
FPP E-Newsletter: October 2013

FPP E-Newsletter: 
October 2013



FPP E-Newsletter: October 2013

FPP E-Newsletter: October 2013

�is document has ‘open access’, you are free to print a copy from our website. You may also reproduce the text with 
appropriate acknowledgements to FPP. 

Forest Peoples Programme 
1c Fosseway Business Centre, Stratford Road 
Moreton-in-Marsh 
GL56 9NQ 
United Kingdom 
Tel: +44 (0)1608 652893 
info@forestpeoples.org 
www.forestpeoples.org 

© Forest Peoples Programme 

Photo on front cover: Nahua man in Southeast Peru. �e Peruvian government recently agreed to modify their 
Forest Investment Plan so it will not a�ect indigenous territories both with and without land titles. However, the 
latest draft of the Plan has triggered further protests by indigenous peoples as it fails to include agreed upon points 
and attributes deforestation to indigenous communities - see Article 1 for more details © Johan Wildhagen 

Subscribe to FPP’s E-Newsletter

If you haven’t done so already you can subscribe to FPP’s E-Newsletter by clicking here or by emailing gemma@
forestpeoples.org. �e E-News is issued every two months; additional announcements or reports may also be 
sent very occasionally. You can unsubscribe from the E-News at any time by clicking the unsubscribe link in each 
mailing.

mailto:info%40forestpeoples.org?subject=
http://contacts.forestpeoples.org/civicrm/profile/create?reset=1&gid=1
mailto:gemma%40forestpeoples.org?subject=
mailto:gemma%40forestpeoples.org?subject=


FPP E-Newsletter: October 2013

Dear Friends,

�e principle that the enjoyment of human rights is both the means and the goal of development,  
highlights the importance of human rights monitoring as a means for empowering rights-holders to 
exercise their rights, whilst holding States and other actors accountable for their human rights obligations.   

�is issue of FPP’s newsletter shows how human rights monitoring has been used to inform policy 
recommendations about agribusiness expansion, forest investment programmes, gender discrimination 
and lending policies of international �nancial institutions.

In Southeast Asia, prompted by evidence about serious human rights violations caused by trans-boundary 
investments in agribusiness, representatives from National Human Rights Institutions met together with 
civil society organisations in Bangkok to develop an action plan for e�ective enforcement of human 
rights in the agribusiness sector.  

�e Merauke Integrated Food and Energy Estate (MIFEE) project in the Indonesian province of Papua 
provides an example of the human rights abuses posed by agribusiness. �e MIFEE project was brought 
to the attention of the UN Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination for threatening 
the cultural survival of the Malind and other a�ected peoples, by violating their rights to food and 
disrespecting their cultural institutions. 

In Peru, vigilant e�orts by indigenous peoples since 2010 to monitor the ful�lment of government 
commitments on forests have resulted in the Peruvian government agreeing to modify the draft Forest 
Investment Plan, to recognise and respect indigenous peoples’ land and resource rights, as well as to 
address illegal logging and deforestation. 

�e World Bank’s Forest Investment Programme (FIP) provides new funding for forests in Peru and other 
countries under the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). Concerned about the 
human rights impacts of investments by international �nancial institutions, indigenous peoples and 
NGOs petitioned the UN Human Rights Council at its latest meeting to provide guidance on the human 
rights obligations of multi-lateral development banks and proposed due diligence procedures to ensure 
that investments do not lead to human rights violations. Furthermore, NGOs have been monitoring the 
UK government’s process of developing a new fund on Forests and Climate Change (FCC) for tackling 
drivers of deforestation, and have proposed measures that would maximise social and environmental 
bene�ts.

�e World Conference on Indigenous Peoples, being convened in September 2014 as a UN General 
Assembly High Level Plenary Meeting, will review progress being made in the implementation of the 
UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP), seven years after its adoption in 2007.  
Surely it is timely for the Convention on Biological Diversity to adopt the use of the term “indigenous 
peoples” as recommended by the UN Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues?

�e recent Global Conference on Community Land Rights held in Interlaken, Switzerland, called for 
a doubling of secure community land rights by 2018.  Meanwhile, a global workshop on community 
participatory mapping and monitoring was held in Lake Toba, north Sumatra, Indonesia and called for 
customary forests to be mapped and demarcated as distinct from state forests. 

Finally, we are happy to highlight the work of FPP Partner Organisation of Kalin’a and Lokono Peoples in 
Marowijne (KLIM) in Suriname, and the Pancur Kasih Empowerment Movement in West Kalimantan 
on the occasion of the recent publication of 2 books on the history of their movement.  

Overall, human rights monitoring has been serving its role to help realise human rights for all and such 
work deserves further strengthening and support.

Joji Cariño, Director 
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1. Peru commits to 
respecting indigenous 

peoples’ rights to land and 
resources in its forest and 

climate plan: but will it keep 
its promise? 

On 2 August 2013 indigenous organisations and 
representatives of the Peruvian government reached 
an agreement to modify controversial aspects of the 
government’s draft Forest Investment Plan (“FIP Plan”), 
an initiative �nanced by the World Bank’s Forest 
Investment Programme (FIP), to address deforestation. 
�e plan was due to be presented to the World Bank’s 
FIP sub-committee in October 2013 but a draft version 
was roundly denounced1 by indigenous organisations in 
July as it continued to ignore indigenous proposals and 
violated Peru’s legal obligations to respect indigenous 
peoples’ rights to land and resources and the World 
Bank’s own safeguard policies. 

�e draft plan proposed measures that would have 
resulted in the expansion and preference for large scale 
logging concessions, oil palm plantations and protected 
areas, many of which would have overlapped with 
indigenous peoples’ customary lands and triggered 
con�ict. At the same time, the plan failed to meet previous 
government commitments to earmark su�cient funds to 
recognise more than 20 million hectares of indigenous 
peoples’ pending land applications and guarantee that 
implementation of the national REDD strategy would 
not undermine those lands that remain without legal 
recognition.

�ese protests by indigenous organisations triggered 
the suspension of a formal consultation process and 
resulted in a landmark meeting in Lima attended 
by more than 40  regional and national indigenous 
peoples’ representatives. More than three dozen speci�c 
agreements to modify the text were reached to recognise 
and respect indigenous peoples’ land and resource rights 
as well as address underlying problems in the forest sector 
that are contributing to illegal logging and deforestation. 
Some of the most notable agreements include:

•	 Guarantee that the FIP Plan will not a�ect indigenous 
territories either with or without land titles

1 http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-investment-pro-
gramme-�p/news/2013/07/world-bank-s-forest-investment-programme-
peru-de
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•	 Assign $7 million USD to initiate recognition of 
pending indigenous land applications 

•	 Withdraw proposals to establish and/or support 
Regional Conservation Areas (e.g. Cerro Escalera 
Chawi), which overlap with indigenous peoples’ 
lands

•	 Guarantee that the FIP Plan will not include measures 
to promote the establishment of private conservation 
concessions on indigenous lands

•	 Withdraw proposals to promote the establishment of 
new oil palm plantations and ensure that adequate 
regulations are introduced to oversee existing 
plantations

•	 Allocate $4 million USD to support community 
forestry management

•	 Assign $3.5 million USD to support improved 
forestry monitoring and enforcement within 
indigenous communities 

•	 Include national indigenous organisations 
(AIDESEP and CONAP) within Peru’s FIP Plan 
Steering Committee providing oversight to the 
implementation of FIP projects

•	 Implement an independent evaluation of existing 
logging concessions

•	 Support in depth studies to identify the underlying 
drivers of deforestation in Peru

�ese commitments have been achieved as a result of the 
energetic interventions and advocacy of Peru’s indigenous 
peoples’ organisations (principally AIDESEP) since 

Indigenous peoples’ organisations are urging the Peruvian 
government to respect their rights to land and resources in the 

national Forest Investment Plan © Johan Wildhagen

http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-investment-programme-fip/news/2013/07/world-bank-s-forest-investment-programme-peru-de
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-investment-programme-fip/news/2013/07/world-bank-s-forest-investment-programme-peru-de
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-investment-programme-fip/news/2013/07/world-bank-s-forest-investment-programme-peru-de
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-investment-programme-fip/news/2013/07/world-bank-s-forest-investment-programme-peru-de
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2010, as repeated drafts of government proposals 
failed to re�ect indigenous peoples’ concerns or respect 
their rights and even reneged on prior commitments 
to respect indigenous peoples’ rights. �ese FIP 
Plan promises come on the back of other important 
commitments made by the Peruvian government in its 
Readiness Preparation Plan (RPP). �is was endorsed 
by the World Bank’s Forest Carbon Partnership Facility 
(FCPF) Participants committee in 2011 after a similar 
process in which the inputs of indigenous peoples were 
continually disregarded until the eve of their review by 
the World Bank, when 15 key agreements were reached 
with AIDESEP2.

