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1. I would not necessarily say that there are any consequence in the recognition of Indigenous Peoples as subjects of International law, because this recognition is more progress than consequence. Not including Indigenous peoples as part of international law is what creates consequences according to Lillian Aponte Miranda’s reading. Historically the process of colonization have limit the status and rights of indigenous peoples in favour of the European conquerors of the land who only recognized the state to be the subject of international law and not indigenous people. Indigenous peoples were, “ideologically constructed as irrational, uncivilized savages” thus, “under the philosophy of natural law…, irrational, uncivilized first peoples were not considered bearers of natural rights” (Miranda, 2008, p. 425). Since the early development of sovereignty is based on Eurocentric views, all other mechanisms and ideals that followed, essentially favoured the State and disregarded ingenious peoples. As a consequence indigenous peoples who did not have similar structures as Europeans, were treated on a “domestic level” which allowed states to ‘justifiably’ assume responsibility in managing the legal and social relationship with indigenous peoples (Miranda, 2008, p. 425).
Even after post-world war II, human rights were applied as a whole but did not take into account specific Indigenous rights that prevent them from improper abuse by the State. It was only until Indigenous Peoples emphasize their self-determination rights and began to refer to their actions as a collective “movement”; was when they were starting to be recognized as a subject of international law. 

2. The literature states that consultation is the “cornerstone” of ILO Convention 169 because articles 6 and 7 regarding consultation and participation, “are key provisions of Convention No.169 and the ‘basis for applying all the others’” (Indigenous & Tribal Peoples’ Rights in Practice, 2009). The convention is to ensure that indigenous peoples rights are considered and respected throughout any process of development or potential change from the state. Articles 6 and 7 is the base of reference when reading the other provisions that are in relation to consultation and participation. 
3. Collective property rights is an understanding that ownership over land does not belong to one single individual but belongs to all people within the group or community (Miranda, 2008, p. 435). Land holds a very sacred and meaningful concept for indigenous people and is very important to their culture and identity. The importance of land is not simply possession and use of resources; it has a spiritual component that connects them to nature and their ancestors. Many projects and progress initiatives to promote development on indigenous land violated many property rights. The Commission and Court considered three characteristics; evidence of customary land use separate from the state; ideas between human rights to property in regards to Indigenous communities of how they perceive distinct land tenure systems; and reference to international laws regarding indigenous land rights. Furthermore, three ways to apply property rights to Indigenous communities are; first, substantive and procedural aspects of right to property is based on indigenous peoples’ distinct land tenure systems; second, right to property guarantee permanent use and enjoyment of their ancestral land; third, there is a procedural right to give informed consultation or consent when States make decisions that impact indigenous peoples’ land and resources (Miranda, 2008, p. 434).
4. Progress according to Survival International is, “forward moving towards a destination; development towards an improved or advanced condition” (2007, p. 3). Survival International outlines different factors that as a result of progress have greatly affected indigenous populations globally. Progress may seem like a good initiative that benefits all people but when States disregard the rights, needs, and cultural sensitivities of indigenous peoples, we see a decline in the population and the falling of indigenous identity. The right to consultation as outlined in ILO Convention 169, is important to emphasize and utilize in order to protect what is left of indigenous communities around the world. Indigenous representatives that have been elected through political parties have no experience within the political world and do not share the same level of education as their ‘equal’ members that are non-indigenous. As a result choosing representatives and decision making in the interest of indigenous peoples is limited and is controlled by political parties that only seek to make decisions that benefit themselves. Although consultation is addressed within Convention 169 it needs to be further implemented strictly and consistently in the interest of bettering the lives of Indigenous peoples.  Mechanisms and initiatives that are created to protect Indigenous peoples, in reality seems to be ignored and continues to create further harm. 
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