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Abstract: The article presents the challenges of the Indigenous peoples’ interplay with the key actors
(Indigenous communities, Indigenous associations, regional governments, corporate businesses, and
scientific institutions) in the Russian Arctic. Invoking actor–network theory offered knowledge to
analyse how the effectiveness of this collaboration may lead to Indigenous peoples’ social adaptation
in the COVID-19 times. It revealed the main problems increasing their vulnerability and making
barriers to meeting sustainable development goals (SDGs). The primary sources included the data
collected from expert interviews in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug, the Nenets Autonomous
Okrug, and the Murmansk region in 2020–2021. The main findings proved the gaps in the interplay of
Indigenous peoples with key actors in the Russian Arctic due to insufficient interregional and interna-
tional cooperation, indirect communication of governments with Indigenous peoples via Indigenous
associations and communities focused mostly on supporting elites, and the lack of systematic feed-
back of all key actors. This collaboration must be focused on meeting SDGs and guaranteeing their
economic, social, and cultural rights to maintain a traditional lifestyle and livelihoods, involving
them in natural resource management, improving quality of life and well-being, increasing access to
ethnocultural education, reducing inequality, and promoting Indigenous peoples’ self-government.

Keywords: Indigenous small-numbered peoples; actor–networking theory; sustainable development;
COVID-19 pandemic; Western Siberia; Nenets Autonomous Okrug; Kola Peninsula

1. Introduction

The COVID-19 pandemic was an “unprecedented wake-up call” [1] and made In-
digenous communities face challenges of decreased human security, destabilised global
economies, and rising inequalities addressed in the United Nations (UN) 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development and the Paris Agreement on climate change [2]. The UN
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secretary-general António Guterres signified the collaboration for achieving the 17 Sustain-
able Development Goals (SDGs) [1] and mentioned that “We need to turn the recovery into
a real opportunity to do things right for the future” [3]. The contribution of all key actors
(civil society, governments, non-governmental organisations, businesses, and scientific
society) to sustainable development is “vital for a recovery that leads to greener, more
inclusive economies, and stronger, more resilient societies” [3]. It provides pre-conditions
for the sustainability of Indigenous communities. However, in the COVID-19 times, this
collaboration was jeopardised due to pandemic restrictions [4].

The transition to sustainable development started long before adopting the UN 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development (2015) in the Russian Federation. In 1996, the pres-
ident approved the Concept of the National Transition to Sustainable Development [5].
Currently, the measures for achieving the SDGs of the Indigenous peoples’ sustainable
development are integrated into Russia’s national strategic and programme documents
(including doctrines, governmental programmes, and concepts) and regional laws
(Appendix A Table A1).

During the COVID-19 pandemic, the challenges of sustainable development of the
Indigenous communities in the Russian Arctic were especially sensitive due to harsh
climatic conditions and insufficient logistics and social infrastructure [6], resulting in
challenges for the human security of local communities which are strongly dependent
on supplies from other, non-Arctic regions. In addition, the restrictions caused by the
pandemic (primarily, limited travelling, group meetings, and internet connection) [7] made
barriers for collaboration of the Indigenous peoples and Indigenous communities with the
regional governments, corporate businesses, and scientific institutions who are key actors
for ensuring Indigenous peoples’ sustainable development.

In 2020, “The Strategy for the Development of the Arctic zone of the Russian Federation
and Ensuring National Security for the Period until 2035” [6] listed the risks jeopardising
sustainable development of the Arctic communities located in remote areas: low access to
high-quality social services and comfortable housing in the settlements, food insecurity
due to the lack of a system of state support for the delivery of fuel, foodstuffs, and other
vital goods, insufficient transport infrastructure, and the shortage of qualified staff in
the industries and social services, etc. So, the government prioritised tasks to support
the Indigenous peoples to maintain their traditional lifestyle and economic activities and
to make solid pre-conditions for meeting the UN SDGs. However, achieving SDGs is
impossible if the concerns of 370 million Indigenous peoples are left behind. Therefore,
concrete steps in human developments require inclusiveness guided by the goals set by
the UN SDGs. Moreover, the processes of human development must be rooted in a safe
and human-secure environment. So, meeting SDGs for the Indigenous peoples needs
increased access and quality of healthcare (also for nomads), enhanced social infrastructure
facilities (medical, educational, cultural, and sports), protection of Indigenous cultural
heritage, stimulation of the participation of state corporations and small businesses in social
infrastructure projects, and promoted logistics of goods and services in the Arctic.

Human security issues are especially significant for the Arctic, Indigenous peoples
since they are disproportionately vulnerable. This is because they, traditionally, rely on
the pristine, Arctic, natural environment for their livelihoods, and their ethnic, cultural
identity is linked to the unique Arctic ecosystems [8]. They become increasingly vulnera-
ble as human activities on their lands escalate, impacting traditional livelihood activities
while offering an imbalance in benefit sharing due to the engagement of multiple-interest
groups. As a result, social, economic, and environmental conditions that define human
security [9] and provide conditions for the enjoyment of human rights, contributing to
the promotion of social justice and non-discrimination, are located at the centre of ten-
sions. Therefore, accommodating these various groups of peoples in the Arctic in their
partnership relationship, via Indigenous peoples’ organisations, with national governments
and with international forums, such as the Arctic Council, allows the sharing of decision
making while observing rights and duties, which may enable an inclusive and a broader
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“democratisation” [10]. In other words, these groups of people are considered to be the ob-
ject and the authors of their developments. They participate in managing the environment,
biodiversity, and natural resources and improving the quality of life and well-being of local
communities. Practices such as these offer a safeguard for an equal society in partnership
with actors at multiple levels. Furthermore, human security provides a tool with which the
right to self-determination can be exercised in this endeavour. The exercise of the right to
self-determination eventually reinforces the meeting of the SDGs as it brings Indigenous
peoples onboard with their implementation.

