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[bookmark: _Toc163044561] 1.0 Introduction 
The Conference of the Parties (COP) is a climate change decision making body of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). Conferences are held each year bringing representatives from member countries to discuss climate related international agreements. COP conferences have become increasingly significant ways of producing and shaping international climate change policy (Kuyper et al, 2018). This makes them extremely important for indigenous people to participate in so their rights, knowledge and perspectives can be considered when addressing climate change. In recent years COP conferences have aimed to become more inclusive for minority groups, however it can be questioned how effective COP conferences are in terms of representing indigenous groups’ concerns. 
The overall effectiveness of COP conferences can be questioned after COP 28 was held in UAE in 2023 and led by Sultan Al Jaber head of the Abu Dhabi National Oil Company. There were disagreements between world leaders and a failure to come to an agreement on ending the dependency on fossil fuels (Watts and Hanman, 2023). If world leaders fail to agree on such significant global policy, it can leave little hope for indigenous people to produce effective policies surrounding their priorities which may not attract such global attention. Indigenous people have faced significant barriers since COP 1 in 1995 including language, transport access to attend COP conferences and marginalization. However, there have been some improvements in the recognition of indigenous people since 1995 through more inclusive platforms and policy acknowledging their importance. The current representation of indigenous people has been criticised for being largely symbolic rather than creating effective strategies based off the concerns of indigenous people. Despite progress being made in indigenous recognition and representation in COP, various challenges and barriers still remain that prevent meaningful change from occurring. Prospects for the future can seem bleak because of these barriers. However, indigenous youth groups that have been given a platform have shown defiance against the mostly symbolic representation of indigenous people, demanding that immediate action should be taken to mitigate the harmful effects of climate change.       
[bookmark: _Toc163044562]1.1 Aims and method
The aim of this report is to assess the representation of indigenous people in previous COP conferences and critically discuss the prospects of future more meaningful inclusion for indigenous people. The method used to achieve this will examine previous examples of indigenous platforms and policy created by the UNFCCC on how effectively they have addressed the climate change related concerns of indigenous people. Examining the effectiveness of these policies and platforms is important as many scholars have criticised indigenous representation in COP as being a form of tokenism and having a lack of understanding for indigenous concerns and knowledge (Coats et al, 2022). More recent platforms and policy from COP 28 in 2023 can be used to determine what prospects there are for indigenous representation. It will be important to consider that the term ‘indigenous people’ is very broad and encompasses groups of people from all around the world (Weaver, 2001). With different cultures, histories and interests in COP policy. Therefore, different indigenous groups would likely have different views on whether certain policies and platforms are beneficial. This report uses a more fluid mixed methods approach encompassing both parts of a PESTLE and SWOT analysis by looking at opportunities and weaknesses for future indigenous related policy and platforms and taking political, social, environmental and economic factors where appropriate depending on the policy that is being considered. 

[bookmark: _Toc163044563]2.0 Importance of Indigenous representation in COP conferences 
Historically indigenous people have been significantly marginalised through colonialism and capitalist exploitation in their native countries (Thornberry, 2013). Colonial powers have displaced indigenous people from their ancestral lands and eradicated their cultures. Assimilationist policies in the US aimed at eradicating indigenous cultures and identities throughout the 19th and 20th centuries (Dunbar-Ortiz, 2023). This discrimination is still prevalent today as seen in the Australian Indigenous voice referendum 2023 where a 60% majority denied indigenous Australians from having a representative body in the Australian parliament (AEC Tally Room, 2023). 
2.1 Issues facing indigenous people
Indigenous people are particularly affected groups by climate change as rising sea levels and extreme weather patterns can force indigenous groups away from their native lands (Whyte, 2016). The ever-growing issue of climate refugees has caused concern in Alaska where the Yup’ik people were relocated from their ancestral home of Newtok due to frequent flooding and storms resulting in them being relocated by the US government (Beaumont 2022). Although the US government provided the funds for their relocation, little action was taken to solve the climate issues causing indigenous relocation and refugees. Despite the representative for Alaska, Mary Peltola having Yup’ik ancestry, she voted in favour of the ‘Willow Project’ a privately run oil drilling operation in Northen Alaska (Schwartz et al, 2023). Despite indigenous representation in the US House of Representatives indigenous groups still struggle to get their concerns heard (Brooks, 2022). If indigenous people struggle to get representation in their native countries, they often rely on international bodies such as the UN in order to voice their concerns. 
