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1. As a result of informal informal consultations held during the second week of the tenth session (20-24 September) alternative language was submitted on PP 6 and PP 13, as well as on articles 16, 18, 22, 32, 33, 34, 35, 37, 39, 40, 41 and 45. Even though he felt it was not possible to adopt any of these articles as presented by the facilitators, it was understood that consensus could be reached based on the outcome of the consultations. 

2. During the third week of the session (29 November to 3 December 2004), the Chairman-Rapporteur proposed focusing the discussions on articles pertaining to the fundamental aspects of the declaration - the right to self-determination and the provisions on lands, territories and natural resources. After three informal plenary meetings, the Chairman-Rapporteur appointed two groups of facilitators in order to discuss in informal informal meetings proposals for alternative language that could be the basis for consensus on both areas of rights.

3. The Chairman-Rapporteur also appointed facilitators in order to address two other issues. Following a request of indigenous representatives, a third group of facilitators was charged with exploring the possibility of the provisional adoption of a number of articles of the draft. The Chairman-Rapporteur  asked the facilitators to explore the possibility of a provisional adoption taking into consideration his summary (CRP.4) in which he had identified  articles that had not received proposals for changes or where there could be consensus on alternative language.  

4.  The Chairman-Rapporteur asked a fourth group of facilitators to carry out consultations with participants interested in addressing cross-cutting concerns  of all participants that appeared during the consideration of different articles. These include, inter alia, the relationship between different provisions of the draft declaration and other obligations of States or the rights of individuals as well as the question of collective rights and the scope of application of the declaration, as well as the provisions identified by indigenous peoples.
5. [At the beginning of the third week, a group of indigenous representatives strongly expressed their concerns about the process as they considered that it threatened undermining their fundamental rights. In order to call attention to their demands, seven indigenous representatives announced a hunger strike and spiritual fast. A number of indigenous representatives expressed their support.  At the fourth day of the third week, an indigenous representative declared that their hunger strike and spiritual fast had come to an end]. NO CONSENSUS.
6. As a result of informal consultations led by the different facilitators, the Chairman-Rapporteur informed the Working Group of the status of the process (a) on the question of self-determination, (b) provisions on lands, territories and resources, (c) concerning provisional adoption, (d) cross-cutting issues. (These summaries will be contained in CRP.7 and will be inserted into this part of the report).

7. At the end of the session, the Chairman-Rapporteur made a summary of the status of all the provisions of the draft declaration, which is contained in an addendum to this report. He acknowledged that even though substantial progress had been achieved, there was still no consensus on a number of articles. However, he said that he was convinced that the working group was progressing towards to consensus on all the other articles. He therefore stated that he was ready to make a contribution towards reaching consensus in the form of a Chairman’s Proposal to be considered by the Working Group. In this connection, many representatives of indigenous peoples manifested their concerns about the process; the Chairman-Rapporteur responded that he would take into account these concerns.
8. Due to the consultations by facilitators up to the last day of the session, it was not possible to make such a proposal before the end of the session, however he informed the Working Group that he would include his proposal as an annex of the report together with the draft declaration as adopted by the Sub-Commission in order to facilitate its consideration. 

9. [The meeting ended on the understanding that the working group was very close to consenus and therefore, he asked the Chairman-Rapporteur to recommend to the Commission on Human Rights additional time in order to conclude the process successfully in 2005. ]  NO CONSENSUS
-----