In the Russian Arctic, the cooperation among the Indigenous communities strengthens
their collaborative efforts to set agendas that enhance their unitedness around solving
human security issues and offer a more uniform approach to raising them. The unity
of Indigenous communities is vital for sharing identical views and voices coherently
while interacting with other actors—regional and federal governments, non-governmental
organisations (NGOs: Indigenous communities and Indigenous associations), corporations,
scientific institutions, and others. Nowadays, Indigenous communities form transnational
organisations across borders to promote broader collaboration. Their uniform voices are
driven by the unique concerns that affect their socio-cultural, economic, and environmental
integrity, regardless of territorial divides. Moreover, they participate in norm building at the
international level, directly acting as participants in various global processes and through
their national governments. The need for such collaboration is exceptionally high for the
19 Indigenous small-numbered peoples in the Russian Arctic (Nenets, Saami, Selkups,
Khanty, etc.), who are some of the most vulnerable groups in the COVID-19 times [11],
seeking the opportunities to maintain their cultural identity and social security to achieve
sustainable development.

The research question for this study was “Does the collaboration of the Indigenous
peoples with key actors make pre-conditions for their sustainable development in the
Russian Arctic?” Invoking actor–network theory offered the knowledge to analyse how
the effectiveness of this collaboration may lead to social adaptation in the COVID-19 times.
The objective of our study was to evaluate the cooperation of the Indigenous peoples with
key actors in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug (YNAO), the Nenets Autonomous
Okrug (NAO), and the Murmansk region to reveal the main problems which increase
the vulnerability of the Indigenous peoples in the COVID-19 times and make barriers to
meeting SDGs.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Research Settings: Geography, Population, and Ethnic Structure

The Arctic zone of the Russian Federation is located along the coast of the Arctic Ocean
seas. Its overland area is 18% of the territory of the Russian Federation (3.1 million km2).
The continental part of the Russian Arctic territory is 4.9 million km2 [12]. In 2009, the
government of the Russian Federation approved the list of places of traditional residence
and traditional economic activity of the Indigenous peoples in the Russian Federation [13].
Approximately 82,500 Indigenous small-numbered peoples live in the Russian Arctic (that
is one-third of their total number in Russia): Nenets, Chukchi, Khanty, Evens, Evenks,
Selkups, Saami, Eskimos, Dolgans, Chuvans, Kets, Nganasans, Yukagirs, Enets, Mansi,
Vepsians, Koryaks, Itelmens, Kereks, etc. [14]. In addition, some Arctic, Indigenous peoples
follow the nomadic (about 20,000) or semi-nomadic lifestyle associated with traditional
types of nature management (reindeer herding, fishery, hunting, and gathering). However,
the majority of the Indigenous peoples in the Russian Arctic are sedentary residents living
in settlements and urban areas.

The location of all three regions—YNAO, NAO, and the Murmansk region (more
than half of their territory is beyond the Arctic Circle) (Table 1, Figure 1)—significantly
impacts traditional livelihoods, social well-being, and food security of the Indigenous
peoples [7], which are essential for meeting Indigenous peoples’ vital needs and helping
them to survive in the severe, Arctic conditions.
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Table 1. YNAO, NAO, and the Murmansk region: geography and population *.

YNAO NAO The Murmansk
Region

Area, km2 544,008 176,700 144,900

Total population, n 769,250 44,389 732,864

Population density, n per km2 0.71 0.25 5.06

Total Indigenous peoples population,
n (yield, %) 48,606 (6.3%) 7504 (16.9%) 1825 (0.3%)

Dominating small-numbered
Indigenous peoples ethnicities

Nenets, Khanty,
and Selkups Nenets Saami

* [15–20].
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The majority of the Indigenous small-numbered population is concentrated in the
Arctic zone of western Siberia and the European north. Approximately 60% of Russia’s
nomadic population is in YNAO, one of the geographic focuses of our research, located
in the circumpolar northwest of West Siberia. Almost 112 ethnic groups are settled in the
YNAO, and only about 10% belong to Indigenous minorities [17]. It is a unique territory
because nearly half of the Indigenous small-numbered peoples of the Russian Arctic reside
there, including the Nenets, the Khanty, the Selkups, and others. A total of 9657 Indigenous
peoples living in the tundra areas are a part of the nomadic culture and community [18].
In NAO, the dominant Indigenous ethnicity is Nenets. In comparison, the Murmansk
region is primarily the Kola Saami residence.

2.2. Actor–Network Theory in Governance

In our study, the theoretical approach for analysis was based on “actor–network
theory” [21] (p. 43) in governance, which demonstrates that everything in the social
and natural worlds, human or non-human, interacts in shifting networks of relationships
without any other elements outside of the networks [22] (p. 181).