�ese commitments, made in the governing body of 
the FCPF, included pledges to reform national land 
legislation to align it with international obligations to 
respect indigenous peoples’ traditional lands (currently 
Peruvian laws only respect ‘titled’ indigenous lands and 
do not adequately recognise collective property rights 
over non-agricultural forest lands)3.

Despite this progress, the commitments from 2011 are 
yet to be implemented, which raises further questions 
about the Peruvian government’s intention to implement 
the reforms as the �nal version of Peru’s RPP still remains 
unpublished. 

In a statement4 issued on 8 August 2013, immediately 
after the agreements were reached, AIDESEP highlighted 
that other agreements have still yet to be �nalised 
on mechanisms to ensure indigenous administration 
and oversight of the $14.5 million USD allocated to 
components of the FIP Plan related to indigenous 
peoples as well as measures to ensure ‘the accreditation, 
supervision, and sanction of carbon brokers, especially 
“carbon cowboys”’. 

AIDESEP emphasises that ‘the process has not terminated 
and unity, vigilance and our capacity to propose ideas 
need to be maintained until commitments on paper are 
made into reality…….We achieved 15 agreements and 
the FCPF Readiness Preparation Proposal was modi�ed 
and improved, but these have not been implemented. 
Today we are adding 40 agreements more and we hope 
the same situation doesn’t happen – that time passes and 
everything stays on paper’. 

2 http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-carbon-partnership-
facility-fcpf/news/2011/07/determined-lobbying-peruvian-national-in
3 http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/redd-and-related-initia-
tives/publication/2011/summary-agreements-reached-between-aidesep-
and-
4 English: http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/�les/
news/2013/10/AIDESEPFIPDEclarationEngAug2013.pdf Spanish: 
http://www.aidesep.org.pe/aidesep-saluda-el-importante-avance-de-la-
lucha-del-redd-indigena-amazonico-en-la-incorporacion-del-�p/ 

BREAKING NEWS: 

Despite these commitments, a subsequent draft of the 
Forest Investment Plan was published on 17 September 
2013 that still left out certain agreements although the 
most important elements remained intact. As a result, 
AIDESEP is once again engaged in further intense 
dialogue with the government in order to try and ensure 
that all agreements on rights issues are duly included 
in the �nal version of the Forest Investment Plan. In 
this regard, they have also compiled a letter to the FIP 
protesting that the latest draft “fails to include some 
points already agreed…and includes new texts that 
have never been discussed’. �ey call for the immediate 
recti�cation of these changes, and guarantees that this 
does not recur by including indigenous organisations in 
the design phase and implementation of all FIP projects 
and their participation as observers in the FIP sub-
committee meeting on 30 October 2013 in Washington 
DC. If no solid guarantees are secured in current 
dialogues this letter of complaint will be communicated 
to the FIP and elsewhere.

�e Forest Investment Plan must not a�ect indigenous territories, 
with or without land titles © Johan Wildhagen

http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/AIDESEPFIPDEclarationEngAug2013.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-carbon-partnership-facility-fcpf/news/2011/07/determined-lobbying-peruvian-national-in
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/forest-carbon-partnership-facility-fcpf/news/2011/07/determined-lobbying-peruvian-national-in
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/redd-and-related-initiatives/publication/2011/summary-agreements-reached-between-aidesep-and-
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/redd-and-related-initiatives/publication/2011/summary-agreements-reached-between-aidesep-and-
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/redd-and-related-initiatives/publication/2011/summary-agreements-reached-between-aidesep-and-
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/AIDESEPFIPDEclarationEngAug2013.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/AIDESEPFIPDEclarationEngAug2013.pdf
http://www.aidesep.org.pe/aidesep-saluda-el-importante-avance-de-la-lucha-del-redd-indigena-amazonico-en-la-incorporacion-del-fip/
http://www.aidesep.org.pe/aidesep-saluda-el-importante-avance-de-la-lucha-del-redd-indigena-amazonico-en-la-incorporacion-del-fip/
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2. Indigenous peoples and 
NGOs urge the UN to focus 
on the human rights impacts 

of multilateral finance 
institutions

�e UN Human Rights Council – the highest body 
in the UN tasked with overseeing human rights law – 
has just �nished meeting in Geneva. In a statement, a 
group of indigenous peoples’ organisations and non-
governmental organisations urged the Council to 
urgently consider, and provide guidance on, the human 
rights obligations of multilateral �nance institutions, an 
issue of key importance as these institutions review and 
update their safeguard systems. 

�e petitioning organisations point out that many of 
these multilateral �nance institutions “regard human 
rights as a political issue for states, and refuse to accept 
that they have, at a minimum, a responsibility to ensure 
respect for human rights in the activities they support”. 
�is position is inconsistent with the global consensus 
on development, for instance, as expressed in the 
Final Declaration of the Vienna World Conference on 
Human Rights and the Millennium Development Goals 
Declaration, which stress that respect for human rights 
is fundamental to development activities and initiatives. 

Multilateral �nance institutions are organisations which 
are established by – and continue to be controlled by – 
states. �ose same states have direct obligations under 
international human rights law, both under laws that 
they have rati�ed and under international customary 
norms. As the statement to the Human Rights Council 
points out: “�e UN Committee on Economic, Social 
and Cultural Rights, has consistently stated that the 
obligations of states that are parties to the International 
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
(ICESCR) extend to state action as part of inter-
governmental organizations”.

To appropriately address the requirements of their own 
obligations to respect human rights law, the statement 
proposes that these institutions develop human rights 
due diligence instruments and processes which could 
assist in ensuring that their investments do not lead to 
human rights violations. 

It is now in the hands of the UN to provide guidance 
to these institutions to ensure that their policies and 
operations respect human rights. 

To read the full statement to the Human Rights Council 
click here: http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/�les/
news/2013/10/HRC24%20written%20statement%20
IFI6.pdf 

3. Convention on Biological 
Diversity: no more excuses 
to postpone adoption of 

term ‘indigenous peoples’

�e text of the Convention on Biological Diversity 
(CBD) and the decisions of the Conference of the Parties 
and its subsidiary bodies use the phrase ‘indigenous and 
local communities’. At its ninth session in 2010, the UN 
Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues (UNPFII) called 
upon the parties to the CBD “to adopt the terminology 
‘indigenous peoples and local communities’, as an 
accurate re�ection of the distinct identities developed 
by those entities since the adoption of the Convention 
almost 20 years ago.”5 At its tenth session in 2011, the 
UNPFII further stated that “A�rmation of the status 
of indigenous peoples as “peoples” is important in fully 
respecting and protecting their human rights”.6  

However, despite these recommendations, the CBD 
still continues to use the term ‘indigenous and local 
communities’. 

