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Introduction: Indigenous Peoples play a vital role in democratic systems;
however, their political participation is often hindered by structural barriers,
including limited access to fundamental infrastructure and services, lack of
formal recognition of land rights, and systemic discrimination. Despite the
growing global discourse on Indigenous Peoples’ political participation, a
comprehensive synthesis of international trends remains limited. This study
aims to systematically review Indigenous Peoples’ political participation and
highlight key themes that shape their participation in governance and advocacy.

Methods: A systematic literature review was conducted following the PRISMA
framework, analyzing 15 peer-reviewed articles that examine Indigenous
Peoples’ political participation across different regions. Thematic analysis was
employed to identify recurring patterns and key themes that characterize
Indigenous political participation.

Results: Five primary themes emerged from the analysis: (1) land rights and
political participation, which highlights the link between territorial claims and
political participation; (2) indigenous governance and state relations, examining
how Indigenous communities interact with governmental structures; (3) gender,
identity, and political participation, addressing the unique challenges faced by
Indigenous women; (4) digital activism and Indigenous mobilization, exploring
the role of technology in fostering advocacy; and (5) environmental governance
and climate justice, connecting Indigenous rights to broader ecological
concerns.

Discussion: The findings contribute to the existing knowledge base by bridging
gaps in the literature and offering insights into the structural challenges and
opportunities for Indigenous political participation. This study underscores the
need for more inclusive decision-making processes that recognize Indigenous
rights and advocate for equitable representation. Future research should further
explore the intersection of Indigenous political agency with digital activism,
gender dynamics, and climate justice to inform policy frameworks that support
Indigenous self-determination.
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1 Introduction

Democracy flourishes when individuals are proactively involved
in political activities, which serves as the fundamental for national
governance. Ostrom (2000) emphasized the significance of individuals’
continuous political participation, such as affiliating with political
parties, voting, or participating in advocacy groups, civic
organizations, and non-governmental organizations (NGOs), to
sustain democracy (Deth, 1997; Ostrom, 2000). Nevertheless, political
participation is required to be accessible to guarantee all citizens
possess equal chances to determine relevant policy-making initiatives
and implementation and convey collective opinions to policymakers
(Schlozman et al.,, 2012). Conventionally, political participation is
defined as a series of individuals’ demeanors to shape governmental
outcomes and policy-making decisions directly or indirectly (Verba
et al., 1978), which encompass campaigning, advocacy, and voting
(Milbrath and Goel, 1977). The definition has recently been expanded
to electoral activities and political party participation, whereas
unconventional participation encapsulates civil resistance,
demonstrations, and online activism (Dalton and Welzel, 2014).
Political participation reinforces governmental accountability,
representation, and responsiveness in ensuring democratic
governance. Nonetheless, political participation is not necessarily
open for all citizens, especially Indigenous Peoples worldwide, who
continue to be substantially neglected in their respective rights and
underrepresented in formal political institutions. The status as a
minority group and structural barriers, such as limited electoral
representation, ambiguous legal status, insufficient channels for
meaningful communications, and low awareness of political
participatory means, impede Indigenous Peoples’ political
participation (Dabin et al., 2019; Arrese, 2020; Tomaselli, 2020), on
top of low accessibility to education, systemic discrimination, and
economic marginalization (Usek and Dunlop, 2023).

The present study seeks to explore the contemporary forms of
political participation among Indigenous Peoples, with a particular
focus on contributing factors, prevailing challenges, and contextual
dynamics that shape their participation by conducting a systematic
literature review (SLR) guided by the following research question:
What are the global trends in Indigenous Peoples’ political
participation? To date, no comprehensive SLR has explicitly focused
on this topic. While one existing review has examined trends and
challenges in political science research related to Indigenous politics
and policy, its scope was limited to publications from 2019 to 2023 and
did not adhere to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) protocol (Soares, 2024). In
light of this gap, the current study offers a novel and methodologically
rigorous contribution by systematically analyzing international
scholarship on Indigenous political participation. This review aims to
provide a nuanced understanding of participation patterns and inform
academic audiences and policymakers about the current global
landscape of Indigenous political participation.

