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Item 1

Dialogue on the effects and the scope of the Unitéthtions Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples in relation to the process of getiations of the Draft American Declaration
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples at the Organitian of American States

The majority of States and all of the indigenoyzresentatives supported the use of the UN
Declaration as the baseline for negotiations aditéted that this represented a minimum standard
for the OAS Declaration. In this sense, the staislaeveloped in the OAS Declaration should be
coherent with the provisions of the UN Declaratiofn addition, the OAS Declaration should
develop the general concepts contained in the UMNldBation, taking into account the specific
characteristics of indigenous peoples of the Anasriand, at the same time, standards not covered or
not covered adequately in the UN Declaration shobeldddressed.

The delegations of Canada and the United Statesever, indicated that they could not
accept the UN Declaration text as the starting p@mirminimum outcome for these negotiations. The
delegation of the United States reminded the ppaitts of their General Reservation, and proposed
that the Working Group focus on taking actionsheatthan engaging in negotiations, through an
exchange of information and best practices inimab the issues under negotiation.

ltem 2

Analysis of the meetings of negotiations in the qseé for points of consensus:
Identification of topics of greatest interest in tke Draft American Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples

The following points were addressed:

1. Accelerate the negotiation process of the Declamati

2. Continue to work on the OAS text (Record of Curr8tdtus of the Draft American
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous PeoplesDADIN/doc.301/07).



3. Establish clear rules to continue the negotiatiod @entify obstacles and issues on
which progress has been made.
4. A majority of States and the Indigenous Caucus idensd the document

“Identification of Issues of Great Interest in theaft American Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples” GT/DADIN/doc.294/07swsuperseded by the
document of the United Nations, nevertheless somateSconsidered that the issues
contained in the document continued to be relevant.

5. International law shall be the standard with whibh draft American Declaration

should be approached.

To adopt the draft Declaration, a consensus igied to be pursued.

Indigenous participation needs to be strengtheméldel negotiation process.

No

Item 3
Reconsideration of methodology

Changes to methodology were further discussed gltin@ Working Group, and are reflected
in document GT/DADIN/doc.246/06 rev.7 as follows:

i. Page 1, paragraph 4, an additional sentence antéin that sense, we appeal to
all the parties to show greater flexibility and wilingness for the purpose of
reaching consensus.”

il. Page 2, paragraph 4, an additional two sentenci® a&nd “Those articles of the
American Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Paples that to date have not
been the object of consensus shall use as a poihteference that set forth in the
UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous People#nd to this end we shall
use document GT/DADIN/doc.317/07 corr.1.” (Canadarad the United States
could not join consensus on this point.)

Iii. Page 2, paragraph 6, to be changed to read: “tionsensus is reached, the Chair of
the Working Group will invite the delegations toldhanformal consultationwvia
drafting groups composed of representatives of mendg states and indigenous
peoples in orderto find a text acceptable to all parties.”

The Delegation of Brazil proposed that the Elevavitheting of the Working Group should
be devoted to a comparative in-depth analysis kexiviiee UN Declaration and the text of the draft
American Declaration on the Rights of Indigenousgtes based on the document entitled “Table
Comparing the Draft American Declaration on the H&gof Indigenous Peoples and the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous ghesy (GT/DADIN/doc.317/07 corr. 1), to
identify gaps with a view to moving forward addiagsregional specificities. This proposal was
supported and amplified by other parties, who psepcamong other things that this be done to guide
negotiations in a progressive manner.

The Indigenous Caucus stressed that the preamétiedenalysis and negotiation.
ltem 4

The following proposals for strengthening the negmn process had been presented and
considered:



Proposals by the Indigenous Peoples’ Caucus

1.

The Indigenous caucus considers that in this psotesre must be up to three (3)
meetings of negotiations per year or one every(&jxmonths. The Chair of the
Working Group will select the dates in consultatieith the Indigenous Caucus, so
as to ensure that they suit all the governmentdtandchdigenous peoples.

Whenever the circumstances so warrant, the Caudlishedd Technical Team
meetings to conduct any necessary analysis antefiae documents and materials
that may then be shared at the meetings of neguotsaT his technical team should
receive OAS support in order to ensure that negotiars are technically well
prepared for future negotiations.

The Indigenous Caucus considers it important to parm the United Nations
Declaration and the Draft being developed herdé@tQAS, so that the process can
systematically move ahead.

The Caucus considers that the proposal by the @h#tire Working Group to set up
an office for indigenous affairs within the OAS not advisable at this time
However, once this negotiating process is over,athasability of establishing an
indigenous participation unit in the OAS could lscdssed.

The Caucus points tthe need to strengthen the Specific Fundnd recommends
that its funds not be limited just to countriestire Americas; funding from other
countries outside the Americas is also welcome.

With regard to the Inter-American Indian Institutdhe Caucus has a specific
recommendation to make. It points out that thetigsinstitute has exhausted its
potential and should therefore be dismantled apthced by a new body within the
OAS with full and effective participation by indigeus peoples.

The Caucus recommends that for Articles for whicltansensus is reached it would
be possible to resort to similar wording to thaurfd in the United Nations
Declaration.

Proposal by the States

The delegation of the United States proposed tmatWorking Group organize a year of
action with a view to achieving a real impact, lsyablishing specific actions and activities based o
best practices in the region. However, the Caarussome States considered that such initiatives
could be viable after the adoption of the AmeriBatlaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

The OAS secretariat was asked to complement thepamtive analysis of the OAS and
United Nations Declarations by contacting the Uhikations Office of the High Commissioner for
Human Rights in Geneva.



Canada proposed that thematic seminars be heltheotopics of interest to the Working
Group instead of devoting the next meetings of tiagons to exchanges of proposals and counter-
proposals.

A suggestion was made by the Indigenous Caucosgtmize a plan of action to implement
the United Nations Declaration on the Rights ofidgedous Peoples in the Hemisphere. The
delegations of Argentina and Venezuela considdrat] in keeping with the recommendations made
by the Working Group to speed up the negotiationcess of the American Declaration, such
initiatives should be postponed until the Declamais adopted so as not to divert efforts depldped
the negotiation process.
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