In October 2012, at the 7th Working Group on 
Article 8(j) (WG8(j)-7) and at the 11th meeting of the 
Conference of the Parties (COP11) to the CBD, several 
Parties stated that they were in favour of updating the 
terminology, however, eventually it was decided (in 
Decision XI/14) to postpone further discussions and 
to further consider this matter, and all its implications 
for the CBD and its Parties, at the next WG8(j) (taking 
place this month) and at COP12 in 2014.7   

In Decision XI/14, Parties and others were invited to 
communicate their views to the Secretariat on the use of 
the term “indigenous peoples and local communities”. 
Submissions were received from four Parties and in 
excess of one hundred indigenous and non-governmental 
organisations.  All the views received are summarised in 
the o�cial meeting document UNEP/CBD/WG8J/8/8. 
A full compilation of submissions is made available as 
UNEP/CBD/WG8J/8/INF/10/ADD1, to assist the 

5 Paragraph 112
6 Paragraph 26
7 http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-
diversity-cbd/news/2012/12/parties-biodiversity-convention-not-ready-ac

http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/HRC24%20written%20statement%20IFI6.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/HRC24%20written%20statement%20IFI6.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/HRC24%20written%20statement%20IFI6.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/HRC24%20written%20statement%20IFI6.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/news/2012/12/parties-biodiversity-convention-not-ready-ac
http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/tk/wg8j-08/official/wg8j-08-08-en.pdf
http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/tk/wg8j-08/information/wg8j-08-inf-10-add1-en.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/news/2012/12/parties-biodiversity-convention-not-ready-ac
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/news/2012/12/parties-biodiversity-convention-not-ready-ac
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Working Group in its discussions over the coming 
weeks. �e various submissions emphasise that use 
of the preferred term “indigenous peoples and local 
communities” is linked to the right of identity, and that 
the term “peoples” has a particular legal status and all 
“peoples” have the right of self-determination. 

However, at the end of document UNEP/CBD/
WG8J/8/8, the draft recommendation for consideration 
by the WG8(j)-8 is just for COP12 to adopt a decision 
to note the recommendations arising from the eleventh 
and twelfth sessions of the UNPFII and request the 
Secretariat to continue to inform the UNPFII on 
developments of mutual interest; but nothing about 
using the term indigenous peoples. It is truly hoped that 
there will be serious discussions on the matter during the 
WG8(j)-8 meetings and that a strong recommendation 
on the terminology will still be added. 

Below is a summary of the arguments brought forward 
by FPP and 70 other indigenous peoples’ organisations, 
community-based organisations, networks, and NGOs 
who also responded to the call for input by presenting 
a joint submission in April 2013 of comprehensive 
recommendations: 

1. �e CBD emerged from the Rio Earth Summit in 
1992, and its implementation is guided by Agenda 
21, which was also adopted at the Rio Summit, 
and uses the term “indigenous people” in Chapter 
15 (Conservation of Biological Diversity) and 
Chapter 26 (Recognising and strengthening the 
role of indigenous people and local communities). 
�e World Summit on Sustainable Development 
(WSSD) meeting of 2002, on the ten-year anniversary 
of the Rio Summit, rea�rmed the importance of 
indigenous peoples in sustainable development and 
explicitly used the term ‘indigenous peoples’ in its 
political declaration.8 On the twentieth anniversary 
of the Rio Summit, the international community 
again came together in Rio de Janeiro in June 2012 
( at ‘Rio +20’), and the outcome document ‘�e 
Future We Want’  also uses the term ‘indigenous 
peoples’.9 

2. In addition to the above-mentioned instruments 
emanating from the Rio processes, a wide range 
of other international instruments and standards 
reference indigenous peoples’ rights, the vast 
majority of which were adopted by environmental 
organisations and underscore the linkages between 
the recognition of indigenous peoples’ rights and 

8 Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable Development, para 
25.
9 Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 66/288, “�e 
Future We Want”, paragraph 197.

the conservation and sustainable management of 
ecosystems and natural resources. �ey include the 
following:  

•	 1991 International Labour Organisation (ILO) 
Convention concerning Indigenous and Tribal 
Peoples in Independent Countries

•	 A large number of International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Resolutions 
and Recommendations in 1996, 2000, 2004, 
2008, and 2012   

•	 1999 Ramsar Convention Guidelines 
for Establishing and Strengthening Local 
Communities’ and Indigenous People’s 
Participation in the Management of Wetlands

•	 2002 Ramsar Convention Guiding Principles 
for Taking into Account the Cultural Values of 
Wetlands for the E�ective Management of Sites

•	 Several Food and Agriculture Organisation of 
the United Nations (FAO) Voluntary Guidelines 
on: how to Support the Progressive Realisation 
of the Right to Adequate Food in the Context 
of National Food Security (2004), Responsible 
Management of Planted Forests (2006), Fire 
Management (2006), the Tenure of Land, 
Fisheries and Forests in the Context of National 
Food Security (2012). 

•	 2005 UNESCO Convention on the Protection 
and Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural 
Expressions

•	 2007 UN Forum on Forests Non-legally Binding 
Instrument on All Types of Forests, adopted as 
General Assembly Resolution 62/98

•	 2010 United Nations Framework Convention 
on Climate Change (UNFCCC) Cancun 
Agreements: Outcome of the work of the Ad 
Hoc Working Group on Long-term Cooperative 
Action under the Convention

•	 2011 UN Guiding Principles on Business and 
Human Rights

3. In Decision X/43, CBD COP10 decided to hold an 
“ad hoc expert group meeting of local-community 
representatives… with a view to identifying common 
characteristics of local communities, and gathering 
advice on how local communities can more e�ectively 
participate in Convention processes, including at the 
national level...”. �e CBD therefore has recognised 
the distinct nature of indigenous peoples and local 
communities in real terms, yet continues to con�ate 
the groups in references in text.

4. �e Parties to the CBD represent the same State Parties 
that have in all other international contexts used the 
terminology of “indigenous peoples”, including in 
the 2007 adoption of the UN Declaration on the 

http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2013/05/wg8j-submission-fppapril-2013eng.pdf
http://www.uncsd2012.org/content/documents/727The Future We Want 19 June 1230pm.pdf
http://www.uncsd2012.org/content/documents/727The Future We Want 19 June 1230pm.pdf
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Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) by the 
UN General Assembly. �is Declaration recognises 
that “Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain 
and strengthen their distinct political, legal, economic, 
social and cultural institutions, while retaining their 
right to participate fully, if they so choose, in the 
political, economic, social and cultural life of the State” 
(Article 5, emphasis added). �e countries that 
initially voted against the adoption of the UNDRIP 
(Australia, New Zealand, Canada, and the United 
States of America) later overturned their decisions 
and endorsed UNDRIP in 2009 (Australia) and 
2010 (New Zealand, Canada and the USA). 

In conclusion, the CBD is the only decision-making 
body of an international convention still using the term 
‘indigenous and local communities’. It is high-time 
for the CBD to �nally o�cially recognise indigenous 
peoples as peoples.  

Further information: 

•	 �e full submission to the CBD, including additional 
and more speci�c arguments, is available in English, 
Spanish and French here: http://www.forestpeoples.
org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/
publ icat ion/2013/submiss ion-convent ion-
biological-diversi 

•	 �e eighth meeting of the Working Group on 
Article 8(j) is due to take place on 7 – 11 October 
2013 in Montreal, Canada. More information on 
this meeting, including the o�cial and information 
documents, can be found here: http://www.cbd.int/
doc/?meeting=WG8J-08 

4. Recent report prompts 
Southeast Asian National 

Human Rights Institutions 
and civil society 

organisations to adopt new 
Resolution on human rights 

and agribusiness

From 7 – 9 August 2013, representatives  from National 
Human Rights Institutions of the Philippines, Indonesia, 
�ailand, Malaysia, Timor Leste and Myanmar and 
supportive civil society organisations, met in Bangkok to 
assess developments in the agribusiness sector and human 
rights since the Bali Declaration on Human Rights and 
Agribusiness in Southeast Asia in 2011 and the Phnom 
Penh Workshop on Human Rights and Agribusiness 
in 2012, and to develop an action plan for the e�ective 
enforcement of human rights by State parties in the 
agribusiness sector. �e meeting was convened by the 
�ai National Human Rights Commission, with the 
support of the Forest Peoples Programme and the Rights 
and Resources Initiative. 