Particularly, 15 peer-reviewed studies were scrutinized by
adhering to the PRISMA framework to guarantee a rigorous analysis.
A total of five emerging themes were discovered, namely land rights
and political participation, Indigenous People governance and state
relations, gender and identity in political participation, online activism
and Indigenous People mobilization, and environmental governance
and climate justice. The first theme examined how territorial

sovereignty and legal recognition contributed to Indigenous People’s
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political agency while the second theme appraised how Indigenous
People navigated national and global political structures. The third
theme evaluated the intersectionality between Indigenous People
political participation and leadership, whereas the following theme
analyzed the higher usage of social media and online channels for
political advocacy and civic disobedience. The final theme scrutinized
Indigenous People’s political advocacy toward climate change
challenges and policy-making decisions. Simultaneously, several
existing literature gaps were addressed, including limited intersectional
research on the diversity of Indigenous communities, methodological
shortcomings in comparative research, and limited theorization of
online political participation. Accordingly, this study integrated
existing empirical evidence across various geopolitical settings and
assisted in providing a more holistic comprehension by performing
comparative techniques to pinpoint both facilitators and barriers to
Indigenous People’s political participation and governance.
Theoretically, intersectional feminism, digital resistance, political
ecology, and decolonialism were also investigated to formulate a more
nuanced conceptual model. Methodological improvements in
thematic analysis beyond descriptive analysis were also elucidated to
appraise systemic power dynamics and emerging trends in Indigenous
People’s political participation. The detailed methodology is delineated
in the following section by explaining the inclusion criteria of selected
articles for the SLR before performing both descriptive and thematic
analyses in the third section. The fourth section elucidates the
implications of existing empirical evidence, followed by the fifth
section summarizing the current SLR with potential future directions.
Several study limitations are also underscored for future scholars
evaluating similar topics. Resultantly, the present study offered
valuable insights into the continual discourse on Indigenous People
political representation, self-determination, and future inclusion into
the democratic governance structure.

2 Methodology

This study applied PRISMA by searching for relevant past studies
in online research databases as the initial phase before identifying
relevant articles, screening selected studies, assessing eligibility, and
synthesizing existing empirical evidence.

2.1 ldentification

A structured search technique was established according to the RQ
(Shafril et al,, 2021). Specifically, keywords, including Indigenous Peoples
and political participation, were defined before being extended to
synonyms and similar concepts, such as tribes, political mobilization,
political participation, and Indigenous communities. A holistic search
was also guaranteed by systematically integrating the keywords via
advanced search techniques, namely phrase searching, truncation,
wildcards, field code functions, and Boolean operators (Shafril et al.,
2021). The literature search was performed on the three major databases,
namely Web of Science (WoS) and Scopus, which were highly
acknowledged for extensive records of academic publications in the
discipline of social sciences (Vieira and Gomes, 2009). WoS encapsulated
over 28,000 articles across diverse academic domains, whereas Scopus
comprised over 22,000 studies from over 5,000 global journals. Google
Scholar was also employed to acquire articles not available on the two
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databases as mentioned above. Furthermore, cultural differences in the
terminology of depicting Indigenous Peoples and country-specific terms
were considered, including Indigenous Peoples and Torres Strait
Islanders for Australia and Adivasi and Scheduled Tribes for India, to
guarantee diversity and inclusivity (Xiao and Watson, 2017). The process
was performed between November 2024 and December 2024, producing
160 articles for screening (Table 1).

2.2 Screening

Screening functioned to remove identified articles irrelevant to
the RQ or not fulfilling the inclusion criteria. A total of 47 duplicate
articles were eliminated before the preliminary screening to review
study abstracts and determine the relevance degree to the
RQ. Resultantly, 99 articles were excluded. A more refined process was
subsequently conducted by perusing the titles and abstracts based on
the RQ, which finalized 53 studies for further action.

