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. OEAPTER II
OGMPOéITION OF'THE POPUTATION

A, Iﬁtroéﬁction

1, It is obviously essential to have ao accurate. an idea as possible of the size
of the indigenous populations in the countries with which the study deals.: At the 3
time of writing this part of the report, reliable up-to~Gate informetion is not
“vailable for certain coumtries with large indigencus populations; no effort will
be made, therefore, to produce total figures, but the following pregentation will
coptain all the relevant information at present available to the Special Répporteur

in this regard. , . .

o A [ I, v

G

2. It must be pointed out that the present study camnot, and is not required to,
include a detailed inventory of the various types of individual features of ,
indigenous groups and commmities which ab present exist in the world. - Such an

ymdertaking would ‘call for special regearch which would go far boyond the scope of
this report. Therefore, . the doscriptive aspectls —‘anthropologioal,'etﬁnological,
geographical and historical — will not be discussed in detail here, however important i
they may be. ' 5

= Ui s o

3. .The purpose of this chapter is more medest: an attempt has been made xather to
present proven statistics derived either from censuses officially conducted and
vecorded in the countries under considexation, or from official estimates and
_caleulations, or from unofficial estimates and calculations which can be regarded

as relisble.

A Tn.covmtries. with indigenous vopulafions, it is usually difficult to obtain
accurate statistics on the size of these, population groups;. and the information
obtained from Gifferent cotmtries is hardly comparable, since in some countries- the
agencies responsible for the qompilatiqn‘an@,regpxding of peopulation statistics are
well organized, and in others they are less well organized. Also, as has been-
pointed oub in {the chapter on the definition of  indigencus populations, the approach |
to the subject differs considerably from one country to another, and even from region
to region in the same country. Furthermore, in any effort to identify trends, one

is congtantly faced with the difficulty that the clagsification criteria have varied
from census to census; and this difficulty is compounded still further when
subjective classification criteria are used ~ a practice which although highly
valuable and useful in other aspects, greatly detracts from the reliability of data
obtained from a single census. In cases vhere reliance is placed on the censor's
capacity to decide whether a person is or is not indigenous, one -can at least count

on some degree of uniformity in the application of the classification criteria; but-
this miformity is lacking when persons questioned in a census are requested to
classify themselves, In this case, the situation is aggravated by the fact that
approacheg to selfwclassification may differ widely from group  to group and even

from person H0 PETrson. '

5, TFor some countries reasonably complete information ie aveilable on indigenocus
populations and on the various relevant aspects relating bo different groups; but
in other cases only minimal and fragmentary data - and sometimes only rough estimates-
were available on the size of these population.groups. In certain countries, the
relevant informaticn is incomplete ox out of date: and in most couwntries the data
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Pape in some respecls inadequate, since considerable disparity often exists between
s information on gome groups and the amount of data gathered om others. Lven in
cases where the information as a whole is well compiled, the data for certain groups
i- pave been calculated or estimated incompletely, ox by inaceurate or unsuitable
methods. - This occurs, for example, in thc case of isolated indigencus groups
(e.g. certain groups dwelling in forests, mountains or deserts). In such cases,
it is virtually impessible to obiain the information required, mainly owing to the
—raet-tiet—thesegroups—idve dw remote or relatively insccessible areaz, or are
nomadic or semi-nomzdic. On occasion, the information available cannot be
considered reliable because the means used o obbain it have been inappropriate.
b Tastly, there are groﬁps of countries in which there iz an almost complete absence
£ statistice on the total size of the indigenous population. In this commection,
should be pointed out that in some countries, the absence of official deta on
S indigenous population is duwe to the fact thal, for reasons of principle, no
distinction is made in censuses or estimates between the different biclogical or
thnic groups forming part of the population. :

“6." Within the limits imposed by the difficulties and shortcomings mentioned above,
the - date available to the Specizl Rapporteur are presented below. In addition to
—menrtioning that -the data—preseried are in most cases not comparable, it is essential

o repeat the warning thet even the information on the absolute size of the indigenous
sopulation in each country - and consequently the data on the relative size -~ must

“hé treated with the necessary caution.

"B, Present situation

The table below gives:

(a) in colum 1, numbers corresponding to each country in alphabetical order;
(b) in column 2, the names of the coumtries covered by the present repcrt;
(¢} in column 3, the figures of the tobal population of each country;

e (d) in column 4, certain letters and dates containing indications relating
756 the figures appearing in column 33

; (e) in column 5, the figures for the total indigenous population of each
. (£) in column 6, certain letbers and dates containing indicatibna relating
.ﬁo the figures appearing in column 5; |

(g) “in column 7, the welative size of the indigenous populations, as a
entage of the. corrssponding tobal popuiation.

o {n) in column 8, upward trends in the absclute size of the indigenous

- population; . '

- (i) in column 9, dowaward trends in the absolute size of the indigenocus
pulationy — - f e e

" (§) in colimn 10, upward trends in the velative size of the indigenous

population;

() in column 11, dovmward trends in the relative size of the indigenous
opulation. ‘ o '
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cenpus; Q.8

~ offioiz) estimsie;

- date fragmentary or unavailsble.

