Executive Summary:

This report and request is submitted by three organizations namely the People’s Initiative for Peace, Manipur (PIPM), United NGOs Mission Manipur (UNMM), and North East Dialogue Forum (NEDF). This three network organizations are strategically supported by the International Support Organization mainly located in Europe. It emphasizes the dangerous and urgent situation that has developed in the northeast states of India as a result of India’s discriminatory acts and omissions. Systematic discrimination and other human rights violations against the indigenous peoples of northeast India are manifested in relation to the imminent construction of 68 mega dams throughout indigenous peoples’ territories in the northeast and the Arms Forces (Special Powers) Act, 1958. 

The report also highlights widespread, persistent and systematic violations of various provisions of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights against the indigenous peoples of the northeast by the Republic of India. This discrimination is particularly evident in connection with denial of indigenous peoples’ rights to own and control their traditional lands, territories and resources and India’s failure to adequately recognize, guarantee and protect indigenous peoples’ rights in the context of armed conflict between state and non-state actors.

A large number of armed opposition groups operate in Manipur and elsewhere in the northeast and they also have been responsible for gross human rights abuses. Yet, disregard for basic human rights by the State in countering these groups only begets contempt for the rule of law and contributes to a vicious cycle of violence. 

Immediate and increased attention to the situation in northeast India is urgently needed due to the presence of a pattern of escalating racial hatred and violence towards indigenous peoples.  This hatred and violence has the support of significant elements within local government and law enforcement and now has been markedly exacerbated by the recent failure of the Government. The submitting organizations emphasize the pressing need for the Committee’s immediate and sustained attention to systematic human rights violations against indigenous peoples in northeast India.  This includes the imminent construction of a large number of dams on indigenous peoples’ lands. Such attention is required to prevent immediate and irreparable harm, halt the escalation of racial conflict, and limit the scale and number of serious violations of the Convention.  Consequently, the report requests, inter alia, that the Committee adopts a decision under its Early Warning and Urgent Action procedures in relation to this situation.

Submitting Organizations:

People’s Initiative for Peace, Manipur (PIPM): The PIPM, established in the year 2007 is a platform represented by various sections of the society namely academicians, intellectuals, religious leaders of different religious groups like Church (Baptist, Catholic), Islam, Hindu, civil society organizations, NGOs, media, business community, etc. The PIPM is working for the cause of the society especially aiming to resolve the ongoing conflict situation prevailing in the region.
Address: Chingmeirong East, Imphal – 795001, Manipur, India. 

Tel: 0091-385-2421053, Fax: 0091-385-2321368, e-mail: pipmanipur@gmail.com                                 
United NGOs Mission Manipur (UNMM): The UNMM, established in 1995, is a network of 103 indigenous peoples’ NGOs. These organizations work in solidarity to end violence due to traditional ethnic conflicts, conflicts between Hindus and indigenous peoples and to conflict between armed groups and the Government of India.  The UNMM also seeks to protect Manipur’s large forests on which indigenous peoples’ depend for their livelihoods and to otherwise promote and defend the rights of indigenous peoples in the region. 

Address: Chingmeirong East, Imphal – 795001, Manipur, India. 

Tel: 0091-385-2421053, Fax: 0091-385-2321368 e-mail: unmmanipur@sancharnet.in 

North East Dialogue Forum (NEDF): The NEDF, established in 2000, is a regional network of NGOs working on the issue of globalization, peace, development, gender and health.
Address of the Secretariat office: Palace Compound (West), Imphal East District, Manipur, India. Tele: - 0091 – 385 – 2230004, Fax: 0091 – 385 – 2454897, 

e-mail: dialogueforum@rediffmail.com 
General Background
1.
The northeast states of India are Tripura, Assam, Meghalaya, Manipur, Nagaland, Arunachal Pradesh, Mizoram and Sikkim. This region is located in extreme northeast corner of India bordering China to the north, Myanmar to the east and southeast, and Bangladesh to the southwest. This part of the country is connected to a mainland of India by a small strip of land 34 km wide between the Bangladesh and Chinese borders.  According to the 2001 Census, the total population of these seven states is 38,495,089 persons.