2.2 Traditional indigenous knowledge 
Traditional ancestral indigenous knowledge offers holistic understandings of ecosystems that are interconnected within their culture that is maintained throughout generations (Bruchac, 2014). Traditional indigenous sustainable farming techniques can be useful in providing alternatives to external fertilisers on crops that cause mass greenhouse gas emissions. Adopting indigenous techniques of natural resource management and more sustainable livestock management can help solve agricultural issues that cause climate change (Bodapti and Chander, 2013). Agriculture, forestry and land use contribute up to 21% of global greenhouse gas emissions (Nabuurs et al, 2022). This can make this sector a target for future COPs where indigenous knowledge can be beneficial in creating more sustainable agriculture. However, despite these traditional techniques often providing a far more sustainable alternative it is unlikely that their voices will be heard because of the marginalization indigenous people face at COP conferences. 
Figure 1 shows how indigenous people have been addressed in previous COP conferences over the last 28 years. 


[bookmark: _Toc163044564]3.0 How have previous COP meetings addressed indigenous people
[image: ]Figure 1 Timeline of COP policy and platforms that impacted indigenous people 
[bookmark: _Toc163044565]3.1 Indigenous caucuses  
Indigenous people have attended COP conferences since their formation in 1995. However, as a result of their marginalization within their native countries indigenous groups formed a coalition of indigenous caucuses in a political response to ongoing violence, indigenous erasure and imperialism. This allows a variety of indigenous groups to show solidarity and represent their concerns on a global scale. One of the most significant successes of indigenous caucuses was playing a major role in the creation of ‘The Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples’ by the UN in 2007 (Pitty and Smith, 2011). This affirmed the inherent rights of indigenous people to self-determination and autonomy of their lands (UN, 2018). Although these caucuses can be useful in showing solidarity in support of policy such as these, they can be fragmented by representing a collection of different indigenous cultures which have different interests and concerns. Language barriers can pose further constraints to indigenous caucuses as draft text during negotiations is only provided in English hindering indigenous people from effectively participating in negotiations (Comberti et al, 2019).  
[bookmark: _Toc163044566]3.2 The Local Communities and Indigenous People’s Platform
The Local Communities and Indigenous People's Platform was formed in COP 21 2015 aiming to strengthen indigenous participation in the climate change mitigation decision making process. The creation of this platform showed progress in addressing the concerns of indigenous people in COP without having to rely on the formation of informal caucuses as an official platform was created to voice indigenous concerns (Mackay et al, 2020). The platform, however, was not officially constructed until COP 23 in 2017. Since its formation the platform has held meetings sharing indigenous knowledge for climate change mitigation strategies and for more sustainable natural resource management. This showed progress as the importance of the platform was recognised by COP 26 president Alok Sharma (UN, 2021) compared to the first COP in 1995 where there was no official platform for indigenous people. Previously indigenous participants in COP were often formally accredited as non-state observers as a result of the neglect they face from their native countries’ governments (Haveman et al, 2016). The platform has been significant in formally recognising the importance of indigenous people in COP conferences. However, indigenous platforms still face similar challenges as they did previously as many of the platform's meetings are in the form of online webinars since 2020 (Belfer et al, 2019). This can leave those indigenous groups without internet access, unable to voice their concerns and prioritises those indigenous groups that are more able to communicate with international governments through the internet and understanding a more common language (Belfer et al, 2019). 
[bookmark: _Toc163044567]3.3 REDD and REDD plus 
The Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation (REDD) and (REDD plus) frameworks were designed to encourage developing countries to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from forest degradation by providing financial and technical support. This was first discussed in 2007 in COP 13 and expanded upon in REDD plus in 2013 in COP 19. These frameworks recognised the importance of the knowledge indigenous groups and local communities by acknowledging them as official ‘safeguards’ of the policy (Dehm, 2016). Despite this recognition and participation being positive the REDD policies infringed on the rights of indigenous people. The policies aimed to reduce emissions from developing countries, whilst western countries such as the US, Australia and Canada produce far more emissions per capita (Tiseo, 2023). The REDD policy appears an unfair punishment on developing countries and indigenous people whilst being supported by those countries that produce more emissions. During the initial negotiations during COP 13 for REDD, the International Indigenous Peoples Forum on Climate Change claimed the policy would steal indigenous land, disrupt indigenous agricultural practices and threaten indigenous culture (IIPFCC, 2012). Despite indigenous platforms voicing their opinion against the REDD policy, this had little impact, and is an example of international governments considering what they think is best for indigenous people rather than listening to their concerns. Although REDD can provide new economic opportunities for some indigenous people such as the trade development of products such as Brazil nuts and rubber (Van Dam, 2011). Despite the trade opportunities, there is still widespread disdain for the REDD and REDD plus policies. Indigenous groups have held protests in the years following the policies’ implementation such as in COP 25 in Madrid 2019 as pictured below in figure 2 (Schwing, 2019).         