POPULATTCN TABLE

- Owing to @iffersnces in cengun procedures, in the physical difficuwlties of the
" work in meny exess and in the thorcughness of the :
relisbility of the data in this sble varies, and they sre thus not readily

pompeTrable.

ocoversge, the degree of

.8, ~ unefficipl eatimate;

ipdicated is that in which the consus was teken, or when the

BfCH.4/Sub, 2 /076 /464,
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- iﬁuﬁﬁiuns and estimates were made or are applicable.
Total Population Indigenous Populetions
Gountry M:snh'te — Total Indigenous Fopulation Belabive stz . . Trends
e figures and year Ahpolute £igures Sourca end year ﬁu;fl:::zi Absolute [iguras . Relative mize
) Upward |Downward | Upward | Dowawezd
(2) &) {4) (5) {€) (n (8} (9 | (o) (12)
. 150 000 B.&., 1973 - 0.85
Argentine 23 OO0 0CO | by, 1973 358 GOD u.e.: 1o78% 1.5 X x
. 115 951 e, 1971 ° 0.69
Auptiralia 12 955 635 [ €., 1971 163 215 or Tate 138 b4 x
Bangladesh 71 %16 000 ., 1974 1 %00 000 u.a., 2974 2.10
Bolivia 5 956 000 | #*  (1978) 3 526 000 w.e., 1978% 59,20 x ¥
100 000 n.e., 1970 0.11
Bragil 90 00C 000 | o.e., 1970 176 000 w.e., 1073 0.1 .
’ 243 000 n.e., 1978% 0.20 sen
Burma 28 000 000 | o.e.y 2971 500 000 e, 1971 32,10
Statns Indians 276 436 |o.e., 1974
Non Statac Indians and "MéLis" 750 OO0 |c.e., 1974 .
Canada 22 000 800 § 0.8+5 1973 | qyuie 38 500 n.e.: %74 - X ..
Petel Indians [Stetus] 500 000 |w.e., 1978%
250 00D 0.8., 1974 244
thile 10 P50 €00 | pue., 1974 £1E oo me AaTE s X
: 00 000 O 2.00
Golembia 25 00 00 | o-c, 1974 g” a08 e 13%;}, e T
dosia Bica 1 666 700 | #* (1578} e e T 0.0
Pyl o E = i o5 @ o 157 85.06()
' "1 680 600 .., 1558 42,00 '
Hevador e o) B575 1902 (ag7R) ) 1838700 g,y 1965 45.00 - %
} 2 564 324 n.e., 1978% 33.00 T
400 000 .., 2975 10.00
Bl Balvaioz 4 006 Ti4 |ueeny 1375 100 000 we., 1078% 2.30
Finland 4 600 000 | Buen, 2973 4 400 _ 0u2ey 197 0.10 x ' l x
France {...) N : coastal B00) Total 1200 ' |u.e., 1967 '
Franch Guyane only 48 00D 1370 Snberiaxr TO0 u.e., 1976% re e .
Gustiemale 6 264 313 |+ (1978) 373 4 u.e., 1578% 59.70 x x
33 000 .
Guyszma ' 70D 000 | w.e., 1974 40 000 4.71 e .
) 27 B840 5.T1 4
Bondures 3343 750 (% (1978) 1067 000 3.20 x
Indis e .| AT 950 000 | ooy 1971 38 00O 000 7-00 X I
Indoneeia 118 ODD 000 | m.e., 1375 1 50D 00O 1.30 ae .
Japan 93 ¢20 000 { p.e., 1967 17 ooo .., 1967 0.02 X x
Lao 2 962 000 | oue., 1970 Lan Theung 660 450 w.e., 1973 L.T. 21.95
9 3 100 000 [ w.s., 1972 ‘oo Seung 139 500 .e., 1973 LS. 450
Maleyeiz [whnle] 10 452 309 | 0.e., 1970 52.948 ., Drang Asli, 1969 0.51 %
Western Malaysia only 8 B1§ 928 | p.e., 1970 57 000 b.e.y 1974 0.5¢ X
: 3 890 211
Hexies 86 797 259 | **  (19718) H ozz 350 vee., 1978% 12.04.
-,
2 904 872 | 0.e., 1972 236 066 Du€.y 197 8.73
New Zealand 5 150 400 | 0.8, 1973 287 300 oueay 1978 2.1% %
HicaTagun 2 380 83y |#  (3078) 43 oo0 e, 1978% 1.80 .
8 800 ven, 19502 o.22
Forwey 3 972 990 | e.e., 1970 22 000 :.:.: :ngs-‘-’/ .55 X 4
Tederally administered
txibas 2 547 ooo o.8., 1974
.| Bakisten - 64 BOO 000 | o.g.y 1074 |Frovieionslly siminiefersd
. tmibes 5 171 €00 | o.ey, 1974
- Total trihes 7 718 600 | o.es, 1074 997
1 600 000 |u.e., 1970 ' 75 738 0., 1970 £73
Panane 1779 q12 [+ (1578} 183 000 Wee., 17E¥ £. 60
Taraguay 2 570 000 |w.e., 1574 68 000 w.e., 1946 .
: 000 w.e., 1954
59 600 . u.e., 1970
48 000 n.e., 1971
110 000 Wee.,y 1975 :
67 000 u.e., 1976% 2:30 as
[ 13 434 420 | m.e., 1972 5 434 400 u.e., 1972 40.45
Pern i g’ra zas |#%  (1978) % 025 009 we., 1978 _ 36.80 X
] -. |32 | Pnilippines 37 000 000 | o.e., 1870 5 000 GO0 0.8,y 2970 1351 .
o535, | Brt Lanka 13 500 CO0 | w.e., 1973 2 361 Vedda 1o 1946'.__33_19552.!_& 0.02-
: ] 2 000 Bodiya o.e., 1953, 10 195 0.01
. 700 Kinnaraya 0.0., 1955 10 1953 &/ 0.01 ¥ x
; 34, | Suwiname 440 000 | o.ea, 1977 21- 000 0.0., 1950
. 10 ook ey 1970% .00 s .
25, | Sweden 8 14D 00O | c.y 2972 10 Qoo o.e., 1972 0,12 x x
35, | Tnited States 203 184 772 | 0up 1970 | ¥ederally recogmized
: Todians . g2y 091 |[e., 1570 0.4
Federally zecognized and . .
B non federally recognized 1 566 000 | w.e., 1578% 0.70 x
'} - 57 1a © 11 900 000 wies, 19731 - 100 000 © el 1973 0.84 .
! 4 202 DOO we., 1978 1.50 X
I

poblication of the
% (1978) means thet the informabion sbout the total population of the oouibry had been
‘tbaged on obher data ccnosming the tetel indigencus popwlation and the p 't it

population:

