Law 12/Ms. Reece

UNDRIP & Global Indigenous Rights Pamphlet

Your task is to choose one country and focus on a specific case involving Indigenous peoples and their
rights. Everyone should have a unique case study (first-come-first-serve) and posted in the Google
Classroom post. You will create a pamphlet using Canva (similar to an infographic). You should avoid
heavy text like an essay and use short text, relying on visuals such as images, charts, and maps to
engage your reader. Make sure any direct quotes, statistics, and other sources are properly cited.
Citations can be in any format (APA, MLA, or Chicago), but a references section must be included (you
can use a citation generator like NoodleTools). You will also post your pamphlet on the Google Classroom
‘stream’ and comment on your classmates’ work, including at least one question. Everyone should
receive a comment on their project.

Step 1: Indigenous Rights in Your Chosen Country

How are Indigenous rights recognized in this country?
What legal protections or concepts exist?

Examples may include: Maori in New Zealand, Sami in Northern Europe, Inuit in Greenland,
Mapuche in Chile and Argentina, or Indigenous peoples in other regions. Indigenous people are
spread across over 90 countries globally (IWGIA). You can visit www.iwgia.org/en/countries for
ideas.

Step 2: Case Study

Focus on one real case or conflict involving Indigenous peoples in that country. Describe what happened,
who was involved, and what rights were being challenged or defended.

Step 3: UNDRIP Connection

Connect your case to 2-3 relevant articles from the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP). While UNDRIP is not legally binding, it is considered “soft law” and sets
important global standards. Use it to help explain whether Indigenous rights were respected or limited.

e Which UNDRIP articles apply? How do they connect to the case study?
e Were Indigenous rights upheld or recognized in relation to UNDRIP?

Step 4: Comparison to Canada

Compare your chosen country to Canada using relevant legal concepts. For example, you might want to
compare whether the country has similar frameworks to the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms,
duty to consult, self-government, treaty rights, etc.

e What is similar between Canada and your chosen country? What is different?
e How does the recognition of Indigenous and Aboriginal law compare?
e Do you think a case like this could occur in Canada? Would the outcome be different?


http://www.iwgia.org/en/countries
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