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• SPS requirements vs 
national/local 
frameworks

• IP population spread over the country 
due to migration from place of origin

• Barren, forest, government land 
cultivated by both mainstream and IP 
group: 

• Recognizing and assessing customary 
land and claim is challenging

• Collective ownership or claim to the 
natural resources

• No IP safeguard policy (country 
context) – national framework focused 
on inclusion and representation
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IP Identification Challenges



Vulnerability assessment 

• Country IP 
framework 
recognized 59 
groups as IP

• NEFIN classified 59 
groups into five 
category

• In terms of mixed 
settlement, whether 
all IP recognized by 
law are vulnerable
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Issue related with meaningful 
consultation
• Consultation with 

• Individual IP 
• Consultation with household head or 

together with all family member
• IP organization
• Representative of local IP traditional 

institution
• Means of communication and record 

• Language
• Technology
• Documentation

• Number of consultation and timing
• Individual count, representative % count
• Impact assessment, valuation, resettlement, 

livelihood restoration
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Thank you.
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