paradigtic right to consent. The right to free, priodan
informed consent is also hard law in the nationkaiin America by action of the Inter-American Cour
of Human Rights’

With respect to the mandate of the EM, collaboratidth the Inter-American Court and Commission on
Human Rights and the OAS’s Rapporteur on the Rightadigenous Peoples would create significant
advantages and would serve to realize the goasmefv initiative that exists between the UN and the
OAS. This initiative is directed precisely at thecentral problem that confronts indigenous rights:
the systematic non-application by states of humarights legally in force in their jurisdictions.

On the 19th of November of 2014, a new accord welsbcated between the United Nations High
Commissioner on Human Rights (HCHR), Zeid Ra'adHAissein, and the President of the Inter-
American Commission on Human Rights (IACmmHR, Tr&opinson. The compact was directed at the
problem of the practical implementation of rightihin states, themselvé&They announced: “We are
concerned about resistance by certain individuahtttes towards the regional system and urge alSOA
member States to abide by their responsibilityuiopsrt the Inter-American Commission by complying
with its decisions.” President Robinson statedar‘@lliance is therefore crucial to strengthening mle

in helping States to meet their human rights olitiges and victims to enjoy their rights™

This resolution corresponds exactly to the probtkat is paralysing advances in indigenous peoples’
territorial human rights, marked as being of thghkist level of urgency by the UNDRIP, as well a&s th
full spectrum of human rights. This is the non-ierpentation of indigenous human right and UNDRIP.
As stated, this occurs not only as a matter of, faat through a proliferation of laws, decrees,rtou
decisions, and executive actions of the highesellevhich seek to directly block the exercise of
indigenous rights and achieve this end.

30 Article 1, Charter of the Organization of Americatates (OAS), OEA A-41, 119 UNTS 3, 30 April 1948force: 13
December 1951. (OAS Charter).

3L UNDRIP, Articles 10, 11, 19, 28, 29 32.

32 press Release 137/14, 19 November 2014. Interiéare€ommission on Human Rights (IACMmHR), repréeseiy its
President, Tracy Robinson and its Executive Seyrelanilio Alvarez Icaza Longoria, the Office dfet High Commissioner on
Human Rights of the United Nations, representetfligh Commissioner Ra'ad Al Hussein.
<http://www.oas.org/es/cidh/prensa/comunicados/2l8Aasp>

33 |bid.

16



The mandate of the High Commissioner calls uporofiise to coordinate and streamline resources and
efforts in human right¥' Therefore, it is reasonable that the Inter-AmeriSgstem should benefit from
the expertise and resources of the EM in its efftotrealize the objectives of the new Accord. Une
would also benefit from such a collaboration: théet/American system is a repository of a body of
jurisprudence and doctrine in indigenous rightst tisavery large, very detailed and exceedingly
meritorious. This could enrich the expertise of tingans working in this subject matter in the UNd a

thereby throughout the world.

Nonetheless, this highly valuable normato@pusis, precisely not implemented, in large part in the
Latin American states, and surely deserve to beolject of the new Accord between the UN and the
OAS.

Therefore, the IACMMHR and the OAS Rapporteur,ha mark of this Accord and the new mandate of
the EM, should be afforded all of the human, techlieducational and other resources the UN Human
Rights System can bring to them to give real effedthin nations, to the rights of indigenous pespl
established in the Inter-American body of norms.

(4) The expansion of the composition of the EM

Do you have any comments or suggestions concernitfte composition and working methods of

the Expert Mechanism?

It is recommended that the EM add to its compasitnaligenous persons who have necessary expertise
to 1) undertake the work recommended in the prdpofea the thematic expansion of the EM'’s

mandate, and 2) to undertake the organizationidhpmiation with the Inter-American System.

Additional Members of the EM suitable to the Recommnded Thematic and Organizational

Expansions of the EM

Expert in political economics and alternatives to drge scale investment and development plans
executed on virgin territories

It is recommended that a person of indigenous eitigribe added to the EM who is expert in political
economy and development. The function of this pergould be to strengthen the current capacity ef th
EM to assist states to cleanse their politicaheogies from agendas built on the presuppositiahthe

intention to consume indigenous territories throumtestment and development plans without taking in

account the indigenous and UNDRIP right to freéprpand informed consent. This would require a

% Resolution A.G. 1994 A/RES/48/141.
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capability to propose alternate models. This walgb require a close collaboration with other mermbe

of the ME, the Special Rapporteur and the PermafRentm in order to have a profound knowledge of
the relationship between such projects and therwdgsin of indigenous peoples and the violation of
human rights. SesupraPart IV. B. 1 (a).