2.
The northeastern states are the home to around 270 indigenous peoples, among others, the Bodo, Karbi, Dimasha, Ahomia, Adi, Khasi, Garo, Naga, Kuki, and Meitei. Some of have a population in the millions while some number as few as two thousand persons. The northeast contains their traditional territories, which are fundamental to maintenance indigenous peoples’ material, cultural and spiritual life. They have a holistic relationship with their territories and a rich and varied traditional knowledge about its ecology and uses. The vast majority practice a subsistence economy based on sustainable use of their natural resources, particularly in the remaining forested areas of the region.  These territories and indigenous peoples’ rights to own and control them are thus inextricably tied to the preservation of distinct indigenous cultures and societies. Disregarding the fundamental importance of securing indigenous peoples’ traditional tenure, India’s laws fail to adequately recognize and protect indigenous peoples’ rights to own and control their traditional territories in the northeast.  Moreover, due to the construction of dams (extant and proposed), the imposition of restrictive forestry laws and the implementation of AFSPA, indigenous peoples’ rights are being actively violated, and in some cases they are unable to access to the traditional means of subsistence. 

3.
At the time of India’s independence, the departing the British left more than 500 previously independent princely states most of which were incorporated into modern India by merger agreements between the newly independent government and the various rulers.  Following this procedure, the Manipur Merger Agreement of 21 September 1949 was concluded between India and Maharaja Budhachandra of Manipur.  The indigenous people and peoples of Manipur were however not offered any role in the decision-making process about the merger.  This occurred despite a pre-independence promise that the northeast would maintain its independence.

4.
After the India’s acquisition of Manipur and a massive influx of the Indian Army, armed opposition by the Naga, Ahomia, Meiteis, and Tripuries peoples broke out as they sought to restore and exercise their right to self-determination.  This is confirmed by Amnesty International, which reported in 2005 that “Tensions in that region originated in demands for self-determination by the Naga people in the post independence period which led to an armed struggle.”   It was against this background that India adopted the Armed Forces (Assam and Manipur) Special Powers Ordinance, (today known as AFSPA) in September 1958.  Ironically this law was based on a British colonial ordinance specifically designed to quell the Quit Indian Movement led by Mahatma Gandhi.  

5
In 1972, AFSPA was amended to allow for the declaration of ‘disturbed areas’ by the federal government and to extend its reach to include the other states of the northeast.  The law provides extensive and largely unfettered powers to the armed forces, both regular army and paramilitary.

6.
Finally, as observed by the Human Rights Committee – endorsing the views of India’s National Human Rights Commission – “bearing in mind the provisions of articles 1, 19 and 25 of the Covenant: … the problems in areas affected by terrorism and armed insurgency are essentially political in character and that the approach to resolving such problems must also, essentially, be political….”   The Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women made similar comments in 2000.   
Article 1 – Right to self-determination
India persists in disregarding indigenous peoples’ property rights and has not altered its highly prejudicial dam building activities and plans

7.
Discrimination
 and violations of indigenous peoples’ rights are also marked in relation to India’s existing and planned hydroelectric dam construction programme in the northeast.
  The CERD’s 2007 concluding observations highlight India’s ongoing failure to recognise and respect indigenous peoples’ property rights and observe that “large scale projects such as the construction of several dams in Manipur and other north-eastern States … are carried out without seeking their prior informed consent. These projects result in the forced resettlement or endanger the traditional lifestyles of the communities concerned.”
  The CERD’s corresponding recommendation urged India to 

fully respect and implement the right of ownership, collective or individual, of the members of tribal communities over the lands traditionally occupied by them … [and to] seek the prior informed consent of communities affected by the construction of dams in the Northeast or similar projects on their traditional lands in any decision-making processes related to such projects and provide adequate compensation and alternative land and housing to those communities.
    

8.
On 30th January 2008, the Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh who is also the environment minister laid the foundation stone of Dibang Multipurpose Project which estimated to produce 3000 MW of power which is yet to be cleared by his ministry, thereby rendering the entire environment clearance process farcical. The propose dam was undertaken by the National Hydroelectric Power Corporation (NHPC) without any consultation from the locals. The proposed project is going to affect the three districts of Lower Dibang, East Siang and Dibang Valley in Arunachal Pradesh. The laying of foundation stone for the project by Prime Minister coincided with the scheduled date of public hearing at New Anaya. Such move is not appreciable since the laying of stone is done even before the public consultation process had finished and is a forceful imposition of will of the government despite the overwhelming public opposition.
There are dozens of mega dams and scores of smaller dams either under construction or proposed for imminent construction throughout the northeast region. The majority of these dams are either causing or threaten to cause irreparable harm to indigenous peoples, their cultural integrity, and their survival as distinct peoples.  Most of the region’s indigenous peoples depend on the forest for their subsistence and non-material needs and compelling evidence demonstrates that their livelihoods and integrity will suffer greatly due to dam construction.
  These dams will permanently flood vast areas of indigenous peoples’ traditional territories causing a drastic and irreplaceable reduction in their traditional and other means of subsistence, and will result in the forced displacement of hundreds of thousands of persons, if not many more.  