% y.e. 1978%

y Yordic Lapp Councils inlfomn‘ﬁiun.l‘nmiahed by the Government.

of Encyclopedin Briisnnica (1968), voi.13, p. T18. (The Government states that the 1930 censum showed a total of 20,704 Lapps.
4/ 710 Mdigenoua Peoples (1953), p.74- :

means hat the dste heve been taken from the sbwly by Forique Mayer ané Elio Maslerrer, "La poblacién indfzene de Audrice ep 1978%, in Awerica Tnddzens
Instituto Tndl gba Interamericans, Volnme ZXXIX, No.2, April-Jone 1979, Méxieo D.F., pp.217-337.
obtained from calculaticns made eepecizlly for the murposes of this +

ted in 1976 of the total popilaticn ef the ecunty. ® Sakie,

_\1/ In 1972 thexe woxe probably 100,000 ox more people who had Masrl a:_nnaatm‘, ‘tuf baing leps than half Maori, had oot elected to he counted ﬁith the Macrl

information furnished in 1573 By the Govermmeni.
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8. Before we examine somewhat more closely certain aspects of the trends which may
at present exist in this field, it should be pointed out that any upward or dounward

trends discernible today are not pard of a constant or uniform picture. It is a

well-lmown fact that, immediately after the first contacts bebween the population
groups from which the present-day populations of the countries concerned are largely
descended, there was a sharp ~ and in many cases, tragic - decline in the size of
the indigenous populations, some.of which became totally extinct. The explanation
for this was usually lack of resistance to digeases introduced from abroad, and

- violent conflicts - frequently involving genocide or at least ethnocide -~ which were
. gometimes actually the result of a deliborate policy pursued by the dominant groups.

There are also well-known cases of mass suicide by certain groups faced by imminen®
total defeat; and other groups adopted practices which were designed to curb
reproduction and thus led indirectly to group suicide., e

.= ¢, - In this commection, the reader's attention may be directed to cerbain comments

vhich illustrate the resulis of these initial trends and the way in which they have
changed: ’ - ' o : ) : E
"The Abbriginal population when Buropeane first settled in Augtralia in
1788 has beecn veriously estimated .at from 150,000 t0.300,000 cor more. The
most thoroughly researched estimate puts the total at 251,000,  The £boriginal

'pnpu1aiiongdeclineifrapdily, particularly in areas of heaviest Turopean
settlement. This decline was the result of menmy factors incIuding the .

1

" “introduction of disecases to which Aboriginals had no resistance, violent conflict
and the many obher repercussions of confrontation between a hunting and gathering

society and a technologically advanced society based on pagtcoralism and
agriculture. By 192l the total Aboriginal’ population was estimated at 650,479,
The decline of the Aboriginal population was arrested in the 1930s and reversed’
i the 18405 and early 1950s..." (Informationh furnished by the Government in

IS i Conted TION with THe preserilt STEST ) -

_ "When the Furopean penetration of New Zealand began in the early part of
the nineteenth century there were, according to zeliable estimates, ahout
200,000 Maoris, whose eastern Poljncsian ancesiors had grrived in oceantgoing
canoes over a period begimming about nine mmdred years earlier. Turopean
diseagses and muskets (used in the intensification of tribal wanfate in the
18205 and 1830s) led to a drastic drop in population before Hew Zealand became
2 British colony in 1840, and thereafter the population continued to declime
" due primarily ‘o the lower birth rate and tuberculosis. After 1865 this
decline was closely related to land-selling faoilitated'by the "opérations of
the Native Land Court. By 1896 the populatien had fallem toc 40,000, less
than 5 per cent of the tobal population: and it was generally believed that the
Maori were a dying people. = But from the turn of the century the Hzori
population has increased steadlly {except for a temporary setback in -the _
influenza epidemic) and, in recént ‘years, dramatically: —Thus since 1900 it
,has-increased[five-foid and ir the past twenty yeaxs it has almost doubled.
‘Phis increase has been not only absolube but also relative to the total
population; thus the rate of increase of Meori populabion in the past ten yeaxrs
has congistently been about double the national rate, and the Maori population
of 2%3,000 is now about 8 per cent of the total population.” 1/

i

-
e
b

a
i
o~

. ;/ch.fj—ﬁéithg "Race Relations and the Law in New Zealand” in Revue des droits
de 1'homme - Human Rights Journal, vol., VI~2-1973, pp. 329-330. ' S
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: -the.slave lahourysystemﬁoperating during = large pax
.. epidemics of Buropean origin, malnutrition, exc

'3wmgglipn;gbove what it was presumed to be in the age of discovery. g/ Teing

e - L

10. According to & well-lmown authority on the subject, the total indigenous : i3
population of the western hemisphere in the age of discovery amounted to about ' o
13,400,000, This figure fell sharply between the periocd of discovery and that of
indegpendence, owing to-a yumber of destructive factors, such as the wars of; conguest,
t of the colonial penriod,
‘ . ] cgs of alcohol, etec., together
naturally with the steadily growing process of racial mixture. Taking this figure
as .a basis,”itnigjalso.clear that, since the beginning of the period of independence,
the indigenous populabion has increased sharply and has not only doubled but is about %