Expert in General Law and Human Rights in the Natims of the Americas, and the Inter-American
System of Human Rights

As is stated in Part IV. B. Zupra,on the 19th of November of 2014, an Accord was nisteeen the
UN High Commissioner on Human Rights (HCHR), ZRBid'ad Al Hussein and the President y of the
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACmmHRJjacy Robinsoi® The focus of this
common undertaking was “resistance by certain iddal countries” to implement Inter-American
human rights® As is described in Part IV. B. 1 (Isupra,what one finds in Latin American countries is
a great and varied network of ordinary law and detd actions that are designed to afford states
unfettered access to indigenous territories asyreadnomic resources for steady consumption, which
directly contradict the rights of UNDRIP and theaftl law” of Inter-American human rights in legal

effect within those countries,

It has also been emphasized that there would baahbenefits to a collaboration between the ME and
the HRC and the IACmmHR in an undertaking to sethweeeffective and real application, rather thamn th

merely formal one, of the human rights of the twstems in the countries of the region.

Secondly, it has been indicated that with respetiatin America, any effort by the EM to “assisafgts

to monitor, evaluate and improve the achievemernthefends of the Declaration” requires an expert
understanding of the real legal panorama withimtdes, because indigenous human rights are undercu
and obstructed by laws in mining, forestry, hydrboas, land titles, Prior Consultation, and mangngn
more areas, as well as in regulatory decrees aliciglidecisions. These masses of law, found widmip
given country, not on directly contradict the fundantal principles of UNDRIP, and the human rights o
indigenous peoples, they also selectively bringndsuthe very structure of the Rule of Law, andati

in a grave and systematic manner the human rightsligenous peoples. This is capped by the sekecti

violation of the civil and political rights of ingenous peoples who seek to take on these issues.

3 Seesupra,n. 32.

36 Seesupra,n. 32.
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Therefore it is necessary the ME have a personisvhapable of dealing with the details of interlegal
systems of countries in the region and also dea detailed manner with the Inter-American human

rights system.

Annex — Endorsements

222 Supporters of the Recommendations on Modifiogtito the Mandate of the Expert

Mechanism on Indigenous Rights and to the HumahtRiGouncil of the United Nations & The

Indigenous Protocol

A. Categories of Supporters:

1) Leaders of indigenous representative orgamiaati
2) Eighty-four (84) members of 2 Councils (Cabildad the Zen( Indigenous Peoples of Cérdoba
Colombia, each of the 84 sign both their individaadl collegiate capacities
3) Endorsement from fourteen (14) representatidgganous organizational associations and commasnitie
of Bolivia
4) Endorsements from NGOs and NGO project workadigenous media, and others working in matters
related to indigenous peoples
5) Persons in support, indigenous; non-indigenous
B. Distribution of supporters by country and indiges peoples.
Argentina: Diaguita, Quechua, Mapuche, Chichas, Qom, TobahiMBolivia: Ayllu , Aymara, Cahua Chirapaca
Churiaqui Chufiavi Coromata Qhana Pukara Kurmi, fiarf&napaya, TujuydBrazil: Guarani, Guarani-kaingang,
Matis/Matses;Chile: Mapuche;Colombia: Ayupel, Chibcha, Nacion Yanakuna Chinkays, Puebtaligenas de
Narifio y de los Pastos, Tocarema, Zeligminican Republic: Taino, Arakuyo TainoEcuador: Kichwa
Amazédnica, Pueblo Kichwa de Rukulladi#€xico: Coahuilteco, Nahua, Tahp'pilam, RaramBerd: Awajun,

Quechua, Harakbut, Kukama, Naciéon Aymara, Shuapilsh Shipibo-Konibo, Wampi¥enezuela:Wayau
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10.

11.