9.
The Tipaimukh dam in Manipur is an emblematic example.  This dam will flood close to 300 square kilometres of indigenous lands in Manipur.
  It will directly displace 1,461 Hmar families,
 destroy a number of major sacred sites of the Hmar and Naga indigenous peoples, and will affect 67 indigenous villages: 16 will be completely submerged, as will the low-lying areas in 51 other villages.
  The Zeliangrong Naga tribe, for example, expects that 40,000 of its members – approximately (one-third) nearly half of its total population – will be forcibly displaced by the dam.
 

10.
The Zeliangrong Naga’s most sacred sites – the Zeihlat lake and the Barak waterfalls will also be submerged and irreparably damaged. These sacred sites are central to their cosmology and beliefs about their origin as a community and thus central to their identity and integrity.  

11.
Discounting the CERD’s recommendations and also a massive hue and cry from the indigenous population with regard to dams in the northeast, India continues to pursue construction of the Tipaimukh dam.  Despite the fact that environmental and other permits have yet to be issued,
 a cornerstone for the dam was laid on 16th December 2006 by central Government Minister for Power, S. Shinde, and a global tendering process for engineering, procurement and construction works has been initiated and is scheduled to close on 31 December 2007.
  Work has also begun on constructing workers’ lodgings and upgrading roads to the dam site.
  India is also moving forward with Tipaimukh in the face of widespread public protests, the latest being a state-wide strike held in August 2007;
 overwhelming opposition in a number of public hearings held about the dam;
 and strong condemnation of the project by the United Naga Council, a  body representing all Naga organisations and tribal presidents.
  In short, indigenous peoples in Manipur, both those directly affected by Tipaimukh and the vast majority of the general population, are steadfastly opposed to the Tipaimukh dam.

12.
Despite indigenous peoples opposition to Tipaimukh, India has given no indication that it will honour its international obligations to respect indigenous peoples’ right to give their free, prior and informed consent in relation to this or any of the other dams in the northeast.  The result is and will continue to be massive violations of indigenous peoples’ rights and irreparable harm to their basic rights and integrity as distinct peoples.  This not only disregards the CERD’s 2007 recommendations, it also contravenes Article 32(2) of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, which provides that

States shall consult and cooperate in good faith with the indigenous peoples concerned through their own representative institutions in order to obtain their free and informed consent prior to the approval of any project affecting their lands or territories and other resources, particularly in connection with the development, utilization or exploitation of mineral, water or other resources.

13.
In the same vein, the World Commission on Dams
 has also strongly endorsed indigenous peoples’ right of informed consent.  The World Commission’s final report observes that, “In a context of increasing recognition of the self-determination of indigenous peoples, the principle of free, prior, and informed consent to development plans and projects affecting these groups has emerged as the standard to be applied in protecting and promoting their rights in the development process.”

Article 9 – The right of everyone to social security, including social insurance:

Indigenous Peoples and the Arms Forces (Special Powers) Act

14.
AFSPA was introduced in 1958 and applied to Assam and Manipur primarily as a means to suppress the Naga indigenous people’s self-determination movement.  In the intervening years, this law has been extended to the entire northeast and a range of different armed groups – some of which are responsible for serious human rights violations against civilians – have emerged and are actively fighting the State, and in some cases each other

15.
The key provisions of AFSPA contravene international human rights law and have led to gross and systematic violations of indigenous peoples’ rights Sections 4 and 6 require special mention in this respect:

Sec. 4 Special Power of the Armed Forces – Any commissioned officer, warrant officer, non commissioned officer or any other person of equivalent rank in the armed forces may, in a disturbed area-

(a) if he is of opinion that it is necessary so to do for the maintenance of Public order, after giving such due warning as he may consider necessary, fire upon or otherwise use force, even to the causing of death, against any person who is acting in contravention of any law or order for the time being in force in the disturbed area prohibiting the assembly of five or more persons or the carrying of weapons or of things capable of being used as weapons or of fire-arms, ammunition or explosive substances;