2.3 Assessing eligibility
The procedure included two phases (Xiao and Watson, 2017).
Preliminary screening scrutinized the abstracts to determine initial

relevance to the RQ before a more holistic quality appraisal by perusing

TABLE 1 Inclusion and exclusion criteria.
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the entire articles for detailed content assessment. The process guaranteed
reproducibility, transparency, and cross-verification by recording
excluded articles (Kitchenham, 2007, as cited in Xiao and Watson, 2017).
Both inclusion and exclusion criteria were defined according to the RQ
to guarantee the sole focus on Indigenous People’s political participation.
Hence, only 14 articles fulfilled the inclusion criteria, with an additional
study from Google Scholar included. The inclusion of only 15 articles in
this SLR resulted from a rigorous and methodologically sound screening
process designed to ensure both thematic relevance and empirical
quality. An initial search across three major academic databases, WoS,
Scopus, and Google Scholar generated a broad pool of studies. However,
numerous articles were excluded due to poor methodological quality,
duplication, unavailability of full texts, non-English language, or lack of
direct relevance to Indigenous Peoples’ political participation. To
minimize selection bias and enhance reliability, clearly defined inclusion
and exclusion criteria were applied at multiple screening stages, with all
decisions documented and cross-verified. The decision to include only
studies published between 2020 and 2025 aimed to capture the most
contemporary global trends and recent developments in Indigenous
political participation, particularly in light of increasing global attention
to Indigenous rights, decolonization movements, and digital activism.
While the limited number of studies may influence the breadth of
generalization, this was a deliberate methodological choice to maintain
analytical rigor by synthesizing only the most recent, empirically robust,
and thematically relevant literature (Table 2).

Criterion Inclusion Exclusion
) Indigenous Peoples globally irrespective of countries or ethnic Not solely concentrating on Indigenous Peoples or including the examination
Population groups. of non-Indigenous People communities.
. Examining both conventional and non-conventional political Not evaluating political participation or only scrutinizing other aspects, such
Intervention participation as cultural, economic, or social issues
Outcom Exploring factors contributing to Indigenous People political Ambiguous results on Indigenous People’s political participation or without
utcome

participation facilitators and obstacles

practical recommendations

Document type Empirical evidence

Review studies, book chapters, conference proceedings, or other formats

without empirical evidence

Language English Languages other than English
Accessibility Full-text format Inaccessibility
Timeline Between 2020 and 2025 Before 2020

TABLE 2 Search string.

Database

Number of

included

Scopus

TITLE-ABS-KEY((“politic* participation*” OR “politic* involve*” OR “politic* participation*” OR “politic*
commitment*” OR “politic* activism*” OR “politic* mobilize*” OR “politic* movement*” OR “politic* empower*” OR
“elect* participation*” OR “elect* represent*” OR ‘“civic involve*” OR “participation in democracy”) AND (“Indigenous
people*” OR “Indigenous People*” OR “First Nations” OR “First Peoples” OR “Native people*” OR “tribal communit*” 95
OR “Original inhabitant*” OR “Indigenous communit*” OR “Indigenous People communit*” OR “Native communit*”
OR “tribal communit*”)) AND PUBYEAR > 2019 AND PUBYEAR < 2026 AND (LIMIT-TO (DOCTYPE, “ar”)) AND
(LIMIT-TO (LANGUAGE, “English”)) AND (LIMIT-TO (SRCTYPE, “”)) AND (LIMIT-TO (PUBSTAGE, “final”))

articles

TS = (“politic* participation*” OR “politic* involve*” OR “politic* participation*” OR “politic* commitment*” OR “politic*

activism*” OR “politic* mobilize*” OR “politic* movement*” OR “politic* empower*” OR “elect* participation*” OR “elect™
WoS represent™” OR “civic involve*” OR “participation in democracy”) AND TS = (“Indigenous people*” OR “Indigenous People*” 65
OR “First Nations” OR “First Peoples” OR “Native people*” OR “tribal communit*” OR “Original inhabitant*” OR

“Indigenous communit*” OR “Indigenous People communit*” OR “Native communit*” OR “tribal communit*”)
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2.4 Synthesis