1) Lideres de organizaciones representativas endig

Félix Diaz; La Primavera, Potae Napogna NavogomBea, Argentina; pueblo indigena; Qom; Cacique,
Comunidad Qom Potae Napocna Navogoh.

Hugo Tacuri, Ayacucho, Peru; pueblo indigena: Canchncha- Chuschi. Presidente, Conferderacion de
Nacionalidades Indigenas del Pert (CONAIP).

Luis Alberto Castro Lépez; Ancash, Perl; Represgrtde la Comunidad Campesina de Conchucos,
Provincia de Pallasca, Region Ancash, Peru.

Beatriz Bautista Bautista, La Paz, Bolivia, Pudbidigena; Ayllu Portada Corapata, Pucarani; Abogada
licenciada, Equipo Técnico Qhana Pukara Kurmi; @m#\mawtico de Justicia, Marka Patamanta,
Provincia Los Andes, Departamento La Paz, BoliMiacion Aymara.

Miguel Luis Tayori Kendero; Choymara, Madre de DidBerl; pueblo indigena : Harakbut;
Representante De la Organizacion Indigena Consmjakdut Yine Matsigenka-Coharyima

Juyashi Apushana; Maracaibo, Venezuela; puebldgémd: Waylu; Ave Samuro, Organizacion
Maikiralasallii.

Flor Maria Solano; Cérdoba, Colombia, pueblo indége Ayupel; Gobernadora Cabildo Indigena Rural
Zenu, Las Delicias, Colombia; Gobernadora del @abindigena Vereda Aguas Claras Comunidad
Zenu, Colombia

Wayra Chaski, Cauca, Colombia, Nacién Yanakuna Kalys, Representante del Consejo Regional
Indigena de Cauca, Colombia

Néstor Cuayla; Moquegua, Peru; pueblo indigenacidtaAymara, Presidente Frente de Defensa de
Chilota Moquegua del Peru

Elmer Aldemar Ruano Arias, Los Pastos, ColombigyrBsentante del Consejo Mayor de los Pueblos
Indigenas de Narifio y de los Pastos, Colombia

Lucia Impreno, Los Pastos, Colombia; Represem@mios Maestros Indigenas de los Pastos, Colombia
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Jorge Felipe Shimbucat Taish, Lima, Per(, pualdiégena: Shipibo, Ministerio Publico, Fiscalialae

Nacion, Lima, Péru.

Ariel Calfucura; La Plata, Argentina; pueblo indige: Mapuche; Cacique de la Comunidad Mapuche
“General Juan Calfucura”
Don Juan Calfucura; Buenos Aires Argentina, puéfidligena : Mapuche; Cacique Pueblo Mapuche

Comunidad Indigena El Palmar, Tocarema, Germarrimh

2) Eighty-four (84) members of 2 Councils (Cabildag the ZenuU Indigenous Peoples of

Cordoba Colombia, each of the 84 sign both thelividual and collegiate capacities

a) Cabildo (Vereda Aguas Claras, Comunidad Indigéwapel Zend, Cdrdoba,

Colombia

Julio Cesar Vergara Borja; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colani@omunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Leonardo Francisco Ortega; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colam@iomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Diocelina Maria Sierra; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colomif@munidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Kevin Johana Osorio Menco; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colankiomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda

Aguas Claras
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Kevin Johana Osorio Menco; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colankiomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

David Jerénimo Ortega; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombiam@nidad Indigena Zen(, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

David Jerénimo Ortega; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombiam@nidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Manuel Jerénimo Ortega; Ayapel, Coérdoba, Colomi@amunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Pablo Antonio Meza; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombia; Caidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Jeneth Enrique Martinez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColomB@nunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Ambrosio Madera Medina; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colomifmmunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Rafael Segundo Gonzalez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColomB@nunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Alfredo Miguel Aguas; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombia;manidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

José Primero Manchego; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombienihidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Diégenes de Jesus Alvarez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColamBomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Diégenes de JesUs Alvarez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColamBomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Carlos Augusto Videz; Ayapel, Cordoba, Colombianoidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas

Claras

22



33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

Ferney Rodrigo Aguas; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombiamGoidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Ambrosio José Rivera; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombiamGnidad Indigena Zen(, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Robinson Manuel Madera; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colomi@lamunidad Indigena Zenud, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Mdnica Milena Alvarez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombiayrGunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Juan Batista Madera; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombia; @udad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Edinson Rafael Lopez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombiamGoidad Indigena ZenU, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Edinson Rafael Lopez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombiamGoidad Indigena ZenU, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Pablo Francisco Sierra; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColomBanunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Aderbal Israel Oviedo; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombiantinidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Aderbal Israel Oviedo; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombianttinidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Humberto Manuel Aguas; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombi@m@nidad Indigena Zenud, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Alberto Rivera Baldovino; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombfaomunidad Indigena Zenud, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Maria Isabel Ortega Arcia; Ayapel, Cdrdoba, ColamiComunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo Vereda

Aguas Claras
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46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

Salustiano Lopez Rivera; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColomBiamunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Libardo José Contrera; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombiamGnidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Jairo de JesuUs Salcedo; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colontlmeyunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Elder de Jesus Torres; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombianidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Tereza de Jesus Gravito; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colontimunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas
Claras

Elvia Rosa Sierra Cuadrado; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColamBomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Julio Cesar Montiel Ortega; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Col@niComunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Wenceslao Garzén Aparicio; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Col@nomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Wenceslao Garzén Aparicio; Ayapel, Cordoba, Col@ni@omunidad Indigena Zenl, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Juan Carlos Alvarez Doria; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColaniZomunidad Indigena Zen(, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Juan Carlos Alvarez Doria; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColaniZomunidad Indigena Zen(, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Luis Javier Bravo Herrera; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColantComunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras

Mayoris Fabra Fabra; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombia; Goiad Indigena Zenl, Cabildo Vereda Aguas

Claras
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59.

60.

61

62.

63

Alberto Becerra Martinez; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colomhimomunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda
Aguas Claras
Eduin José Garavito Contreras; Ayapel, Cérdobagi@bla; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda

Aguas Claras

. José Manuel Miranda; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colombia; Guiclad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas

Claras
Santander Manuel Cuadrado; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColapBomunidad Indigena Zen(, Cabildo Vereda

Aguas Claras

. Augusto Manuel Ortega; Ayapel, Cordoba, Colombiam@nidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Vereda Aguas

Claras

b) Las Delicias Comunidad Indigena Ayapel Zend@ba, Colombia

123.  Never Antonio Vazquez Vega; Ayapel, Cordobalp@bia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias

125. Rubén Dario Espitia Domico; Ayapel, Cérdobalo@bia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias

126. Marcelina Vega Velazquez; Ayapel, Cérdoba,o@dlia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias

127. Lacides Gonzélez Gonzélez; Ayapel, Cérdobdgrtlma; Comunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo
Las Delicias

128. Estevana del Carmen Solano Elian; Ayapel, @iad Colombia; Comunidad Indigena Zend,
Cabildo Las Delicias

129. Nancy Edith Hernandez Delgado; Ayapel, Cérdabalombia; Comunidad Indigena Zend,
Cabildo Las Delicias

130. Harold David Calder6n Hernandez, Cérdoba, @bla; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las

Delicias
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131. José Albeiro Garcia Usma, Cdrdoba, ColomBiamunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias

132. Berta Pertuz Castro; Ayapel, Coérdoba, Colomkiamunidad Indigena Zenud, Cabildo Las
Delicias

133. José Rafael Sanchez Pérez; Ayapel, CérdothamBim; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias

134. Modesta del Carmen Viyadiego; Ayapel, CérdoBajombia; Comunidad Indigena Zend,
Cabildo Las Delicias

135. Patricia del Socorro Castro Delgado; AyapéltdGba, Colombia; Comunidad Indigena Zendu,
Cabildo Las Delicias

136. Ana Julia Diaz Torre; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColambComunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo Las
Delicias

137. Ledis Ezter Pacheco Castillo; Ayapel, Cérddbapmbia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias

138. Victor Gabriel Diaz Diaz; Ayapel, Cérdoba, @obia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias

139. Jonés Gabriel Diaz Hoyas; Ayapel, Cérdobaoi@bla; Comunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo Las
Delicias