(b) if he is of opinion that it is necessary so to do, destroy any arms dump, prepared or fortified position or shelter from which armed attacks are made or are likely to be made or are attempted to be made, or any structure used as a training camp for armed volunteers or utilized as a hide-out by armed gangs or absconders wanted for any offence; 

(c) arrest, without warrant, any person who has committed a cognizable offence or against whom a reasonable suspicion exists that he has committed or is about to commit a cognizable offence and may use such force as may be necessary to effect the arrest; 

(d) enter and search without warrant any premises to make any such arrest as aforesaid or to recover any person believed to be wrongfully restrained or confined or any property reasonably suspected to be stolen property or any arms, ammunition or explosive substances believed to be unlawfully kept in such premises and may for that purpose use such force as may be necessary.

Sec. 6-Protection to Persons acting under Act – No prosecution, suit or other legal proceeding shall be instituted, except with the previous sanction of the Central Government, against any person in respect of anything done or purported to be done in exercise of the powers conferred by this Act.

AFSPA has yet to be repealed and India has indicated that it will not repeal this discriminatory law
16. 
In paragraph 12 of CERD’s 2007 concluding observations, the Committee observed that the AFSPA continues to sanction absolute impunity for serious human rights violations against the predominant indigenous population of Manipur and other northeast states (arts. 2 (1)(c), 5(b), (d) and 6).  It recommended that this law be repealed and observed that India’s own special commission on AFSPA (the “Reddy Commission”) also recommended that the law be repealed.  

17.
The Reddy Commission’s report,
 which, despite the Cerd’s 2007 recommendation,
 has yet to be made public by India, states that AFSPA “has become a symbol of oppression, an object of hate and an instrument of discrimination and high-handedness.”
  In recommending its repeal and replacement by a revision of the 1967 Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, the Reddy Commission’s report acknowledges that AFSPA is discriminatory: 

a major consequence of the proposed course [repeal of AFSPA] would be to erase the feeling of discrimination and alienation among the people of the North-eastern States that they have been subjected to, what they call, ‘draconian’ enactment made especially for them.  The ULP Act applies to entire India including to the North-eastern States. The complaint of discrimination would then no longer be valid.
       

18.
The same conclusion was also reached by the Second Administrative Reforms Commission which is chaired by Congress Leader Veerappa Moily.  This commission’s fifth report, submitted to the Government on 25 June 2007, also recommended that AFSPA be repealed. The commission stated, as did the Reddy Commission before it, that repeal of AFSPA would remove the feeling of discrimination and alienation among the people of the northeast.
 
19.
However, India has chosen to disregard the CERD’s recommendations, the detailed conclusions of the Reddy Commission, and the conclusions of the Second Administrative Reforms Commission, and has refused to repeal AFSPA.  For instance, on 26 June 2007 in a speech delivered at Dimapur, Nagaland, the Minister of Defense, the Hon. A.K. Anthony, explicitly rejected the Second Administrative Reforms Commission’s recommendations stating that the time has not come to scrap the ‘anti terror law’.
  Additionally, on 22nd November 2007, the Cabinate Ministers of the Government of the state of Manipur passed in its meeting to extend “Disturb Area” status with the result that AFSPA will be in force except in the seven Assembly Constituency segments of the Imphal Municipal Council for at least another one year with effect from 1st December 2007 to 30th November 2008.
  

20.
India’s refusal to repeal AFSPA represents a rejection not only of the CERD’s recommendations but also the long-standing concerns and recommendations of other United Nations human rights bodies.
  In January 2007, for example, the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women reiterated its previously expressed concerns about AFSPA and requested information on “the steps being taken to abolish or reform the Armed Forces Special Powers Act and to ensure that investigation and prosecution of acts of violence against women by the military in disturbed areas and during detention or arrest is not impeded.”
  The Human Rights Committee found that AFSPA has essentially created an undeclared state of emergency spanning almost 50 years and which is characterized by “serious human rights violations.”
  

21.
While India refuses to repeal AFSPA, violence against indigenous peoples in the northeast and impunity for the perpetrators continue unabated.
  For instance, some incidents of killings of unarmed civilians have occurred since January 1, 2007.