Both descriptive and thematic analyses were conducted on the final
15 articles (Tranfield et al., 2003). Descriptive analysis was performed
in Excel to classify the articles according to the country, publication
year, concept, study design, empirical evidence, and recommendations
for future directions, which offered a structured overview of the study
profiles and trends regarding geographical and methodological
patterns. Thematic analysis in this study followed Braun and Clarke’s
six-phase framework, employing a deductive approach to identify
themes that directly addressed the research questions (Braun and
Clarke, 2006). While thematic analysis is often linked to qualitative and
narrative data, this review also incorporated quantitative studies that
included sufficient textual elements, such as open-ended survey
responses, that could be meaningfully coded. In the first phase, the
author acquainted themselves with the content by thoroughly reading
and re-reading the selected studies to develop a deep understanding of
the data. During the second phase, initial codes were generated
manually through a systematic review of the texts. These codes were
subsequently used to identify broader patterns in the third phase. The
fourth phase involved reviewing and refining the emerging themes to
ensure internal consistency and conceptual clarity, including
identifying relevant sub-themes. In the fifth phase, each theme was
clearly defined and appropriately labeled. Finally, the themes were
assessed for relevance and coherence in addressing the key research
questions in the sixth phase. Throughout the entire process, the coding
structure and interpretation of themes were continuously refined to
maintain analytical rigor and ensure consistency across both qualitative
and quantitative data sources (Figure 1).

3 Results
3.1 Descriptive analysis

The 15 articles demonstrated high variations in the geographical
focus, publication year, and journal distribution. Particularly, four
studies were published in 2024, followed by three in 2020, 2022, and
2023, respectively, and two in 2021, which reflected increasing
academic traction in Indigenous People’s political participation and
relevant topics in recent years. All 15 articles were conducted in 11
different nations, which highlighted the international relevance of the
current topic. A total of three articles concentrated on India, followed
by two in Brazil and Colombia, respectively, and one in New Zealand,
the United States of America (USA), Taiwan, Canada, Nicaragua,
Ireland, and Peru, respectively. In addition, an article was a
comparative study focusing on Indigenous People’s political dynamics
in three Latin American nations, namely Bolivia, Chile, and Ecuador.
The geographical variation indicated diverse sociopolitical settings of
how Indigenous Peoples navigated political participation, governance,
and policy frameworks. The 15 studies were published in 15 journals
respectively, with each encompassing a wide range of interdisciplinary
topics. The journals encapsulated the Journal of Information
Technology and Politics, Journal of Society for Latin American
Studies, Social Science Quarterly, Journal of Development Studies,
Forum for Development Studies, Inter-Asia Cultural Studies, Policy
Studies, International Journal of Transnational Justice, Marine Policy,
Gender, Work, and Organization, Geoforum, Qualitative Research in
Health, Environmental Policy and Governance, Oxford Development
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FIGURE 1
The SLR flow according to the PRISMA.
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The publication year.

Studies, and the Kotuitui: New Zealand Journal of Social Sciences
Online. The wide range of publication journals posited that Indigenous
People’s political participation was popular across various fields, such
as gender studies, development studies, environmental policy, political
science, and transnational justice. Summarily, the descriptive results
served as a robust foundation for thematic and comparative analyses
(Figures 2-4).

3.2 Thematic analysis

Indigenous communities globally participate in various political
activities to navigate intricate relationships with diverse legal
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FIGURE 3
Geographical distribution.

Social Science Quarterly Kotuitui: New Zealand Journal of Social Sciences Online

Policy Studies Inter-Asia Cultural Studies

Oxford Development Studies The Journal of Development Studies

Forum for Development Studies International Journal of Transitional Justice

Environmental Policy and Governance Journal of Information Technology and Politics

Qualitative Research in Health Marine Policy

Geoforum Gender, Work & Organization

Journal of Society for Latin American Studies

FIGURE 4
Publication of papers across multiple journals.

frameworks, state institutions, and governance structures. The existing  justice but also the agency, resilience, and innovation in asserting
studies not only underscore the challenges for ensuring sufficient  sovereignty. The five key themes derived from 15 articles indicated the
Indigenous People’s representation, land rights, and environmental =~ multidimensional aspect of Indigenous People’s political participation
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and the continuous endeavors to resolve marginalization issues while
fostering self-determination.

