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1. Background 3. Aims, Objectives and Approach 5. Work Done so far: Systematic Map

Increasing Indigenous Participation at the Global Level The aim of this study is to develop guidelines for enhanced participation in global water governance processes and inform the
(( ) development of a decolonised water governance framework that encapsulates Indigenous values and norms, using a strengths-

Aim : To review peer-reviewed literature on Indigenous peoples’
participation and inclusion in water governance.

Participation is the cornerstone of good water

m governance, as it contributes to equity and justice based approach.
e ) (1,2,7). Method: Relevant terms related to Indigenous peoples and water
. Objectives Approach governance are searched within the Title, abstract and keywords in
Despite this, Indigenous peoples continue to be 1. Maboine Indi les’ participati d inclusion i English, journal articles in both Scopus and Web of Science. These are
excluded particularly from water governance - apP NS T ISENOLS Peoples participation and icision i Systematic Review of peer reviewed literature screened at the abstract/title level and then at the full-text level. A final
processes, at the global level (1,2,7). ) CEIE OISR S SR list is then compiled and coded '
Engaging Indigenous peoples in water governance 2. Identifying the barriers and enablers to Indigenous peoples’ Interviews with 50 — 60 organizations’ working Discussion: The final list of papers will provide insights on:
processes is important for legal (duty to consult), participation in global water governance processes ~ " on global water processes «  Where peoples are participating (geography)
ethlca.l (ady ancing eqwty) and mstrumental-reasons , , " : : : = What issues they are participating on (dams, water quality, rights etc)
(sustainability of projects, knowledge pluralism, 3. Understanding how Indigenous communities are Mixed method approach involving case study . Th ¢ d level ticipation (i ¢ . Itati
L social cohesion etc. ) (1). ) participating on water governance issues in a single context, at . and focus group discussion with First Nations in € nature andieve .ofpar ICIP(.] on /nfqrmq 'on giving, consurtation,
4 what scales and extents Canada. co-development, activism, political mobilization, legal engagement,
Even when Indigenous peoples and communities are inclusion in policy etc).
provided the space to participate, .their (Ingligenous) 4. Exploring examples of other Indigenous-inclusive Analysis of Indigenous water governance = The scale at which they participate (local, national and international)
norms, valzj7e)s and knowledge are ignored in these environmental or water governance frameworks ~ " frameworks in multiple contexts and scales " Any other insights
processes 17 J Next steps: Initial screening is complete, and a final list of eligible papers
( ) have been compiled. Secondary verification is underway, and this will be

followed by the final coding of papers.

(G
( 3 Given how global water processes provide an
important avenue for water norm development and

dissemination, it is imperative to engage Indigenous ) . .
'} communities in global water processes (8). [ Recommendations and guidelines to inform Global Water Governance frameworks

6. Contribution of Research

L ©

.
This project will be relevant for:
2. PrObIem Statement - - (1) policy-makers, as they work towards building more democratic,
. . . 4. Towards Wa.ter \J UStlce throug h DeCOIOnIZIng G |Oba.| Water - COncept Map inclusive water governance frameworks
Unique Challenges to Engaging Indigenous Peoples . : : .
B (1) industry, as they often need to consult with Indigenous communities
- g B Achieving Water Justice Including Indigenous values and | Knowledge yet Igck the cultural awareness of how to meaningfully engage with rights-
_C assitying who is Indigenous Current participatory Wz;-1ter through Decolonizing norms in decision-making processes Pluralism v ) Procedural holding peoples.
In non-setjcler contexts can !oe governance processes view Global Water T Equity (I11) water practitioners, who have often been taught scientific, empirical
problematic, while recognizing Indigenous peoples as mere s Increasing Indigenous peoples’ | focused on How are and technical approaches to water management, but lack understanding
In.dlge?tcl)us seli-dettermmat;on :;c‘akeholdebrs, '\/\/Efnhlnll;act, Decolonizing global g‘g Y gg participation in global water ——  Equity the procedural GRS of Indigenous, cultural and social aspects of water and;
in settler contexts presents ey may be rights-holders , Me NATRTRY r o . . : :
P y may g challenging sl SloesEE recognitional peoples (iv) academics, who work on global water governance literature, which has
other challenges (5,7,13). (13). mainstream norms aspects of participating? S :
and values of water equity. - historically excluded Indigenous peoples.
and opening up and
being inclusive of, 7 . ReferenCeS
P d | . . plural values and . . . . s s
rocedural barriers (e.g Participatory processes can be knowledge systems Distributive Recognitional N .2t Pl R (2019) Soc I -~ .
. . . . . . . o - . . . eyeye, Y., hagerman, >. an elal, . eekin rocedural equity In global environmental governance: indigenous
fundlng and CapaCIty) can Ilmlt tOkEﬂIStIC, WIthOUt prOV|d|ng W around Wl?ttir i < EqutV Eqmty parti)(/:igation andgknowledge politics in forest and Iandscgp% restorationqdegateg at the 2016 World Cgonservation Congress’,
S - : : e approach this a A A BN boS. ; Forest Poli dE ics, 109, p. 102006.
partIC|pat|0n, bUt even When any meanlnngI voice to thepgplobal level = : ‘ i P | I-leow are Are Inldlgzngus 2. A%err?ougr:?x.agnd ((Z:Ic;r\]/cr)gzjllc,:sD. (201p6) ‘Stakeholder engagement for inclusive water governance: “Practicing what we preach”
. . ;i ! : i '. ] ith the OECD wat initiative’, Water, 8(5), p. 204.
these are addressed; SUCh |nd|genOUS peoples WhO are WhIC'h tIS th?t_ I \ Financial w, ,Challenging npé%;r/,eosus feefopgifzezlzg 3. VAVIrnsteie;L S.R. (%aGS; g&){zg]c?grcggrgi!c?zg:Part?c(iegati(()n)’,Bournal of the American Institute of Planners, 35(4), pp. 216—224.
1 1 1cl appropriate settin ' : U 4. Asia Indi P les Pact (2014) ‘O i f the state of Indi les in Asia’. May.
processes may be built on deeply impacted by decisions Hidhl J . - “Modern 5. Bullock, R, et ol (2033) Strategic Options for More Efective Indigenous Partiaipation m Gollaborative Environmenal