[image: ]
Figure 2 Indigenous youth protesting REDD plus at COP 25 (Schwing, 2019)
[bookmark: _Toc163044568]3.4 Forest Tenure Pledge
The Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities Forest tenure Pledge is a commitment established in COP 26 recognising indigenous land rights in forested areas, becoming the largest public private collaboration commitment to support indigenous people and local communities. This pledge was supported with $1.7 billion (Hunter et al, 2021) in funding showing a significant improvement from previous COP conferences in terms of funding for indigenous projects. Governments of the UK, Germany and the Netherlands led the proposals for the project despite none of these countries having native indigenous people to consult or consider when constructing the pledge (Weston, 2021). It can be difficult to create effective policy to recognise indigenous land rights and allow indigenous people to safeguard biodiversity in forests when they are not at the forefront of the policy construction. The Forest Tenure pledge could be far more effective if the governments of Brazil or Australia had greater influence in its construction by taking into consideration the indigenous people native to their countries. However, in 2021 then Brazilian president Jair Bolsonaro’s environmental policies promoted ‘total extractivism’,  dismantling previous environmental agreements such as the Amazon Fund, promoting deforestation and opening up protected indigenous land for mining (Menezes and Barbosa, 2021). It can be difficult for indigenous people to be addressed in COP conferences if they are not represented by their own countries' governments.  Furthermore, a large proportion of the funding has come from philanthropic private companies including the Ford Foundation and the Bezos Earth Fund (Weston, 2021). Despite Ford’s donations allowing for better indigenous self-determination, it is clear to see that the profit motive and ultimately greenwashing was at the heart of Ford’s philanthropic funding (Gautier and Pache, 2015). Historically Ford has caused mass devastation in the Amazon after Henry Ford’s failed utopia experiment ‘Fordlandia’ in the 1920s, which still leaves current communities in the area with no choice but to deforest in order to make ends meet. Therefore, criticisms can be made of Ford’s donation to the Indigenous Forest Pledge as a form of greenwashing because of the company’s background of corporate colonialism (Barkemeyer and Figge, 2012). It is important to note, however, that any sort of funding regardless of the motives or source can be beneficial for indigenous representation in COP. 
[bookmark: _Toc163044569]3.5 COP 26 
COP 26 was held in Glasgow in 2021 and was described by COP 26 president Alok Sharma prior to the conference as the most inclusive COP ever held (Taylor, 2021).  However, thousands of indigenous people were excluded from attending as COVID vaccines were required to enter the conference that many indigenous people did not have access to. Provision of vaccines were promised however they were not materialized and coupled with an accommodation crisis in Glasgow led to more barriers preventing indigenous groups from attending (Taylor, 2021). Despite COP 26 showing progress in indigenous inclusion after the introduction of the Forest Tenure Pledge, it can be difficult to distinguish whether funding and indigenous platforms are meaningful inclusions or a form of tokenism (Tomos-Aponte, 2021). This lack of consideration for indigenous people can almost sum up their treatment at COP conferences altogether. The COP president making false statements for the sake of improving the brand image of COP 26, which can make indigenous inclusions in COP seem like a form of tokensim. Rather than stating the conference would be inclusive appropriate COVID vaccines and accommodation could have been provided for indigenous people who did not have access. 

[bookmark: _Toc163044570]4.0 Prospects 
[bookmark: _Toc163044571] 4.1 Podong Indigenous Peoples Initiative
COP 28 in 2023 brought in the Podong Indigenous Peoples Initiative which will facilitate indigenous led design of funding approaches and promote indigenous rights for women and youth in climate change negotiations. This can be an improvement for indigenous representation in COP as currently indigenous people receive less than 3% of international climate finance (IUCN, 2023). A very small percentage, which can make it essential that when funding for indigenous people is granted it in the hands of indigenous groups themselves, rather than other entities acting in their interest. This is in contrast to the Forest Tenure Pledge where the funding is in the hands of private companies and European governments which have far less knowledge and understanding of indigenous concerns and priorities compared to indigenous groups and representatives themselves. Policies such as the Podong Indigenous Peoples Initiative can be far more effective in the future by giving greater accessibility for indigenous self-determination rather than utilising external bodies to act on behalf of them. 