3.2.1 Theme 1: land rights and political
participation

Land is not only a pivotal resource but also a fundamental of
Indigenous People’s identity, culture, and political agency. Prior
scholars revealed that secure land tenure promoted higher political
participation as Indigenous communities with recognized land rights
tended to participate in electoral processes and policy advocacy efforts
(Nandwani, 2023). The enactment of the Forest Rights Act in India
elevated political participation among Scheduled Tribes affiliated with
respective political parties to advocate for and protect Indigenous
People’s rights (Nandwani, 2023). Vega et al. (2022) also delineated
how automatic demarcation actions in the Brazilian Amazon,
especially how riverine communities physically specified respective
land borders, served as a politically resistant against state
encroachment and corporate exploitation. Nonetheless, land
recognition does not frequently lead to political participation,
particularly when Indigenous communities become more politically
mobilized owing to frustration with unfulfilled promises related to
land rights (Raj and V, 2024). For instance, Kaingang Indigenous
farmers in Brazil expressed significant grievances over land
distribution that spurred collective political actions, which emphasized
how political participation could originate from both aspiration and
disillusionment (Barbosa et al., 2022). Summarily, land rights issues
were highly interweaved with political participation when Indigenous
communities institutions  while

navigated formal political

asserting sovereignty.

3.2.2 Theme 2: indigenous peoples governance
and state relations

Indigenous People’s political participation is determined by how
Indigenous communities participate with national governance
systems. Traditionally, Indigenous Peoples have been deprived of
personal rights by state institutions, although policy negotiations,
legal battles, and electoral participation have enabled certain
Indigenous community to advance their political rights. The Inter-
American Court of Human Rights in Nicaragua has played an integral
function in legitimizing Indigenous People’s land rights, which has
allowed higher political agency in national governance systems
(Koper, 2021). Moreover, Maori electoral roll choices indicated
specific political identity and historical experiences with state power,
with factors, including cultural attachment and grievances over
colonization contributing to voter registration decisions (Greaves
etal,, 2023). Nonetheless, state relations are frequently symbolized by
power asymmetries, which necessitates Indigenous People to
formulate both formal and informal political approaches. Indigenous
People’s organizations in Peru have collaborated within the
governance of Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest
Degradation (REDD+) to advocate for rights in environmental
policymaking (Lozano et al., 2023). While participation in state-led
environmental governance can extend the influence of Indigenous
People, navigating bureaucratic and hierarchical power structures is
frequently ineffective in fully integrating Indigenous People’s
perspectives to ensure full autonomy while rejecting co-optation (Fan
and Sung, 2020).
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3.2.3 Theme 3: gender, identity, and political
representation

The interweaving between Indigenous People, gender, and
political participation is a vital aspect of Indigenous People’s
political participation. Particularly, Indigenous females have
frequently experienced specific obstacles to political participation
owing to marginalization persisting from colonialism and gender
highlighted  the
significance of gender-specific methods to improve Indigenous

discrimination. Previous academicians
People’s political participation, such as determining feminist
participatory actions in Colombia through the Truth Commission
to incorporate female opinions into post-conflict justice
procedures (Santamaria et al., 2020). Travelers mothers, who were
an Indigenous in Ireland, resolved additional layers of exclusion
by striking an equilibrium between ethnic identity, maternal
responsibilities, and political ambition amidst the prevalence of
male- and white-dominated political settings (Cullen, 2024).
Additionally, Indigenous females in rural Colombia elucidated
how food security was directly associated with autonomy and
broader socio-political participation, which underscored the
requirement for comprehensive methods for Indigenous female
rights incorporating political, economic, and cultural aspects
(Sinclair et al., 2022). The results strengthened the notion that
Indigenous People’s political participation could not entirely
be comprehended without accounting for Indigenous females’
gender-specific and systemic barriers, which should be effectively
resolved to attain inclusive political participation.

3.2.4 Theme 4: online activism and indigenous
people’s mobilization

The advancements in digital technologies have offered various
instruments for Indigenous People to be involved in multiple political
activities despite the emergence of different state repression and control
issues (Tank et al., 2024). Specifically, Indigenous People’s political
participation in Latin America has demonstrated a growing trend of
social media usage for storytelling and digital mobilization to advocate
for respective Indigenous People’s rights (Lupien et al, 2021).
Nonetheless, online environments are not frequently secure when
governments can capitalize on censorship, surveillance technologies,
and libel laws to oppress Indigenous People. Online political activities
have significantly impacted Native American’s electoral processes in the
USA, which has elevated voter participation across Indigenous Peoples.
While digital technologies have offered channels for Indigenous People’s
self-representation and civic disobedience online, that they have also
been exposed to alternative suppression forms from governments in a
more digitalized political environment (Schroedel et al., 2020).

