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Abstract: This perspective presents a statement of the 10th International Congress of Arctic Social Sci-
ences Indigenous Knowledge and knowledge co-production panel and discussion group, 20 July 2021.
The statement is designed to serve as a characterization of the state-of-the-art and guidance for further
advancement of Indigenous Knowledge and knowledge co-production in the Arctic. It identifies
existing challenges and provides specific recommendations for researchers, Indigenous communities,
and funding agencies on meaningful recognition and engagement of Indigenous Knowledge systems.
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1. Introduction

Indigenous Knowledge and knowledge co-production are central for both research
and policymaking in the Arctic, now and in the future. The International Arctic Social
Sciences Association (IASSA), a professional society that brings together social scientists,
humanities and Indigenous scholars, has long elevated the Indigenous Knowledge systems
in its agenda. In 2017 IASSA adopted a statement on the Indigenous Knowledge and in
2021 it revised its Principles and Guidelines for Conducting Ethical Research in the Arctic
to ensure productive and equitable engagement of Indigenous Knowledge, unconditional
adherence to principles of Indigenous data and knowledge sovereignty and commitment to
decolonizing research through knowledge co-production. IASSA members continued this
work, and these efforts culminated in developing a new vision for Indigenous Knowledge
engagement and co-production in the Arctic that is discussed below.

2. Indigenous Knowledge Is Key to Understanding Natural and Social Systems in the Arctic

On 20 June 2021, the International Congress of Arctic Social Sciences (ICASS X) hosted
a plenary and other sessions devoted to the Indigenous Knowledge and research in the
Arctic. The panelists and presenters have developed the following statement.

The Indigenous Peoples are the original Arctic researchers who hold unique knowl-
edge, grounded in multigenerational experiences, of land and environment. This knowl-
edge is time tested and implies deep understanding of the Arctic environment, socioe-
conomic systems, and human-environment relations. Indigenous Knowledge provides
a foundation for individual and collective well-being of past, present, and future gen-
erations of Arctic Indigenous Peoples. Indigenous Knowledge systems have their own
ontologies, epistemologies, and methodologies, and possess internal validation principles
and processes based on reciprocity and respect. Indigenous Knowledge is key to accurate
interpretation of dynamics in the natural and social systems in the Arctic. Science and
policy that are not inclusive of the Indigenous Knowledge cannot be considered adequate to
address the Arctic Peoples’ needs. A major advancement in Arctic science will be achieved
through Indigenization of Arctic research.

While working with Indigenous communities, one has to be mindful of the systemic
trauma they have experienced in their history, and allow time, and channel resources so
that these communities can heal and reconcile with their land, histories and languages that
were disrupted due to colonization.

3. Co-Production Must Become a Priority

In order to ensure the vitality of Indigenous Knowledge systems and to improve the
quality and relevance of Arctic research, collaborative efforts across disciplines under the
guidance of the Indigenous Knowledge holders must become a priority, and knowledge
co-production must be seen as central for Arctic research. Co-production must be based on
ethical, equitable, meaningful and mutually beneficial engagement of knowledge systems
that is embedded in Indigenous rights, recognition of Indigenous Knowledge sovereignty
and ownership. Co-production must be recognized, promoted and supported by funding
agencies, academic institutions, and researchers regardless of their discipline, area of
research and affiliation.

Co-production should imply co-identification of research needs, co-creation of research
ideas, co-design of research questions, co-definition of research objectives, co-development
of research programs, co-authorship of research results, co-implementation of research
projects and co-evaluation of research outcomes. Co-production must ensure that Indige-
nous and non-Indigenous research partners share a common vision of what these, and other
terms, mean in the research process. In addition to being based on co-production, Arctic
research must also make room for Indigenous Peoples’ knowledge systems to stand on
their own without being validated by research partnerships with non-Indigenous scholars.

Finally, co-production should generate practical results important for Indigenous
communities. It is important to acknowledge that these processes take time.
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4. Practical Steps to Be Taken Now

To take steps towards achieving the above goals, we recommend the following: Recog-
nize and respect Indigenous Knowledge in understanding natural and social systems in the
Arctic including the importance of data sovereignty, intellectual property and ownership
by Indigenous rights holders.

• Support the Indigenous Peoples to identify, define, research and act upon their own
research priorities and methodologies, for example by providing financial, organiza-
tional and institutional capacities.

• Enable and encourage development of equitable relationship and understanding
between the Indigenous Peoples and researchers necessary to co-create meaningful,
relevant research guided by Indigenous Knowledge and societal values.

• Focus on reciprocal, mutually enriching capacity building between researchers and
Indigenous communities:

- this includes building capacity among researchers to recognize Indigenous rights
and fully engage Indigenous Knowledge in Arctic research.

- engaging Indigenous youth and elders to have an active role in knowledge production.

• Encourage research institutions and funding agencies to support and enable meaning-
ful collaboration at all stages of research projects in the social and natural sciences and
humanities to meet the expectations of knowledge co-production.

• Urge funding agencies to provide research-planning (seed) funding, flexible funding,
and long-term funding options to researchers and Indigenous organizations to estab-
lish, build, and maintain relationships with Indigenous communities and to lay the
foundation for knowledge co-production prior to actual research.

• Recommend that research institutions and funding agencies engage and support
Indigenous Peoples to evaluate the research before, during and after the research to
ensure that the research is progressing in a way that meets their needs.

• Prioritize collaboration, co-creation, Indigenous-led projects and capacity building
research initiatives in funding calls and in the project selection process.

Finally, recognizing sustained commitment and extensive work that the International
Arctic Social Sciences Association (IASSA) has done to advance the role of the Indigenous
Knowledge in Arctic research and promote knowledge co-production, it is important to
continue by focusing on:

• facilitating the equitable and ethical application of Indigenous Knowledge and engage-
ment of Arctic Indigenous communities by developing guidance to the international
research community in all aspects of Arctic science and research.

• working on creation of intellectual space for Indigenous Knowledge holders at inter-
national fora.

• further engaging Indigenous Knowledge holders in IASSA.
• developing internal IASSA strategies, structures and resources to establish a support

system of Indigenous Knowledge holders within the IASSA, e.g., an Indigenous
Knowledge Working Group.

5. Conclusions

Diverse Indigenous Knowledge systems in the Arctic are critical for ensuring the well-
being of Arctic communities and ecosystems. They are central for accurate interpretation of
the natural and social dynamics in the Arctic. Equitable engagement and co-production
are the primary mechanisms for decolonizing and Indigenizing Arctic research and policy-
making that will secure a sustainable Arctic tomorrow. Attaining these goals will take a
collective effort and individual commitment. The authors and IASSA are determined to
continue this work. Ultimately, we call on individual researchers to ask themselves: what
can I do to make this happen?
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