. . ; for establishing
colonial understandings of related to the environment norms and values. A \Water

water (7,9). (1,3,12).

constraints i ;
: benefltlng (Or havmg a Governance’, Journal of Planning Education and Research, 43(4), pp. 841-856. Available at:
https://d0oi.org/10.1177/0739456X20920913.

6. Cultural Survival (2022) ‘Statement towards Discontinuing the Use of the Collective Term’Indigenous Peoples and Local

Water”

Capacity
constraints

being burdened) legitimate

by decisions? voice? Communities’ or’ IPLC”, Indigenous Policy Journal, 33(2).
7. Emanuel, R.E. and Wilkins, D.E. (2020) ‘Breaching barriers: The fight for Indigenous participation in water governance’, Water,
12(8), p. 2113.

Colonialism

Injustice

P q | -:6:— ‘ v ' 8. Gupta, J. and Pahl-Wostl, C. (2013) ‘Global Water Governance in the Context of Global and Multilevel Governance’, Ecology
rocedura ' ; ] and Society [Preprint].
|nd| enous beo Ies; riorities |nd| enous beo |€S are fra med ‘ Technical ‘ ‘ Ao'lapte’d from.Meerow, PaJOUheSh. and 9. Linton, J. (2014) ‘Modern water and its discontents: a history of hydrosocial renewal’, WIREs Water, 1(1), pp. 111-120.
g peop P g peop challenges Ny VS - MI//QI‘S tripartite framework of social 10. McGregor, D., Sritharan, M. and Whitaker, S. (2023) ‘Indigenous Peoples, Sustainable Development, and Ontologies of Water’,
7~ equity (2019) in Routledge Handbook of Water and Development. Routledge, pp. 71-84. .

are clumped together with as a population with deficits,

Discrimination/

Relational 11. Meerow, S., Pajouhesh, P., & Miller, T. R. (2019). Social equity in urban resilience planning. Local Environment, 24(9), 793-

. . . . - 808.
Other groups, for example Wlth no recogn Ition Of thEIf Racism 12. Van Buuren, A., Van Meerkerk, |. and Tortajada, C. (2019) ‘Understanding emergent participation practices in water
H H & 1 1 governance’, International Journal of Water Resources Development, 35(3), pp. 367-382.
ethnlc minorities or Iocal Strengths and the ContrIbUtlon 13. Von der Porten, S. (2013) ‘Water governance and Indigenous governance: Towards a synthesis’, Indigenous Policy Journal,
iti i i . o . . . . . . . . . 23(4).

cgmmumjugs (6_) or viewed of their knowledge and values Indigenous peoples. \We use the criterion of self-identification, as underlined in a number of human rights documents, to define who is Indigenous. 14. Wilson, N.J. and Inkster, J. (2018) ‘Respecting water: Indigenous water governance, ontologies, and the politics of kinship on

without distinctions (9, 13). to water governance. ) L - . the ground’, Environment and Planning E: Nature and Space, 1(4), pp. 516-538. R
Water governance: We build on the definition used by Emanuel and Wilkins (2020) and define water governance as the spectrum of processes, 15. Yates, J.S., Harris, L.M. and Wilson, N.J. (2017) ‘Multiple ontologies of water: Politics, conflict and implications for governance’,

. . . . . . . . . . . . Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, 35(5), pp. 797—815. Available at: https://doi.org/10.1177/0263775817700395.
principles, systems, and institutions, both state and non-state, involved in decision-making about the use, management, conservation, and protection



https://doi.org/10.1177/0739456X20920913

	Slide 1: Increasing Indigenous Participation and inclusion in Global Water Governance