HEREE = A

appibximate figures, Rosenblat has prepared the following table showing chenges in

the indigenous population of the Americas between 1492 and 1940 (see page'109 of
Rosenblat's study)s - ' : ‘ o . i

| Yéar - Indigesnous  Incréase or Total Percentage f
‘ K . population decrease popuiation indigenous g

. . — a,,

1492 13385 000 | - 13 385 000 100,00 £

1570 10 827 150 . -2 557 850 11 229 650 96,41 i

1650 10 035000 [ - 792 150 2 411000 80.85

1825 .8 634 301 -1 400 699 34 531 536 : 25,10 ;

1940 16211 670 +7 577 369 274 275 111 '~ 5.91 i

| - 1l. Mbsf of.thé indigenous communities did, however; recovey ‘after a certain times  §
{ - and during the present century, particulariy from the 19%0= onwards, these pecples 'TE
‘ This is usually abtribubed to

have -shown a clear tendency to increase in numbers.,.

“populaticn groups.

more and better medical services, Tmprovements ih hygiene, greater possibilities of
obtaining nourishing foods, together with adoption of - or reversion to - more
‘baléticed ‘diets; all of 'which led to a marked rise in the birth-rate and a corresponding
declide' in the ﬂeathnrate,‘jf This increage has hot, however,-always sufficed to
‘offget the differsnces inh the absolute increase of other groups of the population,
since morbidity rates - particularly those for infant morbidity and moritality - have
not deciined among the indigenous peoples as much ag they have. among the other
Another factor to be mentioned here is "defection™ from the -
indigenous group by persons or groups who foposs over'! and join other segments of the &
population, and whese assimilation leads both toc an increase in the size of the latter’
groups and to a corresponding decline in the size of the indigenous population. A

2/ Angel Roserbilst: -La poblacién indigens de inérica desde 1492 nasta la
agtualidid Buenos Aires, Tostituoion Gulburel Bepanola, third in the series Stirps
The summary is based on Indigerous peoples: Liwing_and

rilw‘ e

Quaestionis; 1945),p. 92,
working. conditions of aboriginal popuiations in indepéndent countries {Gerieva, i
Tnbernational Lapour Office, 1953}, pp. 30-31. ‘ T ‘3
" ¥ some capes the nattral increasc in these populations seems even to have ”%
reached "explosion" rates, similar to the rates obsenvable among other groups of the J
population. Such a situation is described by the Government of the Philippines L
the situation is described as :

in the informebicn it has provided for this study;
general, and a@plying‘to'all'groups of the aboriginal pepulalion (see paras. 29-31

below). :
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Changes in classification criteria, which ave often made in official censuses ox

estimates and in unofficial calculations, frequently tend to result in & narrower
criterion for classifying individuais or groups as "indigenous". This sometimes
creates an inaccurate impression of diminution in the absolute size of .indigenous
populations. ‘ D

{12'. It will be nedéssary,“thérefore, to consider some aspects of the information
available to the Special Rapporteur on current prevailing statistical trends, as
reflected in the sumnaries of information  prepared for this study. FTiret, we shall

set forth briefly the general trends digcernible.

0. Statistical trends

13, In a number of countries, the indigenous population is decreasing in absolute
figures, and its size relative to the total population of these countries is shrinking
as well. 4/ This would also seem to be the prevailing trend in other countries fox
which no clear and uneguivocal information is available. jf :

14. 3By contrast, indigenous pqpulations in other countries are increasing in absolute
figures, 6/ but are nevertheless simultaneocusly decreasing in relative size. i
However, this is not the case in Guatemala and New Zealand, where the Indian and

—NMzori DOpUlatichs ToEpectivély are increasing in relative size. §f

15. The Government of Australia states that:

",.. The decline of the Aboriginal population was arrested in the 19$30s
and reversed in the 1940s and early 195Cs. - The Abvoriginal population is now
increasing at a ‘substantially higher rate than the rate of nabural increase of

74/ For examp}eﬂin Japan, Norway, Sri Lanka and Sweden.

For exsmple in French Guyana and in Guyana. . Possibly also in Bragil (with
conflicting information both as regards a particular group and as regards the general
trend), E1 Salvador, Indonesia, Laos, Paraguay and Suriname. -

é/ For example in Argentina, Ausiralia, Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Colombiea,
Costa Rica, Denmark {Greenland), Eeuadox, B Salvador, Finland, Honduras, India,
Malaysia, Mexico, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, United States of America
and Venezuela. Possibly also in Bangladesh, Burma and Nicaragua.

7/ Australia, Argentina, Bolivia, Tl Selvador, Finland, Maleysia, Peru.

‘Poseibly also in Bangladesh, Burma, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark
{(Greenland), for some years (see paras. 23-28 and foot-note 8/ in fine below),

Beuador, Honduras, India, Mexico, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Penams, Philippines,

United States of America and Venezucla.

. 8/ According %o reliable unofficial estimates, Guatémala's ‘indigenous
populations reached in 1978 59.70 per cent of the total population of the country
in a consistent upward trend and is now the highest in the world (see paras. 36-37
below). The Macris in New Zealand have increased fxom 4.7 per cent of the population
in 1926 to 8.8 per cent in 1972 (see paragraph 35 below and foot-note ;/ above).