Professor James Anaya, UN Special Rapporteur on the 
Rights of Indigenous Peoples, opened the workshop and 
noted in his presentation the serious concerns raised over

“the rapid expansion of agribusiness in the region, … [the] 
lack of adequate regulatory controls and recognition of 
rights [and the] absence of responsible business practices, 
which often results in widespread problems for local 
communities, including indigenous peoples.”

�e o�ce of the �ai Representative to the ASEAN10  
Inter-Governmental Commission on Human Rights 
(AICHR) reported on the opportunities to strengthen 
human rights frameworks through the ASEAN human 
rights mechanism, including through participation in 
the review of the Terms of Reference of the AICHR in 
2014. 

Devasish Roy, member of the UN Permanent Forum on 
Indigenous Issues also presented at the workshop and 
emphasised the importance of international �nancial 
institutions respecting the rights of indigenous peoples, 
including their rights to give or withhold their free, prior 
and informed consent (FPIC) to measures that may 
a�ect their rights. He also highlighted the importance of 

10 Association of South East Asian Nations

http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/publication/2013/submission-convention-biological-diversi
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/publication/2013/submission-convention-biological-diversi
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/publication/2013/submission-convention-biological-diversi
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/convention-biological-diversity-cbd/publication/2013/submission-convention-biological-diversi
http://www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=WG8J-08
http://www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=WG8J-08
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2011/12/final-bali-declaration-adopted-1-dec-2011.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2011/12/final-bali-declaration-adopted-1-dec-2011.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-human-rights
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-human-rights
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States ensuring that corporations observe human rights. 

Adrienne Gardaz from the UN Global Compact’s 
new Initiative on Sustainable Agriculture, shared the 
experiences and objectives of the Global Compact in 
encouraging companies to publicly commit to uphold 
core human rights principles and to report annually on 
their progress in implementation.

Under review at the workshop were the latest agribusiness 
trends in the region as summarised in a recent report 
Agribusiness, Large-Scale Land Acquisitions and Human 
Rights in Southeast Asia. �e report shows that despite 
important national variations there is increasing 
pressure on land across Southeast Asia from expanding 
agribusinesses, particularly of oil palm and sugarcane 
plantations. �e report also con�rms that in the absence 
of secure community tenure, sound land governance 
and protection of human rights, large-scale agribusiness 
expansion is causing serious social and environmental 
harm. 

Reporting on their recent e�orts to protect human rights, 
the National Human Rights Institutions noted that not 
only large-scale agribusiness schemes, but also mining, 
oil, gas, hydropower and road-building development, 
are causing escalating land con�icts. Although this 
is increasingly recognised by government agencies, 
unfortunately e�orts by the hard-pressed commissions 
to reform and mediate con�icts are being overwhelmed 
by the number and scale of cases.

Participants heard detailed reports of how trans-boundary 
investments in agribusiness and other enterprises are 
causing serious human rights violations such as:

•	 �e lack of respect for customary land rights,
•	 Violations of the right of indigenous peoples to free, 

prior and informed consent (FPIC),
•	 �reats to local food security and livelihoods,
•	 Forced evictions and relocations,
•	 Lack of or unfair compensation and smallholders 

arrangements,
•	 Criminalisation of community members and human 

and land rights activists,
•	 Landlessness and impoverishment,
•	 Child and forced labour,
•	 Lack of access to e�ective mechanisms for remedy. 

Participants noted with grave concern the number 
of reports from many countries of military and State 
security forces’ involvement in human rights abuses 
and in the seizure of lands from communities and 
indigenous peoples without their consent. 

Strengthened regional intergovernmental coordination 
and collaboration between National Human Rights 
Institutions and among non-governmental organisations 
were agreed to be critical to address these challenges. 

During the workshop, the Montien Resolution was 
introduced in order to call on all Southeast Asian 
countries to establish their own independent Human 
Rights Commissions, in line with international law, 
highlighting that Singapore, Brunei Darussalam, Lao 
PDR, Vietnam and Cambodia do not currently have 
their own Human Rights Commissions. �e Resolution 
reiterates the need for States to develop e�ective 
regulatory frameworks which secure communities’ 
rights to lands, territories and resources and which 
require agribusinesses to respect such rights in line with 
international human rights standards, including the UN 
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, and 
the Voluntary Guidelines on the Responsible Governance 
of Tenure of Land, Fisheries and Forests in the Context of 
National Food Security. 

Welcoming e�orts by the private sector to eliminate 
the trade in destructively produced commodities 
such as palm oil, timber, soy, biofuels and sugar, the 
Resolution demands full supply chain traceability in 
which environmental protections are matched with 
comprehensive protections of human rights. It also 
emphasises the urgent need to identify and encourage 
alternative production systems, based on secure rights 
and community-driven development, so that local 
communities, indigenous peoples and smallholders can 
realise their human rights and have greater local control 
of production activities and bene�t sharing based on 
diversi�ed land use.  

�e Resolution also calls for coordinated action by both 
companies and governments to curb the exploitation of 
workers, especially migrants, women and children in 

Participants of the Bangkok workshop on Human Rights and 
Agribusiness, Montien Hotel, Bangkok © Sophie Chao

http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/private-sector/publication/2013/agribusiness-large-scale-land-acquisitions-and-human-rights-s
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/private-sector/publication/2013/agribusiness-large-scale-land-acquisitions-and-human-rights-s
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/asean/publication/2013/montien-resolution-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS_en.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS_en.pdf
http://www.fao.org/nr/tenure/voluntary-guidelines/en/
http://www.fao.org/nr/tenure/voluntary-guidelines/en/
http://www.fao.org/nr/tenure/voluntary-guidelines/en/
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large-scale plantations, and for governments to make 
determined e�orts to eliminate all forms of forced 
labour and slavery-like practices from agribusinesses in 
the region.

�e next workshop on Human Rights and Agribusiness 
is expected to take place in Myanmar in 2014, in 
collaboration with the Myanmar representatives present 
and co-organised with Forest Peoples Programme.

Further information:

•	 Montien Resolution on Human Rights and Agribusiness 
in Southeast Asia: http://www.forestpeoples.org/
topics/asean/publication/2013/montien-resolution-
human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia 

•	 Agribusiness large-scale land acquisitions and human 
rights in Southeast Asia - Updates from Indonesia, 
�ailand, Philippines, Malaysia, Cambodia, Timor-
Leste and Burma: http://www.forestpeoples.org/
topics/private-sector/publication/2013/agribusiness-
large-scale-land-acquisitions-and-human-rights-s 

•	 Making the Bali Declaration effective: �e Phnom 
Penh Workshop on Human Rights and Agribusiness 
in Southeast Asia: http://www.forestpeoples.org/
topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-
declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-
human-rights

•	 Bali Declaration on Human Rights and Agribusiness in 
Southeast Asia: http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/
palm-oil-rspo/publication/2011/bali-declaration-
human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia- 