140. Ana Francisca Medina Quifionez; Ayapel, Cérddbalombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenaq,
Cabildo Las Delicias

141. Yonairo Herrera Monterrosa; Ayapel, Cérdobalo@bia; Comunidad Indigena Zen(, Cabildo
Las Delicias

142. Osan Herman Hoyos Mejia; Ayapel, Cérdoba, @bla; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias

143. Mercedes de Jesls Dominguez Torres; AyapetioBa, Colombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu,

Cabildo Las Delicias
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144, Maria Hiliana Chima; Ayapel, Cérdoba, ColombGomunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo Las
Delicias

145. Maria de JeslUs Velazquez Vega; Ayapel, Cord@mombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu,
Cabildo Las Delicias

146. Francisco Antonio Solano; Ayapel, Cérdoba,oBtlia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias

147. Isaco Fernado Ramos Cuadrado; Ayapel, CoérdGlmombia; Comunidad Indigena Zend,
Cabildo Las Delicias

148. Katia del Socorro Garcia; Ayapel, Cérdoba,oBilia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias

149. Rosa Elvira Olivar Vergara; Ayapel, Cérdobaldtbia; Comunidad Indigena Zend, Cabildo
Las Delicias

150. Diana Sofia Velazquez Solano; Ayapel, Cérd@mombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias.

151. Gabriel José Velazquez Solano; Ayapel, Caddbolombia; Comunidad Indigena Zendq,
Cabildo Las Delicias.

152. Adolfo José Lopez Navarro; Ayapel, Cérdobalo@bia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias.

153. Sobeida Maria Rosario Reyez; Ayapel, CérdGlméombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias.

154. Maria Elva Navarro; Ayapel, Cérdoba, Colomb@gmunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias.

155.  Aldair David Solano Peralta; Ayapel, CérdoGajombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo
Las Delicias.

156. Uber Lain Solano Peralta; Ayapel, Cérdobao@bia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las

Delicias.
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157. Luis Alfredo Solano Peralta; Ayapel, CérdoBalombia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo

Las Delicias.

3) Endorsement from fourteen (14) representativikganous organizational associations and

communities of Bolivia

158. Yina Paola Solano Peralta; Ayapel, Cérdobdgi@bia; Comunidad Indigena Zenu, Cabildo Las
Delicias.
159. Asociacion de Organizaciones Indigenas QRakara Kurmi, El Alto, La Paz, Bolivia Comunidad
Ayllu Indigena Originario Chufavi, Provincia Los des, La Paz, Bolivia
160. Comunidad Indigena Originaria Campesina Tar&irniapaya Provincia Loayza, La Paz, Bolivia
161. Comunidad Indigena Originaria Coromata, BajawiRcia Umasuyus, La Paz, Bolivia
162. Comunidad Indigena Originaria Tujuyo Alto Provitios Andes La Paz, Bolivia
163.Comunidad Indigena Originaria Chirapaca, Provihos Andes, Batallas, La Paz, Bolivia
164.Comunidad Indigena Originaria Cahua Chico- ZongwviAcia Murillo, La Paz, Bolivia
165.Quinta Seccion Cairoma, Provincia Loayza, La Paa,5 Comunidades Aymaras, Bolivia
166.Canton Villa Lipe, Provincia Umasuyus, La Paz, Aymaolivia
167.Distrito Indigena Originario Campesino Kalaque, acdAymara, Provincia Umasuyus, La Paz, Bolivia.
168.Ayllu Indigena Originario Campesino Churiaqui, NatiAymana, Provincia Los Andes, La Paz, Bolivia
169.Comunidad Indigena Originaria Vilaque Huaripampagcifin Aymara, Provincia Los Andes, La Paz,
Bolivia
170.Comunidad Indigena Originaria Santa Ana, AymarayiRcia Los Andes, La Paz, Bolivia
171. Marka Patamanta, Provincia Los Andes, Departaméat Paz, Bolivia, Nacién Aymara, Consejo

Amawtico de Justicia
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4) Endorsements from NGOs and NGO project workadigenous media, and others

working in matters related to indigenous peoples

172.Carlos Alberto Heredia Neciosup, Distrito de lal®gProvincia de Callao, Perl, Amnistia Internaalp
Asociado Seccién Peruano, Docente Universario,ddesgal. Licenciado

173.Leonardo Tello Imaina, Nauta, Colombia; Puebldgeda Kukama de la Amazonia del Per(, zona Rio
Marafién; Dirigente , Radio Ucamara 98.7 FM Nautagto, Peru.