Osborne [23] offered to implement this theory in public and state administration.
At the same time, Klijn and Koppenjan [24] mentioned that the governance network ap-
proach had already evolved into a full-fledged theoretical approach both theoretically and
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in practice. It developed as a response to new public management. However, applying the
actor–network theory emerged in management in hybrid forms. Passoth and Rowland [25]
noted that many scholars accept an “actor model” of the state but few develop “network
models” of the state to achieve balanced (sustainable) development of territories.

Following this approach, we presented the interaction of Indigenous peoples and
the groups of actors as networking activities to maintain the sustainable development of
the Indigenous peoples. Finally, we asked experts representing five key groups of actors
to evaluate the role and the effectiveness of collaboration with the Indigenous peoples:
Indigenous communities, Indigenous associations, regional governments, corporations,
and scientific institutions.

In Russia, the pre-conditions for the interplay and collaboration of all these key actors
are regulated by federal and regional laws. The federal law “On Guarantees of the Rights
of Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the Russian Federation” establishes the legal
basis for the guarantees of the Indigenous peoples’ original socio-economic and cultural
development in Russia and the protection of their traditional livelihoods, lifestyle, and
economy [26]. It protects Indigenous rights to participate in decision making in collabora-
tion with federal and regional governments and receive support from NGOs, governments,
corporate businesses, and others; to be involved in ecological and ethnological expertise;
and to develop national and regional state programmes for environmental protection in the
places of Indigenous peoples’ traditional residence (Article 8) [26].

“The Conceptual Programme of Sustainable Development of the Indigenous Peoples
of the North, Siberia and the Far East of the Russian Federation” highlights the signifi-
cance of the collaboration of state authorities and regional governments with civil society
institutions, including the associations of the Indigenous small-numbered peoples of the
north, to address the issues of their sustainable development. It implies strengthening their
socio-economic potential by maintaining their original habitat, traditional lifestyle, and
cultural values [27]. Furthermore, “The Programme of State Support for the Traditional
Economic Activities of the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation in the Arctic zone
of the Russian Federation” [28] (approved by the government on 15 April 2021) accentuates
the need for the participation of Indigenous peoples in decision making in collaboration
with federal and regional governments.

The federal law “On the General Principles for Organising Communities of Indige-
nous Peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far East of the Russian Federation” establishes
general principles for the organisation and activities of Indigenous communities aimed to
protect their rights and legitimate the community form of self-government and guarantee
its implementation [29]. Furthermore, it legalises the status of interregional, regional,
and local unions (associations) of Indigenous communities as NGOs [29,30]. This federal
law also regulates the interplay of the regional governments and the Indigenous peoples
in conclusion contracts with Indigenous communities and their associations, consulting
assistance on Indigenous, traditional, economic activities and co-production while devel-
oping and implementing regional programmes of socio-economic support for Indigenous
communities [29].

The Association of Indigenous Peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far East of
the Russian Federation, and the Association of Reindeer Herders of the North, Siberia,
and the Far East of the Russian Federation lobby for the rights of Indigenous peoples
and provide collaboration with governmental authorities at the federal level. However,
the primary measures for the social and economic support of the Indigenous peoples
in Russia are regulated at the regional level. Therefore, in different Arctic regions of
Russia, the regional governments introduce regional laws and develop state programmes
that guarantee social support measures additional to those provided for all demographic
groups of the population of Russia.

The regional governments support the collaboration with the Indigenous peoples
and initiated the introduction of special boards of Indigenous peoples’ representatives at
the regional governments: in YNAO—Council of Representatives of Indigenous Small-
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Numbered Peoples of the North in YNAO under the government of YNAO [31], in NAO—
Council of Elders of the Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North under the
administration of NAO [32], and in the Murmansk region—Council of Representatives
of Indigenous Peoples of the North under the government of the Murmansk region [33].
They aim to participate in decision making on developing and implementing state policy in
collaboration with regional authorities to protect Indigenous peoples’ rights and maintain
their traditional culture, lifestyle, and livelihoods. Moreover, in YNAO and NAO, there are
additional advisory boards: the Coordinating Council for the Sustainable Development of
the Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North of YNAO [34] and the Coordinating
Council for Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North in NAO [35]. They include
the regional government representatives, the legislative assembly, and the Indigenous
peoples’ NGOs.

The pre-conditions for the interplay of the Indigenous small-numbered peoples of the
north and corporate businesses are made with the Indigenous peoples’ right to participate
in environmental management and ecological expertise [35–38]. The corporations are
keen on partnership with Indigenous peoples, NGOs, and regional governments while
implementing their social responsibility programmes in the territories of traditional nature
management [39].

So, the basic principles of interplay and collaboration of the Indigenous peoples with
key actors in the Russian Arctic are grounded in the federal and regional laws and make
pre-conditions for their involvement in cooperation, decision making, and co-production.

2.3. Data Collection and Analysis

Having received the information from local authorities, public statistical data, and
official government reports, we implemented quantitative analysis methods to collect data
on the number of Indigenous peoples, ethnicities, associations, communities, and the state
support of the Indigenous peoples’ livelihoods.

Primary sources included the data collected from the expert interviews of the key
actors (the representatives of the Indigenous peoples, Indigenous communities, Indigenous
associations, regional governments, and scientific institutions) in the case study area in
2020–2021. Secondary sources used in the study consisted of official information requested
from local authorities, public statistical data, and official government reports.

