e e /49 o

B I

BATANI: On the Statement of RAIPON Concerning the Arrest of Indigenous Activists
A Note on Representation, Silence, and International Legitimacy

In April 2026, the UN Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues will convene in New York. RAIPON will
be there — speaking in the name of Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation.

But the world must understand what kind of representation is arriving.

Months earlier on 17 Dec 2025, seventeen Indigenous human rights activists were arrested in Russia. At
least ten of them are former RAIPON staff and members — people who once worked inside the
organization, carried its mandate, represented communities, and implemented its programs.

For a full month, RAIPON remained silent.

There was no public statement. No expression of concern. No appeal for due process. No acknowledgment
that Indigenous Peoples — its own constituency — were being detained for civic and environmental
activism. RAIPON did not defend them. RAIPON did not demand safeguards. RAIPON did not insist on
transparency, legal protection, or independent monitoring.

Instead, RAIPON publicly declared that it has “no moral right” to stand with them.

An Indigenous organization does not exist to perform loyalty in moments of danger. It exists to protect
Indigenous Peoples when the cost of protection is high. When an organization disowns indigenous activists
— before any court ruling — it is no longer practicing representation. It is practicing institutional survival
through sacrifice.

RAIPON’s position reveals a deeper truth that the international system must confront: Indigenous rights
are being reframed as conditional - on legality defined by the state, on political loyalty, on silence during
repression, on not mobilizing international solidarity. Those who cross an invisible line lose legitimacy,
protection, and voice — even when they once served the very institution that now disowns them.

This is managed Indigeneity.

RAIPON invokes the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples — not to defend Indigenous
activists, but to discipline them. A Declaration written to protect Indigenous Peoples from state power is
being used to justify distance from Indigenous Peoples targeted by that power. When UNDRIP is used this
way, it ceases to be a human rights instrument and becomes a tool of governance.



When RAIPON takes the floor at the UN Permanent Forum, one question must be asked — quietly or
publicly, but unmistakably: If representation does not react to repression, what exactly is being
represented?

If Indigenous organizations can retain UN consultative status, speak in global forums, and claim legitimacy,
while refusing to defend peoples it vowed to protect - then the crisis is not only national; it is
international.

The UN Permanent Forum is a global venue created because states cannot be the sole arbiters of Indigenous
legitimacy. When RAIPON reaches the United Nations, the question is no longer whether Indigenous
rights are under threat — but whether international institutions are willing to recognize capture when it
stands at the podium.

What kind of representation survives by staying silent?

RAIPON CLAIMS vs. MATERIAL FACTS

RAIPON is committed to the protection of Indigenous rights and opposes 17 Indigenous activists have been arrested, at least 10 of them former RAIPON
the criminalization of rights-based activity. employees, and RAIPON has refused to defend them publicly or institutionally.

RAIPON upholds the principle of presumption of innocence and calls for Before any court ruling, RAIPON publicly associates the accused with
restraint until court decisions. “extremism,” foreign agendas, and threats to state integrity.

RAIPON has “no moral right” to defend individuals suspected of links to Several of those individuals were previously employed by RAIPON, worked under its
extremist organizations. mandate, and represented Indigenous communities through RAIPON’s institutional framework.

RAIPON represents the legitimate voice of Indigenous peoples of Russia nationally RAIPON delegitimizes Indigenous activists operating internationally while
and internationally. maintaining exclusive representational access to UN and Arctic Council platforms.

International Indigenous solidarity must be exercised cautiously and only with RAIPON discourages international solidarity precisely when Indigenous activists face

“crystal clean” actors. repression, chilling transnational advocacy and protection mechanisms.

UNDRIP is respected and upheld by RAIPON. RAIPON selectively invokes Article 46 (territorial integrity) to discipline Indigenous
activism, while ignoring UNDRIP provisions on participation, protection, and

Indigenous peoples in Russia have experienced centuries of free development within

the state.

RAIPON acts within the legal framework to ensure stability and rights protection. RAIPON aligns its narrative with state security discourse, prioritizing institutional
survival and access over protection of Indigenous individuals.

Indigenous activists are currently being arrested, prosecuted,
and stigmatized for political and international engagement.

RAIPON will monitor the situation and “intervene if necessary.” No concrete safeguards have been demanded: no call for independent monitoring,
legal guarantees, access to counsel, or protection of detained Indigenous activists.