5. Indonesia: Renewed 
appeal to UN-CERD for 

suspension of MIFEE 
project in Papua pending 

remedy and respect for the 
rights of the indigenous 

Malind people

On 25 July 2013, 26 Indonesian and international 
organisations and the Forest Peoples Programme, 
submitted a report to the United Nations Committee on 
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (UN-CERD) 
requesting its consideration of the situation of the 
Malind and other indigenous peoples of Merauke in the 
Indonesian province of Papua under the Committee’s 
urgent action and early warning procedures (EW/UA 
procedures).11 �e report highlights the extreme harm 
caused to indigenous Papuans by the Merauke Integrated 
Food and Energy Estate project (the MIFEE project) 
which is a State-initiated, agro-industrial mega-project 
that to-date encompasses around 2.5 million hectares 
of traditional indigenous lands in Merauke. �ese 
harms include: violations of the right to food of the 
Malind peoples, restrictions on freedom of expression, 
lack of respect for free, prior and informed consent, 
impoverishment due to unful�lled promises of economic 
bene�ts, the ill-regulated grabbing of customary lands 
without due compensation, and disregard or co-
optation of customary representatives and institutions. 
A �rst submission to UN-CERD two years ago12 led the 
Committee to adopt a communication under its EW/
UA procedures with the Government of Indonesia on 2 
September 2011.13  

However, despite the concerns and recommendations 
made by the Committee and a second submission on 
the situation of the Malind and other indigenous peoples 
made on 6 February 2012,14 Indonesia has failed to 
take any corrective action and the situation continues 
to deteriorate. �ere has been no discernible change in 
policy or practice with respect to the MIFEE project, and 

11 http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/un-human-rights-system/
news/2013/08/press-release-starvation-and-poverty-indonesia-civil-soci
12 http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/�les/news/2011/08/EW_
UA%20Indigenous%20Peoples%20Merauke%20Indonesia%20July%20
31%202011%20Final.pdf
13 http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/�les/publica-
tion/2011/09/cerduaindonesia02092011fm.pdf
14 http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/�les/
publication/2012/02/2012-cerd-80th-session-ua-update-�nal.pdf

http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/asean/publication/2013/montien-resolution-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/asean/publication/2013/montien-resolution-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/asean/publication/2013/montien-resolution-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/private-sector/publication/2013/agribusiness-large-scale-land-acquisitions-and-human-rights-s
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/private-sector/publication/2013/agribusiness-large-scale-land-acquisitions-and-human-rights-s
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/private-sector/publication/2013/agribusiness-large-scale-land-acquisitions-and-human-rights-s
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-human-rights
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-human-rights
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-human-rights
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/news/2012/12/making-bali-declaration-effective-phnom-penh-workshop-human-rights
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/publication/2011/bali-declaration-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia-
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/publication/2011/bali-declaration-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia-
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/palm-oil-rspo/publication/2011/bali-declaration-human-rights-and-agribusiness-southeast-asia-
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/un-human-rights-system/publication/2013/request-further-consideration-situation-indigenous-pe
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2011/08/EW_UA%20Indigenous%20Peoples%20Merauke%20Indonesia%20July%2031%202011%20Final.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2011/09/cerduaindonesia02092011fm.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2012/02/2012-cerd-80th-session-ua-update-final.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/un-human-rights-system/news/2013/08/press-release-starvation-and-poverty-indonesia-civil-soci
http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/un-human-rights-system/news/2013/08/press-release-starvation-and-poverty-indonesia-civil-soci
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2011/08/EW_UA%20Indigenous%20Peoples%20Merauke%20Indonesia%20July%2031%202011%20Final.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2011/08/EW_UA%20Indigenous%20Peoples%20Merauke%20Indonesia%20July%2031%202011%20Final.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2011/08/EW_UA%20Indigenous%20Peoples%20Merauke%20Indonesia%20July%2031%202011%20Final.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2011/09/cerduaindonesia02092011fm.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2011/09/cerduaindonesia02092011fm.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2012/02/2012-cerd-80th-session-ua-update-final.pdf
http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/publication/2012/02/2012-cerd-80th-session-ua-update-final.pdf
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there has been continued disregard for the internationally 
guaranteed rights of the indigenous Malind people, 
notably under the United Nations Declaration on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. �e Papua Special 
Autonomy Law, intended to correct serious inequality 
and human rights violations as well as to refocus the self-
determination aspirations expressed by the majority of 
indigenous Papuans, remains largely ine�ective, mostly 
as a result of the lack of requisite implementing laws and 
action.

�e signatories to the recent July 2013 submission to 
UN-CERD, call on the Committee to urge Indonesia 
to immediately suspend any part of the MIFEE project 
that may threaten the cultural survival of the a�ected 
peoples and to provide immediate support to indigenous 
communities deprived of their means of subsistence, 
which must be designed with their full participation 
and consent. �e submission also urges Indonesia to, as 
soon as possible, enact and implement with the full and 
e�ective participation of indigenous peoples, the Draft 
Law on the Recognition and Protection of the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples adopted by the Indonesian National 
Parliament on 16 December 2011. It further recommends 
that Indonesia requests, or accepts requests, for on-site 
visits from the United Nations Special Rapporteurs on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, the Right to Food, 
and on Contemporary Forms of Slavery, to assist with 
compliance with its international obligations, including 
in relation to the rights of indigenous peoples in Papua.
 
Further information: 

•	 UN CERD formal communication to the Permanent 
Mission of Indonesia regarding the situation of the 
Malind and other indigenous people of the Merauke 

District affected by the MIFEE project. 30 August 
2013. Available at: http://tinyurl.com/kf3v5dy

•	 Press release: Starvation and poverty in Indonesia - civil 
society organisations appeal for suspension of MIFEE 
project in Papua pending redress for local communities. 
Forest Peoples Programme, Sawit Watch, Pusaka and 
Down to Earth. 30 August 2013. Available at http://
tinyurl.com/pepvjas 

•	 Request for Further Consideration of the Situation of 
the Indigenous Peoples of Merauke, Papua Province, 
Indonesia, under the UN CERD’s Urgent Action and 
Early Warning Procedures, 25 July 2013. Available at 
http://tinyurl.com/o8az4h7

•	 Request for Consideration of the Situation of Indigenous 
Peoples in Merauke, Papua Province, Indonesia, under 
the United Nations Committee on the Elimination 
of Racial Discrimination’s Urgent Action and Early 
Warning Procedures, 31 July 2011. Available at http://
tinyurl.com/p8939zg

•	 UN CERD formal communication to the Permanent 
Mission of Indonesia regarding allegations of threatening 
and imminent irreparable harm for indigenous peoples 
in Merauke District related to the MIFEE project, 2 
September 2011. Available at http://tinyurl.com/
d63k5vw

•	 Request for Further Consideration of the Situation of 
the Indigenous Peoples of Merauke, Papua Province, 
Indonesia, and Indigenous Peoples in Indonesia in 
General, under UN CERD’s Urgent Action and Early 
Warning Procedures, 6 February 2012. Available at 
http://tinyurl.com/o7drxmr 

�e village of Zanegi, Animha district, Merauke Regency, has 
ceded large areas of land to timber company PT Selara Inti 

Semesta, and is now facing serious food insecurity as a result of loss 
of access to the forest and the natural resources therein © Sophie 

Chao

Water pollution resulting from upstream timber and oil palm 
plantations is a�ecting riverine catch, causing diseases and the 
extinction of several species once widely available © Sophie 

Chao

http://tinyurl.com/pepvjas
http://tinyurl.com/pepvjas
http://tinyurl.com/o8az4h7
http://tinyurl.com/p8939zg
http://tinyurl.com/p8939zg
http://tinyurl.com/d63k5vw
http://tinyurl.com/d63k5vw
http://tinyurl.com/o7drxmr


FPP E-Newsletter: October 2013

6. Global Conference on 
Community Land and 

Resource Rights: “Land 
owned or managed by 

indigenous peoples and 
local communities must be 

doubled by 2018”

From 19 - 20 September 2013, representatives from 
Forest Peoples Programme (FPP) and from FPP’s partner 
organisations attended an international conference 
in Interlaken, Switzerland, on community land and 
resource rights, organised by the Rights and Resources 
Initiative, the International Land Coalition, Oxfam, 
IUCN and Helvetas Swiss Intercooperation. 