174.Eco de Nuestras Tierras, Santiago, CHiliario electronico medioambientalista. Encargaddanfiemar y
educar sobre conflictos socio/ Medioambientale€ldiée. Dirigente, sociéloga Claudia Umafia.

175.El Reverendo Luis Carlos Marrero Chasbar, La Hab@nha, Centro Oscar Arnulfo Romero-Cuba

176.Amalia Noemi Vargas; Salitre, Jujuy, Argentina; Bloelndigena: Comunidad Quechua, Nacién Chicha.
Comunicadora profesional en medios electréonicadiorg prensa en materia de cultura y derechos de
pueblos indigenas. Luchadora por los Derechos Hasaan

177.Alejandro Quiahuitl, Nahua (Azteca) y Tahp'pilanodhbuilteco), Austin, Tejas, EEUU, Red de
Comunidades Indigenas, Jornadas de Paz y Dignidad.

178.Samuel Pinedo Cauper; Ucayali, Per(; Pueblo imdige Shipibo-Konibo Amazénica del Peru;
Consultor, Rainforest Ecoversity Center, Consut@via sobre Areas Naturales Protegidas que afectan
las Comunidades Nativas del Peru

179.Francisco Javier Serna Chucuazuque; ComunidadctdibLos Chucuazuque, Colombia; Pueblo
indigena : Chibcha; Director, Proteccion Sociagalt de los Pueblos Indigenas en Colombia,
Chibchas, Muiscas, Sabana Cundiboyacense, Chiguazu

180.Rita Adela Narvaez Shiguango, Rukullacta, cantéchiiona, Napo Ecuador, Pueblo Indigena: Pueblo
Kichwa de Rukullacta; Coordinadora, Educacioeretltural Pueblo Kichwa de Rukullacta.

181.Albino Velazquez Cahuaza; Candingo, Condorcangeifl; Pueblo indigena: Wampis; Pueblo Centro

Poblado Candungos, Gerente Consultaria Social yidntdd para Comunidades Wampis y Awajun.
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182.Guiselle Padilla Sancho, lquitos-Loreto Perl, Ruelmdigena; ascendencia Quechua y Aymara,
ONG/ especialista desarrollo social y conservacion.

183.Roy Zimmerman; Salvador, Brasil; Instituto CultuBahsil, Italia, Europa, Presidente Honorario

184.Movimiento Ambientalista Ventanas por la Defensaa®ida, Santiago, Chile.Directora, sociéloga
Claudia Umafa.

185.Arnaldo Zenteno, S.J. Comunidades Eclesiales d& BGEB) Mesa de Profetismo y Compromiso
Ciudadano Managua, Nicaragua Comision de Soliddydaefensa de los Derechos Humanos AC

186.Comision de Solidaridad y Defensa de los Deredfioanos AC, Chihuahua, México Atencién a
Pueblos Raramuri de la Sierra Tarahumara, La Comisene poco menos de 28 afios trabajando al
servicio de los derechos de los pueblos indigeeda 8Sierra Tarahumara.

187.Asentamientos Tarahumares AC, Chihuahua, Asentaéosieharahumares AC Chihuahua, México.
Atencién a indigenas migrantes a la ciudad de Gihiha, México. La AC tiene ya 12 afios atendiendo a
los migrantes a la ciudad de Chihuahua y tiene coljetivo ofrecerles una vida digna en la ciudad si
perder su identidad étnica.

188.Francisco Rios Araya; Santiago, Chile; Latinoan@d; Colectivo En-hebra, artista, educador y artes
integradas, especialista en cultura y mitologidigena.