22.
In addition to facilitating gross, persistent and systematic violations of basic human rights, the AFSPA is discriminatory in both its purpose and effect because it was designed to suppress the right to self-determination of the indigenous peoples of the northeast and because it disproportionately affects indigenous peoples who are the overwhelming majority of the population in the northeast.
  This was acknowledged by the Committee in 2007 and by Human Rights Committee ten years earlier in 1997. The Human Rights Committee also recommended, citing Article 1 of the Covenant, that a political rather than a military solution to the situation in the northeast should be pursued.

23.
The recent approval of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples by the UN General Assembly is also relevant, not the least because it contains rights that must be equally protected without discrimination pursuant to Article 5 of the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination.  In addition to affirming that indigenous peoples hold the right to self-determination,
 and to protection of that right without discrimination,
 this Declaration affirms a wide range of rights and protections that are relevant to the application of AFSPA in the northeast.  For instance, Article 30 of the Declaration affirms that 
1. Military activities shall not take place in the lands or territories of indigenous peoples, unless justified by a significant threat to relevant public interest or otherwise freely agreed with or requested by the indigenous peoples concerned. 
2. States shall undertake effective consultations with the indigenous peoples concerned, through appropriate procedures and in particular through their representative institutions, prior to using their lands or territories for military activities.

24.
Pursuant to AFSPA gross violations of indigenous peoples and their members’ basic human rights are occurring on a daily basis while the perpetrators enjoy de jure impunity.  The perpetration and perpetuation of these violations enjoys the support of significant elements within all levels government and the security forces.  India has rejected the Committee’s 2007 recommendations as well as numerous other recommendations by other UN treaty bodies, all holding that AFSPA contravenes India’s international obligations and should be repealed. It has also rejected the similar recommendations of its own commissions, including two that specifically reviewed AFSPA in the past two years and its National Human Rights Commission.  Immediate and increased attention to AFSPA and the situation in northeast India is therefore urgently needed due this persistent, systematic and State-condoned pattern of discriminatory violence and other long-standing rights violations against indigenous peoples.   
Article – 12: Right to health
Discrimination in Health facilities:
25.
Right to health is recognized as an integral part of the right to life under the constitution of India but health services in indigenous communities are substantially worse than they are in non-indigenous areas. It is extremely difficult for indigenous communities who are dwelling in the remote, hilly and periphery of the region to see a doctor as and when someone is fell sick, as there are no doctors even though some hospital buildings are there in sprinkling. Because of the arms conflict, most of the primary health centres and sub-centres are not able to function properly. More than 70 percent of the populations of the region do not avail basic health care. If someone is fall sick and if he needs treatment, he has to travel a long distance for his treatment. And as such many women are compelled to delivery their child at their respective homes as to travel a long distance to access the government hospital for a pregnant mother is impracticable which leads to enormous increasing of stillbirth. This is the case despite the fact that indigenous peoples disproportionately suffer from certain diseases. The main health related problems faced by the indigenous people include HIV/AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis, diarrhoeal diseases, cancer, dental caries and inadequate access to health care. HIV/AIDS and malaria have reached epidemic proportions in many parts of the region. Very little has been done to mitigate the effect of HIV/AIDS and malaria in indigenous communities and most communities lack drugs to treat the disease or have insufficient drugs. Though India has National Healthy Policy 1983, the public health and sanitation programmes in this particular region is not satisfactory. Poverty and malnutrition, lack of safe drinking water and poor sanitation in rural villages and overcrowded urban poor localities, all these issues deprive millions of healthy life. Government health provision seriously fails to reach remote areas as well as it is inadequate and insufficiently people-centred. 

Articles – 13: Right to Education
Discrimination in Educational facilities: 

26.
The Indian Constitution clearly embodies several significant guarantees to promote the right of children. This is further affirmed by the National Policy for Children, 1974. The 86th Amendment of the constitution 2002 promises free and compulsory elementary education of good quality of the age group of 6-14 as Fundamental Right.