——— The Greenlandic -population has alsc increased in relative size in some years.
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the non-Aboriginal population. A% the national census in 1961, a total of
80,526 "pecple ofAvoriginel -descent were enumerated; -at the 1966 census the
i ogount was 102,035.  Rates of natural- increase in the Aboriginal’ population
- yaiy’ from place to-place and studies have indicated extraordinarily high rates
in mofie communities, ~ The minimum rate of increase ¢an be caloulated &t
something more than 2 per cent per ammum and in some States is as high as - " _
4 per cent. It is reliably estimated that the Australian Aboriginal population . :
will double in less than 20 years and reach 300,000 by the end of the century." -

population hag increased in the past 200-years". In 1974 the Governmernt provided

the following concrete information in this rggard: : : -

| "Yeax | Wumbexr of ;Lépj_als. e Criterion

1900 ' S 13360 ;" Mother 'box;giie‘ :

% 1910 1659 ' - o E

| 1920 16035 SRR 4

| 1930° 5 113 " |

Il 2940 2 M5 | o 7

1 TTUIgsG - > 347 . Language which the. - . :

‘ | ' person speaks best S

‘ : 1960 . . 13127 AT The - main Ién‘gliag_e ' -
1970 .. 2240 , " .

17, With fe_gard_ 4o the Ainu of Japan it has “been written that:

. "Once spread over Honshu and possibly -Iifjﬁﬁshu'and Kyukyus, the Ainu now 1live
in Hokkaido. Estimates vary but they appear to have numbered about 12,000 in
1960, including nearly 1,000 relocated from southern Sakhalin upon its cession

to the Soviet Union in 1945.  The numbex of Ainy, if any, -on the Kurile Islands'f

~ is not knowm. Between the world wars, many Korile Ainu died after they had been ‘:‘
! iregettled on Gne of these Tslands by the Japanese Govermment. * =~ -

|
TR
[
i

1The Ainu population is still décreasing. - Poverty and ‘diseases especially R
. ‘tubex;_c:ulo;sis, trachoma, and venereal dlseases, addiction to alcohol, prejudice, 7|
. and theix 'own inability to adjust successfully .to. the world of the Japanesc
‘majority make them a depressed people.” o o .
18, The Government of Malaysia has tremsmitted the following data compiled by the
Dopartment for-Orang Asli affairs: ' CoaTe o ‘ : C
- i WIn péneral the Orang Asli population of Malaysia has shown a continuous -
jncrease 8ince 1957. - (Population figures for Orang Asli priox .to 1960 are not
. zelicble.) The figures given below were cdllected by the Department itself and =
are cons.i_de;g:sﬁ_:tg,b@,qgite accurates

'Totéi

: 1:Eﬁumeréﬂ;ian ‘year | o :
Loaggo . 43 890 .
965 - . f, 45 895 @
Ta98 S 52 943 d

9/ George L. Harris and others, Area Handbock for Japan. Toreign Area Studies \
Division, The American University., Washington, D.C., 1964, pps T3=T4 and T5. 'gﬁxg
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"The present Orang Asli population of Malaysia (July 1974) is estimated
to approximate 57,000. Resulte of fhe 1974 census will be available in
Septewber 1974. : Lo . : ' :

_"From the above figures it can be seen that during the period 196C<1969
the Orang .Asli population increased by 9,053 persons, or 20,6 per.cent, "or
approximately 2.3 per cent per year taken on the average during the period

1960-1969." '
19. The Government of Norway has communicated that:

. The number cof Lapps has not been estimated since 1950 when it wae
approximately 8,800,  This figure must be assumeéd to be somewhat higher today.

"The first large-scale survey of the size of the Lapp population wad in
1724 when the figure was 7,231, In 1845 it was 14,535, in 1865 17;187, in
1890 20,786 and 8,800 in 1950.  These figures must be regarded as estimates,
since there mey often be doubt as Vo whether or not ar individual shall be

counted as a lLapp.

e WP Jappish-spealking population has been declining up to the lost few '
TEETS The reason is not to be found ;in the normal population progesses. It
is rather to be found in the lowexr level of resistance of the scattered small
settlements to the pressure exerted by the surrounding rural commmities. to
Norwegianize the Lapps' social identification and thereby their everyday language.
The Lapp settlements furthest from the dominant Nbrwegianﬁspeak;ngfareas of
population setilements have been less exposed because they form” Iatger: conneched
areas. Here the growth of population has mot been followed by:a carresponding

or greater degree .of Norweglenization. . in Tie peridd 1951-1968; the pepulation
figure increased substantially in the largest Lapp municipaiities.  TFrom 1968
to 1970 there was an owtward movement of population. Since then this
develcpment-hag been reversed, 8O that the population mevement has now taken

an irward direction.” ' , L ’

, 20, The GOvéﬁnmenﬁ~gf Panama. has commnicated figures for the indigeﬁoﬂs popqlé%ion

of %he Republic covering the last four decades, and also for the relative size of

this population; according to data obtained from the censuses of 1940, 1950 1960
and 1970 respectively. The figures are: : AR

1940 - 1950 1960 _3970°

Indigenous population - 55 987 48 654 - 62187 75 738
Tndigenous population as o o ‘ .
percentage of total population 9.0 6.0 5.8 5.3

L

21, The Govexnment'adds the following comments .
vTn general,:the figures for the last four_ﬁational-oensuses show an
inerease in the absolute size of the indigencus population, in contrast o

the decline in the relative size.” :
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22, According to information furnished by the Govarpment of Canada:

At the time of the first vhite sebilements in North America about
four centuries ago, the Indian population of what is now Canada was, according
to the best cstimates of anthropologista, about 200,00C.  Shortly after the
.advent of the Buropeans, the Indian population was found to Dbe declining. Dy
the early 1500s- it had decreased by almost half, owing to exposure to diseases
to which the Indisns had no natural immmity; a growing incapacity, or’.
inability to draw from traditional food supplies; and the consequent
substitution of an alien, and often unsulitable, diet. The general effect
was ocne of social and cultural deprivation, and. the lose.of a traditional. .-
-pattern of meanings for their existence.