3.2.5 Theme 5: environmental governance and
climate justice

Indigenous Peoples are the vanguard of climate justice movements
to advocate for land and ecosystem protection while countering
environmental exploitation. Past academicians discovered that
Indigenous Peoples’ participation in environmental governance
required political agency beyond electoral processes to effectively
integrate legislation, activism, and global support (Snook et al., 2022).
Indigenous People organizations in Peru engaged in REDD+ to
enhance recognition of Indigenous People’s knowledge in climate
policy-making processes (Lozano et al., 2023). Indigenous Peoples in
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Brazil also withstood agricultural business expansion, which was a
significant challenge for ecological survival and land sovereignty and
demonstrated the intricate junction between Indigenous People’s
political participation and environmental justice (Barbosa et al., 2022).
Thus, Indigenous People have not only countered exploitative
businesses but also developed different sustainable governance
frameworks based on ancestral knowledge and ecological stewardship.

4 Discussion

Indigenous People’s political activities are dynamic and evolving
due to the involvement of protests, electoral processes,
environmental advocacy, and online activism. The present SLR
highlighted Indigenous People’s political participation with
governmental institutions was limited owing to existing bureaucracy,
systemic discrimination, and persisting colonial legacies despite
growing recognition in both legal and political frameworks. Data
synthesis demonstrated effective approaches to resolve the
aforementioned political obstacles that significantly impeded
comprehensive political inclusion, which produced wider
implications and identified gaps in existing governance systems to
fully incorporate Indigenous People’s sovereignty and self-
determination. Particularly, land rights were a pivotal factor
contributing to Indigenous People’s political participation as formal
land tenure drove higher participation in electoral and governance
procedures (Nandwani, 2023). Nonetheless, land recognition is not
synonymous with political empowerment as Indigenous People
frequently encounter barriers in government-led bureaucracy
emphasizing economic development over Indigenous People’s
sovereignty (Raj and V, 2024). For instance, legal land recognition
did not effectively resolve conflicts over resource control of the
Kaingang in Brazil as the recognition heightened collective
mobilization due to unfulfilled promises (Barbosa et al., 2022).
Therefore, land recognition might also result in co-opting
Indigenous People’s protests within existing governance models.

Prior scholars revealed that political participation within existing
governance systems aggravated instead of mitigating persisting power
asymmetries. For example, REDD+ in Peru continued to be restrained
by top-down decision-making approaches emphasizing market-based
conservation frameworks over Indigenous People’s ecological
governance despite securing political representation (Lozano et al.,
2023). Similarly, Indigenous Peopless political representation
continued to be symbolic instead of substantive despite being involved
in the electoral process. Maori voter registration in New Zealand
indicated persisting historical grievances without leading to higher
political influences within current governmental frameworks (Greaves
etal., 2023). Resultantly, Indigenous People’s marginalization persisted
within existing governance models despite higher political recognition
and representation. Furthermore, the intricate relationship between
identity, gender, and political participation deteriorated Indigenous
Peoples’ political participation, especially among females who were
required to counter additional layers of exclusion emerging from
persisting  colonial power structures and gender-specific
discrimination. Santamaria et al. (2020) demonstrated how gender-
specific interventions were integral to resolving political violence and
achieving justice among Indigenous females involved in the
Colombian Truth Commission. Nevertheless, structural obstacles,
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including institutional biases and racialized maternal expectations,
persisted with significant influences on political development among
Irish Indigenous women (Cullen, 2024). Therefore, further endeavors
are necessary to counter existing patriarchal power structures.