[image: ]
Figure 3 Indigenous women showing solidarity after a lack of inclusion in COP 28 (Bindman, 2023) 
The Podong Indigenous Peoples Initiative showed a big step forward in being a far more inclusive indigenous policy by promoting indigenous rights for women which can often be neglected during international negotiations such as in COP 28 seen in figure 3. More inclusive policies such as these are essential for future COPs as countries more vulnerable to climate change are likely to become poorer and create larger gender gaps. Indigenous women are far more reliant on natural resources that will likely experience intense shifts as a result of climate change (Hausmann et al, 2009). Indigenous women can often hold little bargaining power in international negotiations like COP and in local and regional levels, due to having lower incomes and a lack of resources. This leads to little representation in the decision-making process on climate change mitigation can further these issues (Prior and Heinämäki, 2017). More inclusive policies benefitting indigenous women can show bright prospects for the future, however the amount of representation they actually receive will depend on the effectiveness of the policy as a whole. 


[bookmark: _Toc163044572]4.2 Young people 
Young indigenous people receiving recognition in the Podong Indigenous Peoples Initiative is a step in the right direction and can give optimism for indigenous people's future prospects in COP. Young people showed their defiance to tokenism in COP 23 as a Māori and Pasifika youth group Te Ara Whatu member discussed the pressure indigenous people faced to perform the haka at COP 23. Instead, opting to discuss the serious pressures Pacific Island nations face from rising sea levels (Belfer et al, 2019). Involving indigenous youth groups into COP negotiations can spark new ideas for the future. For example members of Te Ara Whatu who wanted to ensure that Pacific Island nations concerns were heard rather than inviting indigenous groups to perform the haka as a symbolic gesture and not allow meaningful discussions to be held. A regular struggle that indigenous groups face at COP conferences are a limited time frame to voice their concerns. In COP 21 in Paris, indigenous groups were only given a three-minute timeslot after hours of negotiations from ‘world leaders’ that can dominate COP conferences (Marquardt et al, 2022). Despite improvements in indigenous recognition being slow since 1995 as seen in figure 4, indigenous youth demanding more opportunities to speak at negotiations shows brighter prospects for the future.
[image: A table with numbers and text

Description automatically generated]
Figure 4 proportions of COP decisions referring to indigenous peoples and local communities (Parks, 2019)
As seen in figure 4 although indigenous representation in decision making has significantly improved since 1994 this has been relatively inconsistent since 2000. It is important to note that even inclusions like the indigenous peoples platforms in 2015 have not brought enough recognition for indigenous people in COP decision making. 
The youth climate movement has grown rapidly since the widespread media coverage of Greta Thunberg in 2018 to claim a livable future on the planet. This has allowed for greater participation in ‘YOUNGO’ the youth and children constituency in the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. This organisation has been far more inclusive of indigenous people compared to the traditional treatment of indigenous groups at COP. Hosting ‘Talanoa dialogues’ based on a traditional Fijian word for conversation through storytelling, aspiring to break down hierarchy and allow indigenous participation from minority groups, women and people on lower incomes (Grosse and Mark, 2020). Youth groups like YOUNGO promoting intersectionality can show bright prospects for the future as xenophobic views towards indigenous people dwindle out. However, YOUNGO members have found themselves becoming more performative such as changing the way they dress, favouring suits and dark clothes to assimilate with older generations in an attempt to be taken seriously (Thew et al, 2020). Although a change in clothing can seem minor, this can become problematic for indigenous people who may want to wear their traditional indigenous clothing rather than assimilating into western cultures and practices in order to voice their concerns. Despite youth climate groups like YOUNGO allowing for greater participation of indigenous people their influence in COP conferences is currently relatively minor. 