"The Indian population has reversed the downward trend and for the past
30 or 40 years has been rapidly increasing. The ILskimo population is also
increasing rapidly, with the highest birth rate of any population group in the
country and a decreasing infant mortality rate. The major reascn for this
change is the improved health services which have been made available %c¢ the
native people, particularly in remote areas of the country." o

23, The Government of Denmark stated, in information supplied to the Special Rapporte

!

on 26 May 19BL, on which the conbent of paragraphs 2% to 28 and corresponding
foot-notes, as well as the table fellowing paragraph 28 and foot~notes thereon is
eritirely based, that the first general census in Greenland was made in 1834 but
covered only Westexn Greenland., Since then, censuses have been taken every fifth
or tenth year, and for the last 100 years a summary census has been taken on

1 Jaruary every year. This summary gives information on births end deaths and the
total pumber of inhabitants of the various settlements, broken down by birthplace

- 1978 was recorded-as T3 Per—15000%12/ -

(in-ox cutside Greenland), marital status and.age..- The fable on pege 13 shows the
development of the population of Greenland_from 1834 to 1979.

24. It will be geer from the table that during the 96~year period beginning in 1834 .
the Greenlandic population in Western Greenland increased from 7,500 to about h
15,500 in 1930, From 1930 onvards data for the whole of Greenland became available;
they show that the Greenlandic population doubled in %5 yesws, increasing from 16,500 %
in 1930 %o 35,000 plus in 1965. The Greenlandic population grew particularly rapidly 4
in the post-war period owing primerily to'a great improvement in the public health g
service which resulied in a much lower mortality rate, The Government statistics -
show that from 19%0 to 1948, summary mortality (i.e. the mortality figure obtained:-
from the annusl summary census referred to in paragraph 23 above) ranged from 20

pexr 1,000 to 45 per 1,000 10/ though by 1965 it had fallen to 9.4 per 1,000, 11/

The birth rate .also rcse somewhat, ranging during the period 1930 to 1948 from barely
A0-per 1,000 to 46-47 per 1,000, 10/ It peaked in 1960 a% 50.2 per 1,000 then fell
agein, and in 1965 stood at 45.7 pex 1,000, i/ »

25, Since 1965, summary mortality has been declining steadily albeit modestly, and ind

26, The detTifie “in the Dirth rate which began in the edrly 1960s has also continued
and in recent years the figure has heen steady at 18-19 per 1,000, ;g/ This decline

;9/ Greenland reports and of ficial notices 1932-37 snd Greenland reports
1938-50, '
11/ Greenlend reports 1966.

;gf Populatibn'of Creenland 1979 with bhixths and deaths in 1978: Statistical
Office Pullelin No., 70 (published by the Ministry for Greenland, Copenhagen 1979).
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is attributed tc extensive use of contraceptive methods coupled with continuing
emigration from Greenland, so that in the 1970s the population was almest stationary

at about 40,000, -

27. Dﬁring'the ﬁeribdgléﬁb to 1945 the non~-Greenland population of Gieenland

. pecounted For some 2 bo 3rper cent of the total population. In 1945 they amounted

to some 5,000 to 6,000 persons, the: vast majority being Danes.

28. . The number of non-Greenlanders rose sharply in the yvears after 1945 owing to.
increased economic, social and cultural development and the resulting need for
extraneous manpower. . ~From 1945 to 1955 the non-Greenland population trebled and
by 1945 it had risen to 9,500 persons or 19 per cent of the:total population. As
of 1 Januvary 1979 however; the figure had fallen to 8,000 persons or 17 per cent of
total population. B S :

29, ‘The Government of the Philippines has stated:

"The.minoritiés have proportionately increased in number along with- the
. tide of populatiomvexplosion in the coumiry and the availability of social and

medical! services.” -
%0, There are, however, reports on the decrease in the number of certain groups.
Thug, according to -one'source: - ' o = ' .

”The Negfito population has been decreasing, 2% least since the firm
establishment of spanish rule, and they now number less than 15,000,

" The Timagates are even leas mumerons.end. less known than the

e i 1 .-

inaccessible parts of the eagtern

Negritoes ..." 13/

31, It is .feared that mere contact as a result of discovery of certain groups might
bring about their decreage in numbers or even their extinctions:

"The threat of extinction as a result of discovery illustrates the fate
that has bafallen most of the small, primitive tribes whose protective isolation
has been penetrated by modern man... The Pagadays! lifespan is short, - No
elderly men and.women were found. In a group of 24 individuals, 13 were
children below. the age of 10." 14/ ‘ .