�e conference focused on �ve critical strategies which 
were discussed in di�erent working groups: 

1. Coordinate global e�orts to map and document 
community lands; 

2. Legally recognise and advance rights to land; 
3. Leverage private sector interests in securing these 

rights; 
4. Prioritise the intersection of conservation and 

community lands; 
5. Establish these rights as a global priority. 

Strategies emerging from these sessions include:

•	 Produce a global community land tenure map which 
identi�es the population in each particular area and 
its boundaries. Sharing this data and maintaining its 
access to all parties is critically important to ensuring 
the future recognition of local rights.

•	 Develop and sustain national level conversations 
between all key stakeholders on clari�ed land rights, 
including the conservation community whose goals 
depend entirely on securing community land rights, 
land governance, and tenure recognition. Also, 
increase the dialogue between community land rights 
and conservation organisations at the global level, at 
fora such as the World Conference of Indigenous 
Peoples, the Convention on Biological Diversity, and 
the World Parks Congress.

•	 Identify and leverage those private sector actors 
who have come to recognise the importance of 
clari�ed land rights, and then promote the best 
practices of these actors. At the same time, identify 

and discourage those actors who do not respect 
community land rights, and work to close the space 
they have to operate on. One way to do this is to 
increase the transparency in supply chains and risk 
assessments, and thus spreading the information 
about these processes so that the a�ected communities 
understand what is taking place.

•	 Understand that legal empowerment has limited 
value if the legal system is not functional. Continue to 
invest in proven methods to strengthen legal systems 
and local governance – which is just as important as 
the empowerment itself.

•	 In developing systems and procedures for recognising 
land rights, understand that di�erent cultures and 
systems of governance may not accept a one-size-�ts-
all approach. Customising an approach to securing 
tenure rights is a key to success.

•	 Develop ambitious indicators to measure progress on 
strengthening community land rights, in the context 
of the current discussions on a new development 
framework to be launched in 2015.

More information about the conference can be 
found on the conference’s website: http://www.
communitylandrights.org/ 
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Meeting room during the opening plenary of the conference © 
IISD Reporting Services

http://www.communitylandrights.org/
http://www.communitylandrights.org/
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7. UK government to refine 
proposals for bilateral 

deforestation and climate 
fund 

�e launch of a long-awaited new British fund for 
tackling deforestation drivers in forest nations is still on 
hold as UK government agencies continue to �nalise 
the business case for the initiative. Meanwhile, UK 
NGOs have continued to press the government to 
ensure transparency in the governance structure for the 
fund, which is to be geared towards supporting tropical 
countries to combat deforestation and curb land use 
emissions. 

In a joint letter and technical brie�ng paper sent to 
the government in April, NGOs, including Forest 
Peoples Programme (FPP), FERN, Greenpeace, the 
Environmental Investigation Agency (EIA) and Global 
Witness urged the government to �nalise its planned 
Forest and Climate Change (FCC) programme through 
a consultative and collaborative process with a clear 
schedule for implementation and an accountable 
mechanism to disburse funds under the UK International 
Climate Fund (ICF). 

In a public consultation held in London in May 
and hosted by the Department for International 
Development (DFID), the Department for Energy and 
Climate Change (DECC) and the Department for Food 
and Rural A�airs (DEFRA), NGOs and private sector 
participants both called on the UK to enable demand-
side and supply-side regulatory reforms in order to tackle 
greenhouse gas  emissions, slow deforestation and ensure 
respect for community land and livelihood rights. 

In July, the NGOs group (including FERN, RSPB, 
Rainforest Foundation UK, Greenbelt Movement and 
FPP) met with DFID Minister Lyn Featherstone to table 
their recommendations on how to improve the design of 
the FCC. In the meeting NGOs highlighted the need for 
the FCC to, inter alia:

•	 Support community systems of forest governance, 
landscape management and resilient local economies 
and recognise the role of forest peoples as key rights 
holders and economic actors

•	 Act on evidence of the e�ectiveness of secure 
community tenure in stemming forest loss and in 
delivering multiple bene�ts for local livelihoods and 
forest peoples, including women 

•	 Support initiatives to assist governments, the private 

sector and forest communities and civil society 
to implement the FAO Voluntary Guidelines on 
Responsible Governance of Tenure of Land, Fisheries 
and Forests in the Context of National Food Security

•	 Avoid FCC �nance for Advance Market Credits 
(AMCs) for the forest carbon market as this risks 
“gazumping” UNFCCC negotiations 

•	 Ensure greater involvement of forest peoples and 
civil society and use of their knowledge in the design 
and implementation of the FCC

In response, the Minister committed the government 
to revisiting the business case to examine how NGO 
recommendations might be incorporated into the �nal 
FCC design prior to being �nalised for ministerial 
approval in late 2013.

NGOs still await sight of the new business case and plan 
to meet with DECC this autumn to further communicate 
civil society proposals for an e�ective new UK climate 
and forest initiative.

Further information:

•	 UK government seeks public comments on proposals 
to tackle deforestation, FPP E-Newsletter, February 
2013: http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/climate-
forests/news/2013/02/uk-government-seeks-public-
comments-proposals-tackle-deforestati

•	 Joint NGO letter and technical brie�ng paper 
sent to UK government, April 2013:  http://www.
forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/news/2013/10/
NGO_FCC_paper_april_2013.pdf

•	 For more information on the UK International 
Climate Fund (ICF) see: https://www.gov.uk/
government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_
data/file/67453/uk-int-clim-fund-tack-clim-chge-
red-pov.pdf

•	 UK International Climate Fund (ICF) 
Implementation Plan 2011/12 – 2014/15:  https://
www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/
attachment_data/file/48218/3390-international-
climate-fund-implementation-plan-201.pdf

•	 UK government report: Forests and climate change: 
Discussion paper on a proposed new set of UK 
interventions to tackle deforestation: https://www.
gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/
attachment_data/file/70092/7050-discussion-
paper-deforestation-event.pdf
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8. Global conference in 
Lake Toba, Indonesia, 

highlights multiple benefits 
of community mapping for 

indigenous peoples

110 representatives of indigenous peoples, community 
mapping experts and members of support NGOs and 
academia from 17 countries in Asia, Latin America, the 
Paci�c, North America and Europe, gathered together 
from 25 -28 August 2013 in the traditional territory of the 
Batak at Lake Toba in Indonesia, to share and learn from 
their diverse experiences in community participatory 
mapping as an instrument to help them assert and claim 
their rights to lands, territories and resources. 

�e conference was followed by a �eld visit to 
Pandumaan, a community whose livelihood - which 
is based on harvesting resin from benzoin trees - has 
been severely a�ected by a land dispute with the 
pulp producer PT Toba Pulp Lestari (read more here: 
http://phys.org/news/2013-08-indigenous-deploy-
high-tech-mapmaking-staunch.html#jCp) and by a 
3-day workshop on community-based monitoring and 
information systems (CBMIS). 

During the conference, community mapping experts 
shared experiences from on-the-ground mapping projects 
in 12 countries and discussed changes in community 
mapping practices and the use of new tools in mapping, 
information and communication technologies. 
Discussions were also held about underlying risks in 
sharing traditional knowledge across di�erent knowledge 
and legal systems and the need for ethical guidelines 
on the use and protection of traditional knowledge in 
relation to mapping, data-storage and information 
sharing.

�e participants agreed that maps can be used for a wide 
range of purposes, including:

•	 Delineation and demarcation of indigenous 
territories and lands; 

•	 Obtaining titles to ancestral lands and domains; 
•	 Enabling self-determined development;
•	 Identifying diverse land use and monitoring of land 

and resource use changes; tracking the extent of 
use or decline of traditional knowledge, indigenous 
languages and customary governance; 

•	 Monitoring biodiversity and ecosystem integrity;

•	 Resolution of con�icts related to boundary, water 
and land disputes; 

•	 Development of territorial management plans; and 
advocating for policy reforms.