The fieldwork was conducted by the researchers of the YNAO Arctic Scientific Re-
search Centre, Association of Reindeer Herders in YNAO, Naryan-Mar Agriculture Re-
search Station, N. Laverov Federal Center for Integrated Arctic Research of the Ural Branch
of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Federal Research Centre “Kola Science Centre of
the Russian Academy of Sciences”, and Northern Arctic Federal University; two of the
researchers were Indigenous.

A total of 36 experts (12 per region; 20 males and 16 females, with ages ranging
from 25 to 72 years) (Table 2) participated in interviews for a total of 1285 min (average
length of an interview was 35.7 min). There were 12 representatives of Indigenous peoples,
six leaders of Indigenous communities, six representatives of Indigenous associations, and
six from the regional governments, six researchers of the scientific institutions; in total,
24 experts were Indigenous. The inclusion criteria for the Indigenous participants were as
follows: be over 18 years of age and be of Indigenous origin. Their status as Indigenous was
determined by the enrolment interviewers based on their primary Indigenous language,
self-identification, and traditional lifestyle.

The semi-structured interviews were conducted at participants’ homes, offices, or
places, such as an open space near a community centre, that foster trust and a sense of secu-
rity during the interview. The audio data were then transcribed, coded, and summarised.
All of the audio and transcribed data of participants were archived according to research
ethics guidelines to ensure the confidentiality of participants’ personal information; par-
ticipants’ personal data and their answers were anonymised, numbered, and entered into
de-identified databases. Code names consisted of two parts: uppercase letters (IP denoting
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Indigenous peoples; IC denoting Indigenous community; IA denoting Indigenous associa-
tion; RG denoting regional government; SI denoting scientific institution) and two-digit
numbers (e.g., 01 denoting the first participant). For example, “RG01” refers to the first
participant representing the regional government.

Table 2. The data on the experts in YNAO, NAO, and the Murmansk region.

YNAO NAO The Murmansk
Region

Total, n 12 12 12

Males, n 7 6 5

Females, n 5 6 7

Average age, years 41.25 ± 8.05 43 ± 11.96 47 ± 12.02

Indigenous peoples, n 8 8 8

Number of representatives:

Indigenous peoples (individuals), n 4 4 4

Indigenous communities, n 2 2 2

Indigenous associations, n 2 2 2

Regional governments, n 2 2 2

Scientific institutions, n 2 2 2

The interviews were based on the interview guide developed in Russian and approved
by the Northern Arctic Federal University. The experts were asked the following questions:
“What is the role of the Indigenous communities (Indigenous associations, regional govern-
ments, corporate businesses, and scientific institutions) and their impact on the Indigenous
peoples’ life?”, “What are the critical problems of the interplay of the Indigenous peoples
with Indigenous communities (Indigenous associations, regional governments, corporate
businesses, and scientific institutions) in the COVID-19 pandemic times?”, “What are
the opportunities to solve these issues and promote the Indigenous peoples’ cooperation
with Indigenous communities (Indigenous associations, regional governments, corporate
businesses, and scientific institutions)?”

The participants received information about the programme verbally and in writ-
ing and provided written, informed consent. The consent form stated that participation
was voluntary and assured their confidentiality. Data collection was undertaken by the
researchers in Russian.

The data received from the expert interviews showed the key challenges (as well as
the issues raised by the COVID-19 pandemic) for the Indigenous peoples’ collaboration
with key actors which make barriers to meeting SDGs.

3. Results and Discussion

Thirty-six expert interviews were conducted based on the interview guide developed
and approved by the Northern Arctic Federal University, YNAO Arctic Scientific Research
Centre, Kola Science Centre of the Russian Academy of Sciences, and N. Laverov Federal
Research Center for Integrated Arctic Research of the Ural Branch of the Russian Academy
of Sciences in Naryan-Mar.

The Indigenous peoples of the north are one of the most vulnerable groups in the
Arctic [40]. However, they have “extensive knowledge and experience adapting to rapidly
changing ecosystems, which allows them to take advantage of biophysical and social
changes” [41]. The UN highlighted the critical problems increasing the vulnerability of the
Indigenous societies: insufficient involvement of Indigenous peoples in the development
and implementation of public policy; the “import” of workers, which leads to the risk of
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virus transmission in the local communities; and the increasing digital divide between
Indigenous and non-Indigenous societies [42].

The survival and sustainable development of the Indigenous peoples of the north is
rooted in collaboration based on interplay and networking with the key actors: Indigenous
communities, Indigenous associations, corporations, governments, scientific institutions,
and international partners. Moreover, Meteleva [43] (p. 5) offered the “network concept of
public management in the macroregion” as the basis for studying the issues of interplay
with the Indigenous peoples. Smirnov [44] (p. 89) applied an even broader approach and
signified the “networking diplomacy” in the Arctic with a particular focus on the interests
of the Indigenous small-numbered peoples.

The networks of key actors involved in this cooperation in the case study area are
presented in Table 3.

Based on expert interviews, we analysed the critical problems of the interplay of the
Indigenous peoples with some key actors (Indigenous communities, Indigenous associa-
tions, regional governments, corporations, and scientific institutions), which decrease the
effectiveness of this collaboration and make barriers to the sustainable development of this
vulnerable group in the COVID-19 times.

