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As you know, the United Nations have adopted the so called Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which maps out what the World Organization wants to achieve with regard to Economic and Social Development until 2015.  Of course, the MDGs are of imperative importance also to indigenous peoples.  

In assisting in implementing the MDGs, the Permanent Forum must not loose track of what we underscored already at our 2nd session; that it is crucial to recognize that there is no universal definition of “development”.  “Development” is not an objective term.  Rather, it can encompass different elements for different groups or peoples, as we pointed out in  the report from the World Commission on Culture and Development in the following way: According to one view, development is a process of economic growth, a rapid and sustained expansion of production, productivity and income per head (sometimes qualified by insistence on a wide spread of the benefits of this growth). According to the other, …., development is seen as a process that enhances the effective freedom of the people involved to pursue whatever they have reason to value: "a process of enlarging people's choices" -- that measures development in a broad array of capabilities, ranging from political, economic and social freedom to individual opportunities for being healthy, educated, productive, creative and enjoying self-respect and human rights. Culture was implied in this notion, but is  not explicitly mentoned. This view of human development (in contrast to narrowly economic development) is a culturally conditioned view of economic and social progress. Indeed, indigenous peoples many times have a different opinion of what constitutes development, compared with their surrounding peoples or external companies, organizations etc. engaging in activities in indigenous areas.  This is not entirely new. It has been  increasingly evoked  by several distinguished groups: the Brandt Commission, the South Commission, the Commission  on Global Governance, in the Report on Environment and Development and by the Commission on Culture and Development, but has mainly remained an insight only on the theoretical level (see “ Our Creative Diversity” 1995). 
 Poverty of a life, in this view, implies not only lack of essential goods and services, but also a lack of opportunities to choose a fuller, more satisfying, more valuable and valued existence. Even if we define poverty in the way the it was done in the World Bank “World development report 2000/2001: attacking poverty” (“deprivation of well-being related to lack of material income or consumption, low levels of education and health, vulnerability exposure to risk, no opportunity to be heard, and powerlessness”), which is quite advanced, it still does not include all the elements relevant for indigenous peoples. Poverty itself has a cultural context.  Indigenous peoples who have access to our lands, waters and resources do not consider ourselves poor – even if we may not have access to the cash economy. We have an “ecological capital”.  Poverty for us is denial of our basic human rights and the denial of access to our territories and resources.  Many development programs simply are  not adjusted to indigenous realities and way of life. 
We believe that indigenous peoples are the best experts on our own lives and environments and development strategies.  Ironically we could say that most of all we need a development of  the very concept of development.
Given that indigenous peoples in many cases are poor and marginalized, we need to remind the world community again and again of the reason for this. The FAO report “State of the world's forests 2003” very correctly states that poor people, and indigenous people often belong to them, do not have acces to or control with the wealth stored in the forests in their areas  and that they are excluded from the value of timber because the prize is so high “and because they lack power”. They are left to extract the non-wood forest products. This is  in line with our general experiences from the economic situation of indigenous peoples. Hence, if we are interested in alleviating poverty in indigenous communities, we need to ask why and how did it happen that indigenous communities lost control over their environment and their lives, in most cases  without any kind of compensation? And the answer is, as we all know, that colonization and now globalization has seen indigenous peoples from all over the World, denied our rights to our territories and our resources.  Indigenous peoples have been and continue to be denied our right to self-determine our destinies and with that, the right to manage our traditional territories and resources..  According to the human rights conventions from 1966 now referred to by the UN Human Rights Committee also in connection with the rights of indigenous peoples,  peoples should  in " no case  …. be deprived of its own means of subsistence" (CCPR and CESPR 196 art. 1).  Therefore, if we wish to cure the disease, it  is simply not enough to ask how to remove the symptoms of a disease - we need to analyze and to address the very cause of the disease. 
At our 2nd session, the Permanent Forum  recommended that the United Nations system, the World Bank, the Inter-American Development Bank and the International Monetary Fund formulate development policies for indigenous peoples that affirm indigenous peoples’ identity and include the participation of indigenous peoples so as to highlight and initiate programmes and projects based on the perspective of indigenous way of life.  One could several other UN agencies to that list.  I believe that this is one of the most important issues that the Permanent Forum can engage itself in.  I believe that the Permanent Forum - as a matter of priority – should follow up on previous recommendations.  The Permanent Forum has previously recommended that meetings of international financial institutions be convened, with the participation of the Forum, to consider issues related to their policies, procedures and relationships concerning indigenous peoples. This needs to be followed up.
The Permanent Forum should also assist in facilitating direct communication between such institutions and indigenous peoples’ representatives.  One example is the current discussions between the World Bank Group and indigenous representatives on the World Bank’s revised indigenous peoples’ policy.  At the 2nd session, the Permanent Forum recommended that the World Bank continues the dialogue and direct consultations with indigenous peoples.  I believe that the Permanent Forum should reiterate this recommendation that the World Bank arranges another legal round-table discussion with indigenous peoples’ representatives during the ninety day period after the release of the Draft Indigenous Peoples’ Policy.  The Forum should also otherwise contribute to that work shops and other forms of meetings are convened between indigenous representatives and UN system organizations, where indigenous representatives can assist these organizations to develop development policies that are apt to the particular way of life, needs and concerns of indigenous peoples.  In this context, I would also like to take the opportunity to remind the World Bank of a recommendation previously made by the Forum, i.e. that the final draft policy on indigenous peoples be made available to the Permanent Forum members before it is presented to the Board of the World Bank.  
The entire UN system has been called upon to assist in implementing the MDGs - as a matter of priority.  I firmly believe that the Permanent Forum needs to respond to that call.  Thus, one of the most important tasks for the Forum in the years to come will be to contribute to the implementation of the MDGs as they relate to indigenous peoples.  Recall here, that our 2nd session, the Permanent Forum invited the UNDP and the Statistical Branch of the DESA to present a report on the progress made to date on the MDGs, with the special focus on alleviating poverty and its affect on indigenous peoples.  We need to follow up on that recommendation.