�e conference also highlighted that map-making 
and maps are a means and not an end and cannot be 
stand-alone instruments disconnected from cultural 
frameworks (including indigenous cosmovisions) 
and community purposes and uses. Mapping should 
therefore be carried out in conjunction with other 
processes, e.g. community organising, natural resources 
inventories, management and monitoring, advocacy, 
and indigenous peoples’ sustainable self-determined 
development. It was also pointed out that there is no 
blueprint for mapping technology and the choice of 
technology depends on purpose, environment, available 
capacities and likely sustainability. �e Training Kit on 
participatory mapping practice (http://pgis-tk.cta.int), 
produced by the Technical Centre for Agricultural and 
Rural Cooperation (CTA) and the International Fund 
for Agricultural Development (IFAD), was recognised as 
a useful basis to develop a toolkit for indigenous mappers.

�e participants agreed to set up a Global Network of 
Indigenous Peoples on Mapping and Monitoring and 
started to de�ne how to engage in relevant international 
processes, including the Convention on Biological 
Diversity, the United Nations Framework Convention on 
Climate Change, the World Conference on Indigenous 
Peoples, the post-2015 development agenda and the 
implementation of the UN Declaration on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP).  

�e conference also took action, through the Toba 
Declaration, to support the indigenous peoples 
of Indonesia’s demand for the government to take 
immediate actions to implement the constitutional 
Court Ruling No 35/PUU-X/2012 concerning the 
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Participants at the conference in Lake Toba © AMAN
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recognition of customary forests, including through 
accelerated mapping of such forests, and for the 
Parliament of Indonesia to immediately adopt the law 
on the Recognition and Protection of the Rights of 
Indigenous peoples (Undang-Undang Pengakuan dan 
Perlindungan Hak-Hak Masyarakat Adat). 

Further information: 

•	 Indigenous communities deploy high-tech mapmaking to 
staunch global land grab: http://phys.org/news/2013-
08-indigenous-deploy-high-tech-mapmaking-
staunch.html#jCp 

•	 Training Kit on Participatory Spatial Information 
Management and Communication: http://pgis-tk-
en.cta.int/info/training-kit.html# 

•	 Constitutional Court ruling restores indigenous peoples’ 
rights to their customary forests in Indonesia: http://
www.forestpeoples.org/topics/rights-land-natural-
resources/news/2013/05/constitutional-court-
ruling-restores-indigenous-pe 

9. Colombian 
indigenous women 

inform the Committee 
on the Elimination of 

Discrimination against 
Women (CEDAW) of 
the multiple forms of 

discrimination they face

A group of Colombian indigenous women have prepared 
a shadow report that they will present to the Committee 
on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women 
(CEDAW) during its 56th session in Geneva. 

�e report emphasises the deep and multi-layered forms 
of discrimination that indigenous women in Colombia 
experience and puts forward speci�c recommendations 
that the CEDAW Committee could make to the 
Colombian state in order to improve this situation.

Read the shadow report in English (http://tinyurl.com/
nd2wk�) or in Spanish (http://tinyurl.com/pczv2fh).  

10. Book Review: Pancur 
Kasih Empowerment 

Movement and Pancur Kasih 
Credit Union

By Joji Cariño

Aware of the historical value of documentation, the 
Pancur Kasih Empowerment Movement (GPPK) 
records the experience of its 30-year work to serve as 
learning for present and future generations of GPPK, 
as well as activists and organisations of indigenous 
peoples elsewhere.

- Milestones in GPPK Work in Response to Problems 
of Dayak Community (1981-2011)

Introduction

�e Pancur Kasih Empowerment Movement (Gerakan 
Pemberjayaan Pancur Kasih/ GPPK) is a social movement 
of indigenous Dayak peoples in West Kalimantan, 
Indonesia, which during the last 30 years has worked to 
gain recognition for the existence, identity and dignity 
of indigenous peoples who have long been marginalised 
by governments, corporations and the mainstream 
Indonesian society. 

�is year, GPPK completed 2 auto-historical books 
titled Pancur Kasih Empowerment Movement and Pancur 
Kasih Credit Union Movement, which were launched in 
Pontianak, Indonesia, on 2 September 2013. �e books 
can be viewed here: http://www.tebtebba.org/index.php/
content/241-pancur-kasih-publications 

By publishing these 2 books narrating the birth and 
growth of their social movement, the Pancur Kasih 
Empowerment Movement have empowered all their 
readers to understand and celebrate contemporary self-
determination of indigenous peoples, as it is practised 
and visioned by the Dayak peoples of West Kalimantan.

Certain books are able to convey fundamental and 
detailed aspects of an idea and a vision, thus deepening 
and changing one’s own thinking and awareness. �ese 
books have succeeded in deepening my understanding 
about Indigenous Peoples’ empowerment and self-
determination, not as an end to be reached in the 
future, but as a conscious constant e�ort to overcome 
marginalisation and oppression, an attitude and active 
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way of being, which GPPK describes as “moving by 
learning.” Reading these books promotes re�ection 
about one’s own experiences within indigenous peoples’ 
movements, using them as a yardstick or mirror to 
measure successes in other locations and arenas of 
struggle.

It is a story about overcoming historic colonisation, 
structural discrimination and modern developmentalist 
impositions through a dynamic process of committed 
doing, learning and re�ection, always sensitive to the 
cultural, political and social context and opportunities of 
their local realities and position in the world. �e spirit 
of its founders and the wealth of Dayak intellectuals are 
evident through the various chapters of the book, just 
as they have animated and guided a living and vibrant 
social movement for identity and dignity.  Manifesting 
the openness of indigenous social movements to positive 
ideas and in�uences, GPPK describes its philosophy 
of empowerment as a synthesis of Dayak philosophy, 
Catholic social teachings, and modern science and 
technology.

Addressing the economic challenges for our times, 
the discussion about the “Seven Fortunes and Seven 
Calamities” confronting indigenous societies today 
in navigating economic development choices, while 
respecting culture and identity, is very relevant. �e 
underlying principles for living a good life, based 
on the Dayak’s traditional cultural values are those 
of sustainability, collectivity, naturality, spirituality, 
process-orientation, domesticity and locality. �ese 
are contrasted with prevailing modern values — 
productivity, individualism, technology, rationality, 
e�ciency, commercialism, and globalisation — that 
have become predominant principles in present-day 
social and economic development but  can undermine 
a balanced human-nature relationship. �e ensuing 
chaos is seen as cultural poverty, de�ned from a Dayak 
perspective as arising from the inability to practice 
customary principles and values, and to live a good life.

�is cultural foundation of GPPK’s work makes the 
Dayaks a leading example of dynamic social movements 
of indigenous peoples, who are addressing 21st century 
social and ecological crises facing humanity today.  GPPK 
has expanded and re�ned its vision and mission through 
the years, crossing ethnic/tribal, cultural, religious and 
regional boundaries, and even countries - embracing 
‘Dayak’ society and marginalised society in general, to 
manage their lives in solidarity and love, in order to 
achieve economic independence, be culturally digni�ed, 
and politically sovereign. 

Pancur Kasih, translated literally as “fountain of love” 
has given birth to remarkable institutions, a�liated 

organisations and signi�cant outcomes for the Dayak 
communities. Its core programmes covered in the 
various chapters of the books include education, cultural 
revitalisation, popularising people-based economy, 
nurturing nature, e�ecting change through media, 
political participation and advocacy, and GPPK’s position 
in social movements in Indonesia. Institutions, including 
the Saint Francis of Assisi Junior High School and Senior 
High School, Pancur Kasih Credit Union, Institut 
Dayakologi, Kalimantan Review, Mitra Hasih Printing, 
Bela Institution Banua Talino (LBBT), Community 
Radio for the Voice of Indigenous Community (RAMA) 
and RUAI Television have all been created as a result of 
the Pancur Kasih Empowerment Movement and serve as  
signi�cant service institutions for the community.