Even before the pandemic, the collaboration of the Indigenous peoples with govern-
ments, corporate businesses, and NGOs experienced some difficulties due to the issues
of their collective rights [45] and limited access to decision making [46], i.e., in the envi-
ronmental management of the territories of their traditional habitat [47–52] and conflict
interplay with corporate businesses (primarily, mining, oil, and gas enterprises) [53–55].

The COVID-19 pandemic jeopardised the human security of the Indigenous peoples,
one of the vulnerable population groups in the Arctic [4,56–58], and changed collaboration
practices aimed to provide sustainable development of these Arctic, local communities [59,60].

Table 3. The key actors collaborating with the Indigenous peoples in YNAO, NAO, and the Mur-
mansk region.

Key Actors
Region

YNAO NAO The Murmansk Region

Indigenous
Communities, n

56 19 42

Indigenous
Associations

Association of Indigenous Peoples of
the North “Yamal for descendants!”;

Yamal regional public movement of the
Indigenous peoples of the north “Yamal”;

Union of Reindeer Herders of Yamal;
Union of Reindeer Herders of the World;

YNAO Union of the Indigenous
Communities;

National-cultural autonomy of the
Khanty “Pulngavat”;

ROD “Izvatas”;
Association of Reindeer Herders in

YNAO.

Association of the Nenets
people “Yasavey”;

Union of Reindeer Herders of
NAO;

Regional public movement of
“Izvatas” (natives of the village

of Izhma).

Murmansk Regional Center for the
Indigenous Peoples of the North and

Interethnic Cooperation;
Monchegorsk national-cultural autonomy of

the Indigenous Saami people;
Association of the Kola Saami;

Public organisation for the promotion of legal
education and the maintaining the cultural
heritage of the Saami in the Murmansk region;

Murmansk Saami Regional Youth Public
Organisation of “Sam Nurash”;

Murmansk Regional Public Organization
of Saami Masters and Artists “Cheses Sam”;

Saami Heritage and Development
Foundation.

Corporations

Gazprom-Oil;
Novatek;
Lukoil;
Tatneft;

Nenets Oil Company;
Sibneftegaz;

Novy Urengoy drilling company.

Lukoil;
Gazprom;

Tatneft-NAO;
Bashneft-Polus;
Rusvietpetro;
Zarubezhneft.

Nornickel;
Gazprom.
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Table 3. Cont.

Key Actors
Region

YNAO NAO The Murmansk Region

Key
Regional

Governmental
Institutions

Department for Indigenous Peoples of
the North of YNAO;

Department of Agro-Industrial
Complex of YNAO;

Department of Internal Policy of YNAO;
Department for Science and Innovations

of YNAO;
Expert Council of the Folklore of the

Indigenous Peoples of the North of YNAO;
Council of Representatives of

Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of
the North in YNAO under the

government of YNAO;
Coordinating Council for the

Sustainable Development of the
Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of

the North of YNAO.

Deputy governor of NAO for
the affairs of Nenets and other
Indigenous peoples of the North;
Department of Regional Policy

of NAO;
Department of Internal Policy of

NAO;
Department of the Indigenous

Peoples of the North and
Traditional Activities of NAO;

Council of Elders of the
Indigenous Peoples of the North;

Coordinating Council for
Indigenous Small-Numbered of

the North in NAO.

Ministry of Internal Policy
of the Murmansk region;

Tourism Committee of the Murmansk
Region; Council of representatives of the

Indigenous peoples under the government
of the Murmansk region.

Scientific
Institutions

YNAO Arctic Scientific Research Centre;
Yamal experimental station.

Naryan-Mar Agriculture
Research Station, N. Laverov

Federal Center for
Integrated Arctic Research of

the Ural Branch of the Russian
Academy of Sciences;

Northern Arctic Federal
University.

Federal Research Centre “Kola Science
Centre of the Russian Academy of

Sciences”.

Russian Key
Actors at the
Federal Level

The Russian Association of Indigenous Peoples of the North (RAIPON); Ministry for Development of the Russian Far East
and the Arctic.

Key
International
Institutions

United Nations; Arctic Council; The Saami Council; Inuit Circumpolar Council; Association “Reindeer Herders of the
World”.

3.1. The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Indigenous Communities

One of the critical forms of self-organisation of the Indigenous peoples of the north
is an Indigenous community that is an NGO [30] represented by two types: family (clan)
communities and territorial-neighbourly communities, aiming to lobby for the interests of
the Indigenous peoples, protect their original habitat, and maintain and develop traditional
lifestyles, economic activities, crafts, and culture [29]. There are 56 Indigenous communities
in YNAO, 42 in the Murmansk region, and 19 in NAO. According to the federal and
regional laws in Russia [20,61,62], these communities have the right to:

(1) Represent and protect the rights and legitimate interests of a community and its
members in state authorities, regional governments, courts, and other state and non-
state organisations, institutions, and corporations;

(2) Disseminate information about the activities of a community;
(3) Organise the upbringing and education of community members’ children based on

the traditions and customs of these Indigenous peoples;
(4) Maintain and protect the places of their traditional residence;
(5) Create their cultural centres and other public associations;
(6) Maintain their national language, culture, traditions, customs, etc.