189.Paulina Brouin, Reserva Pacaya Samiria, Peru,ja&pearte cultural con jovenes Kukama

190.Fernando Rada Arteaga, El Alto, La Paz, Boliviguigo Técnico Qhana Pukara Kurmi, La Paz, Bolivia

191.John Kenny Ledezma, El Alto, La Paz, Bolivia, Emuilécnico Qhana Pukara Kurmi, La Paz, Bolivia

192.Fernando Ramirez Rios, Comunidad Paez, CorregimaeaitPalo Cauca, Colombia

5) Persons in support, indigenous and non-indigen
193.Fabian Oscar Libretti, Mar del Plata, ArgentinaeBlo indigena: Comunidad Quechua
194.Letizia Lezcano Mar del Plata, Argentina, Puebltigena: Comunidad Wichi

195.Cesar Eloy Cabano Mar del Plata, Argentina, Puigldlizena: Comunidad Wichi
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196.Andrea Libretti, Villa Dominico, Argentina, Puebiedigena: Comunidad Toba

197.Nelida Josefa Carnavales, Mar del Plata, ArgenkBoablo indigena: Comunidad Toba,

198.0scar Juan Libretti, Mar del Plata, Argentina, Poéiidigena: Comunidad Toba

199.Julidn Alberto Condori Apaza; Puno, Per(; Puebtigana Nacion Quechua, Activista para liberacion
de los pueblos del Peru.

200.Beato Ceferino Namancura; Buenos Aires, Argenfheeblo Indigena : Mapuche

201.Xica Silva, Matis/Matses Brasil, New York, New %ddSA

202.Ana-Maurine Lara Caonayari, Arakuyo Taino Tribabm@munity, Union Higuayagua, Arakuyo
Yucayeke Organization.

203.Sonny Rivas, Moca, Republica Dominica; Pueblo ied&Taino,

204.Valeria Nanatureiyari Vargas Estevez, Puerto Rit®4; Pueblo indigena Taino.

205.Nemesio Aguirre; Buenos Aires; Argentina, Puebldigena: Diaguita; Comunidad de Andalgala,
Provincia de Catamarca, Brawijaya University.

206.Héctor Guillermo Saez Ancan; Concepcidn, Bio Eibjle, Pueblo Indigena: Mapuche, Agromar SA,
Chile.

207.Gregorio Augusto Ramos; Florianopolis, Brasil; Raebdigena : Guarani-kaingang.

208.Jorge Baracutei Estevez, Pueblo Indigena Tainbpdalaguna Salada (Kiskeya) Republica Dominicana
(Guilford CT USA).

209.Marco Singuani Nawech, Shuar, Amazonas, Universitiacional Intercultural de la Amazonia, UCSS -
Universidad Catdlica Sedes Sapientiae, Nueva Cagan&an Martin, Perl, Santa Maria De Nieva,
Amazonas, Peru.

210.Jhoana Milagros Barboza Velasquez Spliff; LimaPBueblo Indigena: Wampis.

Non- indigenous, in solidarity:

211.Celina Mosquera Sanchez; Lima, Per(; Iwona Kacyna.
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212.JesuUs Manuel Guillen Quispe; Cusco, Perl; Mestixacente Instituto Khipu , Cusco, Peru.

213.Juan R Yriart, Paris, France, nationality Urugua$A, Euskal (Basque) International Stage Produstion
President.

214.Dean Baker, Washington DC, United States, Caucasian

215.Marina Lent, Vineyard Haven, German-Dutch, Masgashtts USA.

216.Petra Lent McCarron, P.O. Box 4281, Vineyard HaWassachussetts, USA 02568

217 Lillian Sepulveda Fajardo, - Mar 09, 2016

218.Mercedes Garcia, Poughkeepsie, NY - Mar 09, 2016

219.Kelsey Taylor, Browndale, PA - Mar 08, 2016

220.Alberto Ayala, Philadelphia, PA - Mar 08, 2016ate about the human rights of indigenous people.

221. Rocio Virginia Uribe Ledesma, San Luis Potosi, thiahiles, México, Empleada Asociacion Civil
Ingenium San Luis Potosi.

222.Robert McCarron, P.O. Box 4281, Vineyard Haven, $aabussetts, USA 02568

223.Sofia McCarron, P.O. Box 4281, Vineyard Haven, Massissetts, USA 02568
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