Online activism provided both opportunities and limitations in
Indigenous People’s political activities. Particularly, social networking
sites and online channels have served as effective instruments to
mobilize civic disobedience and protests, record unjust treatments,
and challenge prevalent narratives (Lupien et al., 2021; Tank et al,,
2024). Latin American Indigenous activists have capitalized on digital
technologies to circumvent conventional media censorship to
advocate for land rights. Nevertheless, digital technologies can also
expose Indigenous activists to online harassment, governmental
surveillance, and algorithmic suppression, which restrain the
capability to mobilize without risks (Lupien et al., 2021). Online
activism also necessitates access to digital technologies, which is low
among indigenous peoples in remote areas. Therefore, more
Indigenous People-specific digital infrastructures and more effective
protections against online suppression should be provided to
guarantee that online activism functions as a secure and feasible
channel for political activities. While Indigenous Peoples are
internationally acknowledged as the vanguards of biodiversity and
climate justice movements, existing environmental governance
models continuously comprise colonial power systems and structures.
The REDD+ in Peru demonstrated restricted decision-making power
over land and resources despite Indigenous Peoples being allowed to
participate in climate policy (Lozano et al., 2023). Indigenous People’s
countermeasures to agricultural business expansion and deforestation
in Brazil were perceived as an environmental issue rather than a
political movement for self-determination (Barbosa et al., 2022).
Hence, Indigenous Peoples climate governance could not
be decolonized without acknowledging Indigenous Peoples’
sovereignty as pivotal to environmental decision-making instead of an
advisory or secondary concern.

5 Conclusion

The current study systemically reviewed current international
trends in Indigenous People’s political participation and
underscored the emerging opportunities and persistent barriers.
While Indigenous Peoples are participate in political activities via
traditional and alternative methods, the participation rate remains
low owing to the presence of systemic obstacles in terms of
electoral discrimination, legal exclusion, and socioeconomic
marginalization. Numerous countries continue to implement
policies constraining Indigenous People participation in
governance frameworks, although the recognition of Indigenous
People rights in global forums demonstrates a growing trend.
While certain Indigenous communities successfully mobilized for
political inclusion, relevant endeavors varied across geographical
locations and political environments. The advocacy for land
sovereignty continued to be one of the most politically significant
issues that spurred electoral and political participation. In
addition, the interconnection between Indigenous Peoples’
governance and governmental institutions continually exhibited
significant tension when governments continuously regarded
Indigenous Peoples’ self-determination as a threat to national
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sovereignty instead of an expansion of existing democratic
governance structures. The intersectionality between identity,
gender, and socioeconomic status also significantly shaped
Indigenous People’s political agency, wherein Indigenous females
experienced exacerbated obstacles to political participation,
which underscored the importance of inclusivity for diverse
Indigenous People’s experiences. Summarily, significant systemic
and epistemological challenges persist despite higher recognition
of Indigenous People political participation in both scholarly and
policymaking discourses. Indigenous People are required to strive
for more meaningful representation via civic movements,
governmental institutions, or online advocacy. Future researchers,
activists, and policymakers should collaborate to effectively
remove existing systemic challenges to facilitate inclusive
governance and Indigenous People’s political agency, which can
assist in developing a more just and equitable political landscape
for Indigenous Peoples across the globe.

6 Study limitations and future
directions

Several study limitations exist owing to the sole focus on Indigenous
People’s political participation through governmental models without
incorporating Indigenous People-specific governance structures and
conventional political systems. Future academicians can appraise how
Indigenous Peoples define and exert political influences beyond electoral
processes and legal recognition. Moreover, existing empirical evidence
on gender and intersectionality is limited due to minimal concentration
on Indigenous LGBTQ+ communities. Intersectional research can
be conducted more by future scholars to offer a more holistic
comprehension of how several identity symbols determine Indigenous
People’s political agency. Regional bias may also be present as most
studies were performed in North America, Latin America, and Oceania,
whereas investigations on Indigenous Peoples political movements in
Southeast Asia, Africa, and the Arctic are limited. Future scholars can
expand geographical representation to integrate a wider range of
Indigenous People’s political experiences. In addition, online activism
related to algorithmic oppression, governmental surveillance, and the
role of Al in contributing to Indigenous Peoples discourse is an emerging
topic to pinpoint both risks and opportunities of online mobilization
when emphasizing Indigenous People-led digital infrastructure.
Meanwhile, an integrated methodology with digital ethnography,
participatory action research, and Indigenous Peoples oral traditions can
be implemented to acquire enriched and comparative insights. Existing
studies only advocate for Indigenous People’s political participation
within governmental institutions without evaluating the challenges posed
by such inclusion toward systemic power systems. Future academicians
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