Twenty years ago, up to 80–90% of the total number of the Indigenous nationalities
were not covered by this form of self-government [63]. However, in the 21st century,
the situation has partly changed. Most Indigenous peoples are encouraged to be a part
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of Indigenous communities to share benefits and preferences approved by authorities.
Furthermore, an Indigenous community is perceived as “the mechanism of self-organisation
of the legal personality of the ethnos” [64], making it a critical institution for maintaining
the northern, Indigenous ethnicities’ traditional cultures and lifestyle. Along with it,
the previous research in YNAO [65] confirmed that Indigenous peoples are still critical
of joining Indigenous communities since they do not trust them and prefer to rely on
themselves, their families, and friends.

The experts who are the representatives of the NGOs (mostly Indigenous associations)
confirmed the significant impact of the communities on the sustainable development of the
Indigenous peoples:

Indigenous communities play a huge role in preserving territories, traditions, worldviews and
maintaining natural ecological balance. Over the centuries, the Indigenous peoples of the
Arctic have developed a reference system without detrimental nature management (IA3).

Indigenous communities are perceived as a part of life-support system for Indigenous
peoples, an environmental management form to substantiate the processes governing the
interplay of the Indigenous peoples with the Arctic ecosystem:

Communities were always in the form of nomadic camps, tribal territories, etc. The entire
survival system was based on joint activities and the common use of natural resources.
Social associations in Indigenous communities helped them to survive and interact with
natural and climatic conditions. They played a huge role in bringing up children and
supporting elderly people. If this lifestyle is maintained, there is no need for orphanages
and nursing homes (SI07).

The experts also considered it an effective form of self-governance and a legal unit to
struggle for collective, Indigenous rights:

Communities mostly rely only on themselves, and they are independent economic units.
The solution of various issues and the protection of our rights are almost always associated
with the laws imposed and not developed by us. Naturally, in contrast, we have to protect
our right to life and traditional activities (IC18).

So, the Indigenous communities provide opportunities for the Indigenous peoples
to jointly solve the issues with regional and local authorities. It strengthens the actor
networking of the key actors aimed at achieving sustainable development.

Some reindeer herders considered Indigenous communities to be an alternative to
former collective farms (‘kolkhozes’):

In NAO, the Nenets, with the collapse of collective farms, were forced to unite in commu-
nities, in particular, on the former territory of the collapsed SPK (agricultural production
cooperative—E.B.) named after Vyucheisky, at various times after the collapse, eight
communities were formed that are engaged in maintaining the traditional lifestyle and
reindeer herding (IP02),

or, to liquidated reindeer brigades:

Communities are needed to maintain a traditional lifestyle. Previously, these lands were
pastured by a brigade of an agricultural production cooperative, which my relative led.
However, we wanted to keep reindeer and graze them on the lands of our ancestors.
Therefore, with the support of the Department of Agriculture and the Union of Reindeer
Herders of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug, we created a self-regulatory organisation
(IP35).

Most experts considered participating in Indigenous communities to be beneficial and
“profitable” for Indigenous peoples since it is associated with:

(1) More convenient self-management as “it is easier to solve issues among themselves. And
the management system is simpler than in an agricultural production cooperative” (IC22);

(2) An effective form of distributing collective financial resources;
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(3) Collective decision making and lobbying for their interests (“We can join our efforts
to achieve specific goals” (IC19));

(4) Maintaining and developing traditional, Indigenous culture and lifestyle;
(5) “Preservation of national identity” (IA36);
(6) Supporting collaboration and promoting traditional livelihoods in the COVID-19

times “to get benefits from the sale of agricultural products, support, and cooperation
that is urgent during the coronavirus pandemic” (RG31).

However, some Indigenous peoples were critical of the community’s activities and
perceived them as formal units of the Indigenous peoples to get access to state support
(subsidies and compensations):

Communities are organised to receive subsidies. They buy boats and snowmobiles, but
they do not produce anything. Most communities are formed for the development of
tourism (SI05).

This can be partly proved by the fact that, in some Arctic regions, only a minor part
of Indigenous communities is participating in traditional economic activities (reindeer
herding and fishing). For example, in the Murmansk region, of the 42 registered Indigenous
communities, only six have leased forest plots for reindeer grazing. On the lands of the
forest fund, Indigenous communities were given nine forest plots for use; two of them were
provided to Saami for reindeer husbandry, and two Saami communities received fishing
grounds on the White Sea [39]. In NAO, out of 19 registered communities, only 11 are
engaged in reindeer herding on leased land [38].

Anyway, most experts proved that an Indigenous community is a convenient legal
form of self-governance, cooperation, and negotiation with regional governments, police,
NGOs (i.e., associations of the Indigenous peoples), and other actors aimed to support the
maintenance and sustainable development of the Indigenous peoples in the Arctic. This
signifies the role of Indigenous communities as the key actors networking with governments
and corporations [66], as well as developing the economic cooperation between Indigenous
communities (organising production cooperatives and agricultural artels) [67].

The experts also confirmed that the interplay between the Indigenous peoples and
the Indigenous communities did not change during the pandemic. Only nomadic reindeer
herders experienced difficulties due to limited access to the settlements and poor com-
munication with community leaders. However, the most urgent issues were solved by
mobile conversations. Other research also confirmed that the isolation of the Indigenous
communities during the “hot time” of the COVID-19 pandemic jeopardised the social and
food security of the Indigenous peoples and limited access of the nomadic reindeer herders
to vital resources [68].

