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Indigenous Leaders Harassed for Exercising Their Constitutional Rights; Criticized for Demanding 
Respect for their Inherent Land Rights 

 
Indigenous leaders who choose to exercise our right to free speech as guaranteed in the Constitution of 
Guyana are now being targeted by the government as a direct result of the public statement, 
�Indigenous Peoples Demand Action on Land Rights, Consent Issues� released on March 9 2010.  
Leaders are reporting to have received multiple phone calls from the Ministry of Amerindian Affairs� 
Community Development Officers (CDO) asking for information on who attended the �workshop� and 
seeking to find out if persons had informed the village that they were going to be a part of the event in 
question. One woman was even told that she would be in trouble when she gets back to her 
community. The leaders� freedom of association came into question when the Office of Climate 
Change(OCC) called the Amerindian Peoples Association (APA) office to find out if the National Toshaos 
Council (NTC) had been invited to the afore mentioned event.  Joining the questioning team was the 
Minister of Amerindian Affairs who also called the Amerindian Peoples Association (APA) Programme 
Administrator, Jean La Rose, to ask who had funded the workshop. These queries are uncalled for and 
can only be interpreted as intimidation tactics utilized by the current administration against those 
associated with the released statement.  The Executive Committee of the APA is questioning if there 
should only be one opinion on an issue concerning indigenous rights and whether this must always 
concur with the government�s position.  
 
There seems to be a fundamental misreading or misrepresentation on the part of the Office of Climate 
Change in Guyana in relation to the statement since they did not say that they are rejecting LCDS but 
are simply saying that core issues must be addressed before the plan moves forward. The plain truth is 
that there is still inadequate and inaccessible information in the villages for leaders and community 
members to be able to make fully informed decisions on these national policy proposals. The fact is that 
the content of the documents is changing more rapidly than communities can keep abreast � the draft 
LCDS document that some individuals would have seen in June and July of last year has since changed 
but most leaders are not aware of this.  Additionally REDD has now changed to REDD+ but many 
communities do not even know about REDD.  
 
It is very important to note that the international monitors (IIED) of the LCDS �consultation� themselves 
found serious fault in the LCDS outreach of 2009. For example it was determined that information was 
not provided sufficiently ahead of time to communities, feedback mechanisms were unclear raising 
questions about how recommendations will be taken up in the LCDS plans and the meetings failed to 
explain core concepts like REDD and environmental services (see pages 6-7 of Independent Monitors 
report, dated October 2009) 
 
There is also a deep misunderstanding on the principles of FPIC. While the draft LCDS and REDD-plus 
plans commit the government to FPIC, it is only in relation to titled lands. This is the heart of the 
problem. The issue is that existing titling arrangements are inadequate. The titles that many 
communities possess do not cover the full extent of the lands they traditionally own and have rights to 
in international law. It means that under the existing mechanisms, large areas of our traditional lands 
and forests could be included in LCDS and REDD-plus schemes without a fair and due process that 
recognises our inherent rights to land and FPIC in relation to untitled traditional lands.  



 
Furthermore, while the OCC states that Amerindian rights are protected under the Amerindian Act, this 
is disputed by the United Nations Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (UNCERD) 
report of 2006, among others, which has identified its short comings in relation to land and other rights. 
The decision-making process on titling is not transparent and does not meet international norms that 
require that titling be based on customary rights and land tenure systems.  
 
The APA reiterates that there are genuine concerns of indigenous communities that must be addressed 
by the government and these can not be ignored, nor must those speaking out be intimidated for raising 
our voice.   
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