27.
The indigenous people of the northeast India faces enormous educational challenges and inequities that in turn, prolong and exacerbate economic, social and health problems for these indigenous communities and individuals. The problems are manifold and interrelated. The lack of infrastructure in the remote and periphery parts of the region makes getting to school difficult and many of them are dropped out. The percentage of out of school children among the tribal remains very high at 9.54 percent. This means 1.65 million tribal children are still out of school. There are very few secondary schools and colleges for higher studies in most part of the region except a few of them are clustered in the urban area and those that are there are also of poor quality. Few attend for higher study and fewer completed it, meaning that very few of them ever go on to higher levels of education. Over and above this, lack of teaching staffs, poor infrastructures are common phenomenon to this region. Teachers of the lower classes have classes of large number of children studying their lessons by sitting, kneeling or lying on the floor. Teachers often have no chairs or tables and complain of the inconvenience of non-payment of salaries in time are amongst other things. Some 70/80 percent of indigenous students were found to be achieving below an acceptable level of functional literacy, meaning that generally poorer quality of education currently available in the interior parts of this region. 

Even though, India has been made the right to Education a fundamental right through the 86th Amendment to the Constitution to provide free and compulsory education to all children between six to fourteen years of age, the children of the said age group of the indigenous people of the region do not able to benefit from this opportunities. The Savra Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) or Education of All a flagship programme launched by the government of India to achieve Universal Elementary Education (UEE) in the country has targeted to cover the entire country by 2002 but in case of the northeast India, the said scheme has not been properly implementated.
Conclusion and Request:

28.
In the light of the preceding, the submitting organizations respectfully request that the Committee consider the situation of the indigenous peoples in northeast India under its Early warning and Urgent Action procedure so as to avoid further irreparable harm to indigenous peoples and to assist India to ensure that the rights guaranteed by the Convention are fully recognized and respected in law and practice.  In particular, the submitting organizations request that the Committee adopts the following measures:

a) Request that India refrain from and bring a halt to any activities that diminish indigenous peoples’ traditional lands, territories and resources and that it legally recognize their ownership rights in and to their traditional territories and take steps to return these territories where indigenous peoples have been deprived of them without their free, prior and informed consent. In this context, particular attention is required in relation to the construction of hydroelectric dams in indigenous peoples’ territories without their free, prior and informed consent. 

b) Urge India to take immediate and effective measures to ensure the safety and security of indigenous peoples in the area and ensure that adequate resources are provided towards this end.  These measures should be designed and implemented with the meaningful participation and informed consent of indigenous peoples;
c) An Urgent Action decision expressing its profound concern over violations of indigenous peoples’ rights in relation to AFSPA and recommending that India repeal that legislation without delay;
d) Consistent with the recommendations of the Human Rights Committee, recommend that India immediately begin a process of political dialogue with the armed groups, indigenous peoples’ freely chosen representatives and civil society in the northeast in order to seek a peaceful and sustainable solution to the violence in a manner that fully respects the right to self-determination and the political and other rights of the indigenous peoples of the northeast; 
e) Urge that India adopt immediate and effective measures to provide effective remedies to victims of human right violations in the northeast;

*******.
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� 	Concluding observations of the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women: India. 02/02/2007, at para. 9.


� 	Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee: India. 04/08/97. CCPR/C/79/Add.81, para. at 18 & 19.


� 	While this report focuses on the acts and omissions of India, we wish to emphasize that this in no way minimizes the role and responsibility of the armed opposition groups in the northeast for the long-standing violence that has dominated the region’s daily life for generations.  These groups contribute to the cycle of violence and human rights abuses in the northeast and are equally responsible for seeking a political solution to the region’s problems.
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� 	See, Request for adoption of a Decision under the Urgent Action/ Early Warning Procedure in Connection with violation of Indigenous Peoples’ Rights in Northeast India. United NGO Mission Manipur & Forest Peoples Programme, 31 October 2006, paras. 9-10 & 12-16 (explaining, respectively, the demographics of northeast India and the origins of AFSPA).


�  	The Human Rights Committee stated that – endorsing the views of India’s National Human Rights Commission – “bearing in mind the provisions of articles 1, 19 and 25 of the Covenant: … the problems in areas affected by terrorism and armed insurgency are essentially political in character and that the approach to resolving such problems must also, essentially, be political….”  Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee: India. 04/08/97. CCPR/C/79/Add.81, para. 18.


� 	Article 3 of the UN Declaration affirms that “Indigenous peoples have the right to self-determination. By virtue of that right they freely determine their political status and freely pursue their economic, social and cultural development.”


� 	Article 2 of the UN Declaration affirms that: “Indigenous peoples and individuals are free and equal to all other peoples and individuals and have the right to be free from any kind of discrimination, in the exercise of their rights, in particular that based on their indigenous origin or identity.”








Page 1 of 12