3.2. The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Indigenous Associations

The associations of the Indigenous peoples of the north, as the unions of Indigenous
communities, are NGOs [30] aimed to promote and lobby for Indigenous peoples’ rights.
They are key “players” in the actor–network interplay between the Indigenous peoples,
Indigenous communities, and regional governments. These associations also negotiate
with corporate businesses to secure their traditional livelihoods.

In Russia, the RAIPON is the leading association representing the Indigenous peoples
of the north, Siberia, and the Far East. Its president Grigory Ledkov listed the urgent
issues to be solved by the association: determining the ethnicity of Indigenous peoples
and introducing ethnological expertise, increasing access to natural resources, modernising
Indigenous communities, extending the list of types of traditional economic activity, intro-
ducing a special protection regime for the Indigenous peoples’ territories, implementing
federal law on the territories of traditional nature management, and promoting adaptation
of the Indigenous peoples to the changing Arctic [69]. In addition, there are regional asso-
ciations of the Indigenous peoples working in collaboration with it (Table 2). The critical
issues of modernising Indigenous communities and the expansion of the list of traditional
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economic activities are closely related to the maintenance of the environment, ensuring
the social security of Indigenous peoples’ livelihoods and veterinary animal safety and
requiring the acquisition of new knowledge to support the sustainable development of
Indigenous communities in the conditions of changing, traditional lifestyles.

All experts who participated in our study confirmed the high importance of the
Indigenous peoples’ associations:

The role of associations is vital in the life of the Indigenous peoples and the support
of Indigenous communities. That is a clarification of regulatory documents, reporting
problems to the Governor, taking part in decision-making, organising meetings with
specialists in reindeer herding, exchange of experience with other NGOs (RG10);

The Association of Indigenous small-numbered peoples and the Union of Reindeer Herders
should control the issues of protecting Indigenous peoples’ rights (IP01).

The experts representing Indigenous peoples assigned associations the ambitious role
of being the “keepers” of national culture and ethnicity in general:

It is challenging to live according to someone else’s Charter while understanding that this
Charter leads to destroying territories, faith, traditional nature management, Indigenous
folklore, and, as a result, the population itself (IP28).

However, experts perceived the main focus of the associations’ activities differently.
The representative of a scientific institution thought that the NGOs should mainly “provide
assistance, advice, support, and socialisation of the Indigenous peoples” (SI13). The experts
from the regional governments considered the leading roles of the associations as “bringing
people together, sharing information, helping and supporting, preserving traditions, iden-
tity, and assistance” (RG15). The experts representing Indigenous communities relied on
NGOs and saw their primary tasks as protecting and lobbying for the Indigenous peoples’
rights and interests, consulting on legal and economic issues, defending their claims in the
courts, informing federal and regional governments about vital problems “as a channel of
two-way communication between the authorities and the Indigenous peoples of the North”
(IC04), participating in decision making, applying for funding, distributing financial sup-
port among Indigenous communities and individually, and promoting traditional lifestyle
and traditional livelihoods. They are sure that the associations

can help the authorities to solve urgent problems and better understand the traditions and
customs of the Indigenous peoples. Thereby they can choose the appropriate way to solve
problems for the further development of Indigenous peoples and their painless adaptation
to circumstances and exploration of the Arctic territories in Russia (IC04).

Protection and preservation of traditional knowledge and crafts are the main tasks of the
associations (IC06).

The representatives of the associations insisted on the high importance of their activi-
ties since they really help “an illiterate population to communicate with the authorities”
(IA08) and settle their issues, i.e., those concerning employment, social insurance, and
social support of the elderly.

All the experts confirmed that Indigenous NGOs impact sustainable development of
the Indigenous peoples and local communities:

(1) Improving the living standards and well-being of Indigenous peoples;
(2) Promoting their healthy lifestyle;
(3) Decreasing gender inequality in the Indigenous communities and empowering women;
(4) Increasing access to natural resources and promoting traditional economic activities

(hunting, fishing, and reindeer herding);
(5) Promoting employment of Indigenous peoples;
(6) Providing social, food, and economic security of the Indigenous peoples;
(7) Developing cooperation with corporate businesses;
(8) Impacting on the communication of Indigenous peoples with associations in Russia

and other countries.
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Despite confirming the significant role of the associations of the Indigenous peoples,
one-third of the interviewed experts did not trust them. One of the Indigenous peoples’
experts even shared that he does “not trust associations totally” (IP09) and has to “rely
only on himself in solving his issues” (IP34). Half of the experts thought that this attitude
towards the activities of the Indigenous associations is rooted in their low effectiveness
and the lack of feedback and direct communication with Indigenous peoples. In contrast,
the associations interact only with the elites (the heads of the Indigenous communities).
Over 60% of experts recognised the problems of interplay with the associations. Some
interviewed Indigenous experts even complained that:

The Association of Indigenous peoples of the North does not want to communicate with
us (IP29);

Maybe we don’t know something, but they don’t inform us of anything (IP11);

Associations hide the real problems of the Indigenous peoples (IP14).