At each stage of the GPPK’s 30-year history, core problems 
were clearly identi�ed, along with the corresponding 
institutional programmes to address these problems, 
these becoming the milestones in GPPK’s journey. 
GPPK, together with other indigenous peoples in 
Indonesia, was central to the birth of Aliansi Masyarakat 
Adat Nusantara (AMAN), the country-wide alliance of 
indigenous peoples, whose members throughout the 
archipelago lead community struggles for land rights and 
recognition.  

�ese books will surely have similar lasting impacts, as 
have the numerous institutions and programmes GPPK 
has launched and sustained through its 30-year history. 

http://www.forestpeoples.org/topics/legal-human-rights/publication/2013/free-prior-and-informed-consent-posters
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11. Partner Spotlight: 
An interview with 

Louis Biswane from the 
Organisation of Kalin’a 

and Lokono Peoples 
in Marowijne (KLIM), 

Suriname

In this edition of the Partner Spotlight we interview 
Louis Biswane from the Organisation of Kalin’a and 
Lokono Peoples in Marowijne (KLIM) in Suriname. 
Louis recently participated in the Indigenous Fellowship 
Programme (IFP) of the O�ce of the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) in 
Geneva from 17 June to 12 July, on behalf of KLIM. 
In this interview, Louis talks about his experiences in 
Geneva: what he learned, and how the expertise and 
knowledge he has gained will support KLIM’s work. 

Q: Congratulations on your selection to take part 
in the prestigious OHCHR fellowship. What is the 
fellowship about, and who is it for?
 
A: �e fellowship programme provides guidance and 
information on the various UN Mechanisms that 
indigenous peoples can use to get recognition of their 
rights. In order to be admitted to the programme, you 
have to meet certain criteria: you have to be an indigenous 
person, live in an indigenous village, and work with 
an indigenous community-based organisation. �ere 
were 26 participants from various countries from all 
continents, 13 men and 13 women. �e selection process 
is quite strict. You are interviewed and they also check on 
your background and work with others. 

Q: Why was it important for you, as a representative 
of KLIM, to participate in the fellowship? What is the 
situation in Suriname like with regard to indigenous 
peoples’ rights?

A: For me this learning process was very important, 
because it gave me more insight into options and 
opportunities with di�erent UN institutions to address 
the lack of recognition of our rights. In Suriname the 
constitution does not recognise collective ownership 
rights, only individual ownership. �ere are no provisions 
recognising our traditional authorities and communities. 
We still live collectively and we have our own lifestyle. 

�e government of Suriname has been condemned 
several times by the international community for not 
recognising indigenous peoples’ rights. �e most famous 
example is the decision of the Inter-American Court in 
the Saramaka case.  

Because there are no opportunities at the national 
level, we are using international processes and �led a 
case against the government with the Inter-American 
Commission on Human Rights (IACHR). FPP is 
assisting us on this case. I think I was selected for the IFP 
because my organisation is involved in this case.  

Q: What does KLIM do and what is its goal? 

A: KLIM is a regional branch of the National Association 
of Indigenous Village Leaders in Suriname (VIDS). 
KLIM consists of the village councils of 6 Kalin’a villages 
(Caraibs) and 2 Lokono villages (Arowak). �e main 
goal of KLIM is to achieve legal recognition of our lands 
and resources, and to collectively manage and develop 
our indigenous territory in Marowijne. 
 
�e past few years we have collected information to 
demonstrate the extent of our territory, how we use it, 
and why it is so important for us, and what kind of threats 
and challenges our communities and resources face. We 
have made a territorial map and have marked concessions 
and land titles issued to outsiders. We have documented 
our customary sustainable use and our traditional laws 
and rules. We also carry out research on the state of our 
biodiversity, for instance the impacts of climate change 
in our area. We also work with youngsters, to actively 
engage them in our work and to keep our language, 
culture and knowledge alive. 

Louis at the UN headquarters in Geneva during the Indigenous 
Fellowship Programme © Louis Biswane



FPP E-Newsletter: October 2013

Q: What have you learned in Geneva? What did you 
do, who have you met and spoken to? What was the 
most special insight or memory for you? 

A: I have learned in detail how you can use certain 
UN instruments in the struggle for recognition of your 
rights. I have seen how conferences are organised and 
the role the secretariats play. As part of the fellowship, 
we attended the meeting of the Expert Mechanism on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (EMRIP) and helped 
to prepare for this meeting. �is was a very interesting 
experience.  I have been introduced to a lot of people. 
For instance, the desk o�cer of the OHCHR who is in 
charge of my country. OHCHR does not have an o�ce 
in Suriname, so we fall under the o�cer who is based in 
Geneva. She is overseeing all human rights information 
regarding the country. I  also met with the people who 
work with the UN minorities sector and people who 
work in the human rights department of the UN. I have 
even met with the Special Rapporteur on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples, Mr James Anaya. I have learned how 
you can contact these persons. I have also learned how 
to use the OHCHR website.  �e most special thing 
I have learned is that we have di�erent institutions we 
can turn to with our problems. For instance, the special 
rapporteur on poverty, or on the right to education. 

Q: What was it like for you to move from your village 
to Switzerland for a month? 

A: It has been a challenge to stay in Geneva for a 
month, but it has been a good experience because it was 
important to gain this knowledge. I have also learned 
that for Europeans, time is precious. �ey don’t joke 
with time! 

Q: How will the knowledge, experience and contacts 
gained during the fellowship help you to do your 
work with KLIM better? How do you plan to apply 
your new knowledge and skills?

A: I am sharing the things I have learned with others 
in the organisation and we are de�nitely looking 
at opportunities to use the UN ‘route’ more often 
to highlight our situation. For instance developing 
shadow reports to reports our government is submitting 
to UN bodies, to let the UN know of issues that the 
government doesn’t mention in their reports. We now 
know how to do it and whom to contact for it. We now 
also understand and interpret UN documents or reviews 
about our country better. 

Q: How do you see the future in Marowijne?

A: We are con�dent about our case with the IACHR. 
I believe we will achieve legal recognition of our rights 
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within the next 10 years. We will also continue to develop 
and strengthen our organisation and prepare the village 
councils for the collective management, protection and 
development of our territory. 

------------------------

More information about the indigenous fellowship 
programme can be found here: http://www.ohchr.org/
EN/Issues/IPeoples/Pages/Fellowship.aspx

More information about Suriname, including the 
Saramaka and KLIM cases, can be found here: http://
www.forestpeoples.org/region/south-central-america/
suriname 

12. Latest publications

1. Agribusiness large-scale land acquisitions and 
human rights in Southeast Asia - Updates from 
Indonesia, �ailand, Philippines, Malaysia, 
Cambodia, Timor-Leste and Burma

�is series of studies 
provides updated 
information about large-
scale land acquisitions 
in the region, with 
the aim of identifying 
trends, common threats, 
divergences and possible 
solutions. As well as 
summarising trends in 
investment, trade, crop 
development and land 
tenure arrangements, the 
studies focus on the land 
tenure and human rights 
challenges.

Seven national updates have been compiled based on 
the available literature for Burma, �ailand, Cambodia, 
Malaysia, Indonesia, Timor-Leste and the Philippines, 
each following a similar format. �e studies seek to 
summarise what laws and policies already exist in 
national human rights frameworks that could ensure 
respect for rights in large-scale land development and, on 
the basis of this analysis, recommend possible solutions 
to the problems identi�ed.

Read the studies (in English only) here: http://
www.fores tpeoples .org/ topics /pr iva te - sec tor/
publication/2013/agribusiness-large-scale-land-
acquisitions-and-human-rights-s

***
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