[bookmark: _Toc163044573]4.3 Pacific Island nations representation 
Indigenous groups from small Pacific Island nations face some of the greatest climate change threats such as rising sea levels and extreme weather events and therefore this should be a major talking point at future COPs (Norton-Smith et al, 2016) Pacific Island nations have some of the lowest greenhouse gas emissions in the world, yet they face some of the largest consequences (Walsh et al, 2012). Whilst more developed Western countries that have contributed far more to climate change have failed to accept legal responsibility for loss and damage which should be addressed further in future COP conferences. Prospects of change and compensation are currently unlikely as a result of fear of litigation and endless costs from the West (Winkler and Depledge 2018). This is accompanied by the fact that countries with larger influence in COP such as Brazil and the USA both recently had leaders that downplayed the significance of the climate crisis. Such as former US president Donald Trump pulled out of the 2015 Paris agreement (Casarões and Flemes, 2019). This can make it extremely difficult for Pacific Island nations to receive support from the West if world leaders are not willing to stick to their own greenhouse gas reduction targets. It is important for indigenous groups from Pacific Islands to be represented because of the extreme climate change related challenges they face. However, indigenous platforms and caucuses in COP are made up of indigenous people from all over the world which can crowd out those from small nations in the Pacific with smaller populations. 96% of the Samoan population identify as indigenous Polynesian but this makes up just 190,000 people, compared to the 125 million indigenous population in China or 104 million in India (Buchholz and Richter, 2022). This is a consistent problem with indigenous representation as even the term ‘indigenous people’ is very broad and encompasses groups of people from all over the world with different cultures, interests and needs. Whilst indigenous platforms represent the views of indigenous people around the world, the needs of indigenous people in the Amazon are very different to those in Alaska or Samoa. This can make it difficult for indigenous groups to be represented in say the Pacific Islands when someone from Brazil is speaking on their behalf. It can be very problematic when indigenous people have little representation overall, which can diminish the voices of those from smaller nations even if they are significantly impacted from climate change effects. 

[bookmark: _Toc163044574]5.0 Conclusion 
There have been efforts made to make COP conferences more representative of indigenous people in recent times such as the Podong peoples initiative, the Forest Tenure Pledge and the Indigenous Peoples Platform. The effectiveness of these policies however can be questioned and can be described as forms of tokenism (Tomos-Aponte, 2021). The Forest Tenure Pledge especially is a clear example of international governments acting on behalf of indigenous people rather than involving indigenous groups in the decision-making process. When this has been done in the past with the REDD and REDD plus initiatives it has led to indigenous people protesting even years after the policies introduction. Although there has been improvement since 1995 in indigenous representation such as the Indigenous People’s Platform in 2015, the fact that it took 20 years for indigenous people to even have their own official platform within COP can show how little regard world leaders in COP have for indigenous people. 
[bookmark: _Int_CRKZsLAk]Prospects for the future can be promising for indigenous people as indigenous women and youth have been given representation in the Podong peoples initiative. Indigenous youth groups showed defiance against their current perception in COP 23 demanding serious negotiations about the threat of rising sea levels and extreme weather patterns caused by climate change. Despite these issues ever growing, forcing a change in attitude through protest and showing solidarity can mitigate loss and damage caused by climate change. It needs to be considered that COP is not effective as a whole after holding COP 28 in UAE and selecting the head of an oil company as the leader of the conference. COP 28 further showed failures to come to an agreement on the dependency on fossil fuels (Watts and Hanman, 2023). These factors can diminish future prospects for indigenous people in COP if even world leaders cannot come to a decision on effective policy, then how can indigenous people with much smaller voices be expected to do the same? Overall COP has failed to deliver on creating beneficial policy and platforms for indigenous people despite the best efforts of indigenous groups around the world. There is some but future generations through the youth groups who have demanded meaningful representation to voice their concerns on the threats that climate change has on indigenous people.




[bookmark: _Toc163044575]6.0 Appendix

Summary sheet of indigenous people 
How are indigenous people treated currently? 
Historically, local communities and indigenous peoples have been significantly marginalised through colonialism and capitalist exploitation within their native countries. Many of these issues still being present today as indigenous people make up just 5% of the world's population but one third of the worlds extremely poor rural people.  
 A recent example of this being indigenous people of the Amazon rainforest who suffered huge impacts of deforestation under President Jair Bolsonaro. One of his first acts of president of Brazil was the dismantling of national environmental governance structures. Bolsonaro prioritised capital gain over preserving the natural biodiversity of the Amazon. Pushing for the international beef and leather trade which causes for approximately 80% of the deforestation in the region. Many indigenous groups such as the Wajapi people in the Amazon have had to change their traditional lifestyles because of these policies making way for tourism or visits to local markets to survive. However, under the current Brazilian president Lula, deforestation levels have been reduced by over 30% as he aims to preserve the rainforest far better than his predecessor.  