30, As concerns the Veddha of Sri Lanka, it has been reported that théy numbered
2,%61 according to the 1946 census and that vafter increaging in number beiween the
1881 and 1911 censuses (2,228 in 1881 and 5,332 in 1911), their rumbér decroased to
4,510 in 1921 and the .above figure in 1946, It is =dded that "since mamy live in
, forests, in a primitive state, their exact
enumeration’ s imposgible”, No trends are explicitly siated for the Rodiye or the

—-Finnaraye ; exﬂeﬁ%e£efmsta$9msn%s~%ha$~$hey;a£e_ﬂ%eingm@regxessive1y assimilated"

into the Sinhalese language and cultural group. 15/

lﬁ/ Jrederic H. Chaffee and others, Area Handbook Tor the Philippines. Toreign

f*ﬁf*———ﬂrea"ﬂtudies, The American University. Washington, D.C., 1969, p. 47.

l&/ John Noble Wilfqrd,-“Stona Age Txibe_—,Philippineé is ifmperilled”, in
The Wey York Times (17 Ochobex 1971). - ‘ o co
15/ Indigenous Peoples, g;hpi%,, PP T4 and 190,
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3%, As regards Sweden, the Goverrnment stetes that the "oubochthonous minorities .
have diminished in number - during this century" and adds, as an explanaticn of the

probable cause fox:this decrease, that "one important factor mey be that many - Lapps
have given up reindeer breeding as their means of liveliliocd and have subseguently
been assimilated swith the population in groneral’, The Government further states

that as it is difficult to define appurtenance to the Lapp group it is also cifficult
to estimate the size of the decrease in the number of people belonging vo it. ;ﬁ/

34. According to information furnished in 1573 by the Govermment, in Few Zealand:
UFpom 1926 to the present day there has been a steady Increase in the: ™
proportion of Maoris to non-ifacris.” -In 1926 there were 4.7 llnoris.to every
100 non-Macris. By 1972 there ‘were 8.8 llaoris to every 100 non-tsoris, In
the last 10 years the llaori birth rate has been falling at a fagter rate than
that of the rest of the population. Thig is thought to be due to the fact
that family limitation is a very recent practice amongst Macris, whereas it
has been normal practice amongst the rest of the population. = Lven so, the
rate of natural increase in the laori population is still almost twice that of
the nen-Maori population. In comparison with the general population the Haord
population is very young. Approximately 60 per cent of the Maori people are

under 20 vears of age as compared with 40 per cent in the non~Hacri po wlation,”
5 D :

35. On %he appareht reasons. for this increasc in Haori population inﬁrecent times an
some of the factors affecting ethnic characteristics in the popuiation, it has been
written that: : ' o

",.. This growth in the fHaori rate of population increase is a result of
asubstantial drop in dhe death raie:. the birih rate has remeined fairly '

constant for many years, while the non-laori figure has grown - although not
to the level of the Maori rate. The Maori death rate is, however, when the
age distribution of Maorig and non-Maorie is talen into account, still about -
twice as high as  that for non-Maoris; consistently with this, the differences
in the expectation of life for the two groups, vhile narrowing, g3ill exist.
The higher birth rate also means that Haorl families are likely to be larger
and that Maori housing ig likely to have more occupants. The average numbex
of occupants in private dwellings, accoréing to the 1966 Census, was 3%.5;

the figure for Mzori dwellings was 5.3. . This, i% was said, reflected also
the strength of the ties of kinship and the greater propensity of Macris for
communal . living. ' . :

"ot only have the numbers and the proporiions .of HMaoris heen increagsing
but so also have the opportunities for contact with the remainder of the g
population, the strains on traditional ways, and the advantages and disadvantages #
resulting from modern urban life: wuntil the Second World Waer the vast majority :
of Maoris lived in rural disbricts but since then a massive migration to tho 7
-“citiesfhaﬁ-%akeaniace:v“wSe"iﬁr&9§6¢en&y%8;909-¥bﬂris~(lO per cent of the total) 2
lived in cities, boroughs and independent towm districts, and 25 years later,
in 1971, about 125,000 (about 55 per cent of the total): in recent years the
growth in the urban Maori population has exceeded the over-all growth figure -
“that ig the rural Maori population is decreasing. Cne conseguence of this

}§f‘ e autochthonous: minorities mentioned by the Goverrment are the Lapps
and the Finnish-spealking population, and what has been said about the Lapps applies
alsc to the other group. . '
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movement is the} Auckland, the largest city in Hew Zealand, can also be called,
with 50,000 lacris and 15,000 Pacific Islanders, the largest Polynesian city
in, the world. Further, thesé increases still proceed although perhaps the
flood is easing: thus in the five ycars between the last censuses the Maori
population of Auckland has increascd by about 25 per cint, that of Wellington
by almost 5C per cent and that of Chwistchurch by about a third. :

~ "Ihe increasc in population and the movement into the cities has been
paralleled by an increase in intermarriage and children of mixed racial origins.
Thus a 1966 census survey of almost all the children classified as Haoris for
census purpoges (that is, all those of half lMaori origin.or more) showed ‘that
47.5 per cent were full lMaoris, while the 1961 figure was 49.4; 1956;. 54..1
and 1951, 6L.C. Of those with mixed origins more than two thirds. had at least
one parent who was a full Buropéen or full Haowi." 11/ s

36, A .study on the indigenous population of America prepared in 1978 by the. .
Inter-American Indian Institute includes, the following informabion on Guatemslas:

i, As regards the absclute numerical sjize of the indigenous population and
its relative numerical dize within the total population: '

"Guztemala has proportionally the highest percentage of indigenous
population of all the American countries. Available statistical and census
information shows constant growth. . In 1950 the indigenous nopulation was
1,497,261 and in 1964 1,820,960; in 1973 it vas 2,226,024. '

“As may be secen from Table 1 (Guabemala), the indigenous percentage of
the country's population is less in the 1964 and 1973 censuses than in that.