 The 2023 ‘Australian Indigenous voice referendum’ proposed an alteration to the Australian constitution that would recognise indigenous Australians and allow them to have representation in parliament. However, this was rejected by the Australian people with an overwhelming 60% ‘No’ vote. Both examples show the horrific discrimination against indigenous people that is still prevalent today. 

How inclusive are COP Conferences? 
Despite indigenous groups attending every COP Conference since their formation, they have had extraordinarily little influence in policy decision making. In the past ten years attempts have been made at making COP Conferences more inclusive for indigenous people. Through participation in negotiation sessions in languages they can understand due to the ‘Indigenous peoples’ pavilion’ a space that is dedicated to sharing indigenous people's ancestral knowledge and solutions surrounding climate change. This is a significant improvement compared to the first COP Conference, as it included indigenous communities in the decision-making process. COP 26 held in Glasgow tried at being more inclusive, as President Alok Sharma said that it would be “the most inclusive COP ever”. However, thousands of indigenous people from the global South were excluded, who stand for millions of voices. 
 Despite world governments acknowledging their importance, this can be seen as a form of ‘indigenous washing’ similarly to the idea of ‘greenwashing’. Using indigenous people as a marketing tool to show that a COP Conference is inclusive of indigenous cultures when in reality they are significantly marginalised. Many indigenous climate issues are often considered as ‘home issues’ so will not be addressed in international Conferences and will more likely be discussed by a national government rather than in a COP conference. Whereas international law is often far more important and sometimes an only possibility of forcing change due to the repression that the indigenous communities have faced by their national governments. Such as in the case of the First Nations peoples of Australia and indigenous communities in the Amazon.  

Group discussion findings  
In the discussion the first question the group was asked was what more can be done to achieve further representation from indigenous people if they were the president of the next COP conference. The group found this a rather tricky question to begin with as they knew from the presentation that indigenous groups have always been invited to COP conferences. However, after some thought they believed the creation of more platforms like the local communities and indigenous people’s platform created in 2015 in COP 21. As this was described as a ‘victory from indigenous people everywhere’ by the indigenous representative of the Amazon (UN, 2020). Other members of the discussion did acknowledge the shortcomings of this platform and questioned the influence it has compared to world leaders attending COP conferences. Building further on this idea, more specific platforms such as platforms dedicated to preserving rainforests, or preventing rising sea levels were suggested. This was because platforms or pledges towards indigenous people can often seem vague. Catering towards specific indigenous environmental issues such as these can allow for more action to be taken.  
One of the key issues with indigenous representation and engagement in COP that was brought up throughout the discussion was general discrimination and racism. This being one of the main barriers in indigenous people struggling to get their voices heard despite attending and having specific platforms in COP. A recent example that was used was the Australian indigenous voices referendum which resulted in a 60% ‘No’ majority in favour of not recognising the views of indigenous people in Australian parliament (AEC, 2023). Other examples of racism towards indigenous people were discussed such as the US governments treatment of native American people including the Yupik people in Alaska, which was used as an example in the presentation. Linking back to the presentation as to why it is essential to have indigenous representation and engagement in COP conferences. 
Going slightly off the original discussion questions, the point was asked if indigenous people sometimes have little choice but to partake in activities that will have negative climate effects. Bringing up how indigenous people in the Amazon might need to take part in deforestation as a way of earning a living. A slightly different example was discussed as the US representative for Alaska in congress Mary Peltola who is a supporter of the ‘Willow Project’. This was discussed, asking why a significant indigenous representative of the Yupik people would openly support a global corporation drilling for oil in an Alaskan nature reserve. Bringing up points of how Peltola could have been pressured by the democrat party to support this, which made the group question the effectiveness of indigenous representatives altogether (Schwartz et al 2023).  
Although the discussion did not come to a natural conclusion it was in general agreement that indigenous people should be represented far more in COP conferences. The main barriers prevented further representation being discrimination and racism that leaves their issues disregarded. The discussion made the audience question many decisions made by COP such as if indigenous people's platforms are effective because of earlier representatives often not acting in the best interests of indigenous people.         
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