BT 1950, TS aT0p 15 questionaple and may b attributed to a change in
census criteria. It is probable that the population considered indigenous
in one census was counted ag non-Indian in another, . The Fational Indian
 Tnstitute of Custemdla considers that the census oritefa used are debatable. 7/

w7/ The National Indian Thstitute of Guatemala reports that the census
eriteria used to identify the indigenous population are the following:
1. The basis was the investigation of social esteem to. determine vhether
or not a person. is considered Indian. ' o o ,
.2, The person enumerated is asked directly whether or not he-is Indian.
%, He ip agked whether the majority of the family‘aﬁ home speak an
indigenous language. It is congidered that: T
'The abové_Cri%eribn ig in no way rocognized as valid by the National
 Indian Institube, and the competent authorities will be duly informed.
-+ Thig-means-that the Sobal-figure for the—indigenous population, .supplied
By +the Genersl Statistical Office, is debatable', -National Indian
Institute, Official letter 102<21/3/75. s/ . '

. LY/ T.J. Feith, 16g.cib., pp. 330-331. 7

- :,{-1.

g§/ Borique Maycr and Elio lasferrer, "La poblacion indigena de Imérice en
1978%, in América Indigena, published by the Inter-American Indiean Institute,

Volume XXDI, Fo. 2, April-Juwne 1979, lexico Gity, pp. 217-337. The data referring
to Guatemala appear on pages 262-266, and those quoted here on pages 262 and 263
respectively. '
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This opinion is recinforced by data from 1940, when according to the census
68.% per cent of the population was indigenous. The decresses of 1340-1950
and 1950-1964 can only be explained by a change in the external identification
criteria. ’ | \ -

" he Inetitute considers that the indigenous population enumerated in.
1973 was underestimated by 30 pér cent. We projected the 19735 result to
1978 applying the national growth rate including the 30 per cent, This
correction factor must be regarded as modest since the 1940 pércentage vag
‘not reached. ' I o

#The 1964 census revealed the existence of a large sector of urban
Tndisns amounting to 17.3 per cent of the indigenous popul&tion. = In the
' 1973 census, 24.05 per cent of a total of 2,260,024 Indians were uwrban
dwellers; for 1978 we have assumed that this percentage is maintained.®

7. . Az regards the evolution of the indigenous population ovég'thgjiast_SB Tears:

H S Tndigenous. . % of
. = population nat;onél population
i e -3940 ' 1 504,896 : 68.3 "
| 1950 ' 1 497.261 53.6
1 1964 , 1 820,960 . . 43.3
il 1973 © 2 260,025 R 43.7
f 1978 3.739.914 | 59.1
TEi "Source:
Il 1940 ) | - o
i .. 1950 % National Censuses: General Statistical Office,
1 1964 ¢ |
I 1975 - ' X
F 1978 =< Our estimate: Base: 1973: 2 260.023"
i %8, With regard to the general statistical trénds discexnible among the Amerindian
il populations of the western hemisphere, we hay guoie the following paragraphs from a
I work published in 1953 which, because the analysis they contain is so accurate and :
. because the trends they describe have continued, are still relevant in the present-day -
- situations : L
f "Rosenblat distinguishes two zones as regards the demographic structure of
i - indigenous America: a peripheral or extinction zone; and a zone of
}ﬁ . céncentration or. increase. He describeg lhe former as a zone of shock or
gl - -*;~@ﬁﬂf&iﬁ%-ﬁhere—%he—a%arigiﬁai—ge@u&a#%qahfﬂmdﬁfxqiof,relatively-small groups

of nomads who live: by hunbing, or .aliernate between this and primitive
 agriculture, was subject to encirclement and pressure by the whites. These
gradually tock possessionof their lands and hunting grounds in order to use
them for new forms of production; and the Indians wele obliged to retire to
less accesgible land, which was also usyally much poorer, or gradually -

disappeared owing o inability to adapt'themselves 4o the new conditions of life i

i
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and worlt imposed upon them Db¥ the colonists, to lack of immunity againet the
diseases imporited from FBurcpe and, in some regions, to constant racial mixture.
In a considerable part of this zone the aboriginal population has been replaced
by Negroes, who - Iosenblat says - have proved more adapitable tc modern forms
of employment in the coastal and tro ical regions. In the secpnd zone the
whites have economic sné political control but are, ebthnically speaking, &
small mincrity; here the population is composed to a very large exient of
compact indigenous groups, which continuwe to gpeek their aboriginal languages
and keep up - in a stage of stagnation — their traditicnal forms of economic
organization and many cultural features and inetitutions. This populaticn
appears toc be steadily increasing and its birth-rate rather more than malkes

up for the decrease in the first gzone,

Rosenblat's analysie seems to amount, in general terms, tc the following:
geographically, the peripheral or oxtinction zone is compesed of the coastal’
and forest regions; while the zone of concentration and of increase comprises
the high platezux of the Andes and the mountainous regionsg of Central America
and Mexico, This includes in particular the large, compact Indian and
mestizo groups belonging to the various traditional indigenous communities
(comunidades, parcialidades, etc.) of Bolivia, Peru, Bcuador, Central America
and ~ to a smaller extent - Mexico, asg well as the Indians settled in the
reservations of Chile, Colomhia, the Tnited States and Canada.  The peripheral.

zone would include scme of the Indian forest-dwellers of the Chaco region
(Argentina, Bolivia, Paragnay), the Amazon and Orinoco regions (part of
Brazil, Colombia, Peru, Venezuela), Bcuador and some semi-tropical regions in
Central America and Mexico, Among the forest-dwelling tribes which appear
to be in course of extinclion, mention may be made of the Pilagd of the '
Argentine Chaco, the Caingang and Carajd of Brazil, the Jivara of Ecuador,
the Motilon of Colombia and the Lacandon and Siri of Mexico, as well as the

L s e o P :

indigenous—poprlations ot Pierradel Foggo - Cirile—aund Argentina) and
) - 4

Patagonia (Argentina).” 19/

19/ Indigenous Pe.o_];:les,6 Op:git., pp;31—32.