Ineffective feedback is the barrier to communication between different actors willing to
develop collaboration with Indigenous peoples: between NGOs and individual Indigenous
peoples and between NGOs and regional governments. Some experts mentioned that, in
the COVID-19 times, the cooperation of NGOs and governments decreased: “The regional
authorities do not hear or understand them (associations—E.B.)” (IP12). However, one
of the experts noticed that the associations of the Indigenous peoples are lobbying for
the authorities’ interests but not Indigenous communities’ ones: “The interests of the
associations coincide with any statements of the local authorities—this is bad” (SI16). This
ambivalent position and the impact of NGOs as key actors of the interplay with Indigenous
peoples can also be explained within the institutional theory. The researchers Panikarova
and Kulpin [70] considered that “ethnically marked institutions and practices can either
act as a kind of support for the economy, forming a deep network structure, or hinder
economic activity that does not fit into the established boundaries prescribed by ethnic
norms by specific parameters” [70] (p. 164).

What are the key opportunities to solve these issues and promote the practical coop-
eration of NGOs and Indigenous peoples? First, the experts perceived this problem as
fundamental and global:

We see the solution to the issues of the lack of interaction between associations in changing
the views of their leaders (SI33).

Another offered higher integration of Indigenous peoples into governments; the
representatives of the Indigenous ethnicities

living in these territories for centuries should work in the authorities. Then there will be
no communication problems (IP17).

However, some interviewed experts thought that associations cannot help Indigenous
peoples since they do not have special equipment, vehicles, and technology and are limited
with funding. Therefore, the experts representing governments offered to plan financing in
the municipal state programmes for the support of the associations and organise workshops
on the Indigenous peoples’ problems with the participation of all key actors.

In the COVID-19 times, the adaptation of the Indigenous peoples in the Russian Arctic
was promoted due to extended collaboration with the associations of the Indigenous peo-
ples in other Arctic states (i.e., The Saami Council, Inuit Circumpolar Council). The experts
confirmed that “Interaction with Indigenous peoples of foreign states is significant for
protecting Indigenous rights” (IA20). Some of them mentioned that, before the pandemic,
this cooperation was more fruitful (meetings, mobility programmes, participating in the
events). However, in pandemic times, this collaboration almost stopped due to ineffec-
tive Internet connection in remote places, making it impossible to participate in online
workshops, and the lack of face-to-face communication of Indigenous peoples living in
neighbouring countries (i.e., Finland, Norway, and Sweden). Moreover, the Indigenous
NGOs preferred to limit contact with the representatives of other countries because they
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were afraid of being called “an inoagent” (one who receives foreign funding and engages
in political activities within Russia) [21]. Therefore, this collaboration also seems, to the
experts, non-systematical and primarily based on personal communication.

The issue of the limited collaboration and networking of the Indigenous associa-
tions with foreign Indigenous NGOs due to the pandemic restrictions was widely dis-
cussed [71,72]. For example, Semina [73] considered that it can result in either “social
solidarity” or “confrontation”.

3.3. The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Regional Governments

Governmental institutions are one of the key actors in “networking diplomacy” [44]
and collaboration with the Indigenous peoples in the Arctic. However, the interplay of the
Indigenous peoples and the government during the pandemic changed [74].

All the experts agreed that the role of regional governments is prioritised for the
sustainable development of Indigenous peoples. They thought that the main tasks of the
governmental institutions are:

(1) “Protection of the Indigenous peoples’ rights to maintain their national languages
and culture” (RG32);

(2) “Adaptation of special educational programs for Indigenous peoples at secondary
schools, Universities” (SI23), “introducing training courses for adults and children to
preserve and disseminate ethnic knowledge” (IA30);

(3) “Providing special benefits and social insurance for Indigenous peoples” (RG24) to
improve their quality of life;

(4) “Construction of housing for nomadic people” (IP27) to increase their living standards
and provide Indigenous peoples’ social security for the elderly;

(5) “Maintaining welfare and preventing poverty among Indigenous peoples” (RG24);
(6) “Ensuring guaranteed access to natural resources” (RG10) (hunting licenses, quotas

for fishing, and priority right to land use);
(7) “Granting subsidies to support traditional livelihoods” (IC04) (reindeer herding

and fishing);
(8) “Development of special programs for improving medical facilities for Indigenous

peoples living in remote areas” (RG32);
(9) “Managing process of socialisation of tundra residents” (SI13).

Most experts were satisfied with the collaboration of Indigenous peoples with regional
governments. They saw honest feedback and real help that meets vital needs of Indigenous
peoples, i.e., free chum (traditional Indigenous, nomadic peoples’ house), equipment, snow-
mobiles, firewood, fuel, products, economic, and legal advice, etc. Some Indigenous experts
had personal experience of getting social payments (12): “chum capital” [75] (1), subsidies
for education (1) and reindeer herding (2), and used special sanitary aviation (1). Govern-
ments contributed to “increasing prices for slaughtered meat” (RG21) and introduced a
“regional standard of security” [75].

However, even those experts satisfied with the interplay of Indigenous peoples and
regional governments mentioned some “gaps” that make barriers to effective communica-
tion and sustainable development of local communities. Some interviewed experts noticed
that, sometimes, the representatives of the regional governments ignore their needs and
are inactive:

Local governments do not respond to requests (IP02);

We see the lack of understanding towards us. We know that the Union of Reindeer
Herders faces the same issues (IC18);

We see the insufficient understanding of the importance of maintaining traditional
reindeer herding and fishing as the basis for preserving northern ethnic groups. The
regional authorities are primarily focused on developing mining to increase funding of
the regional budget and distribute it not to support the traditional economy (SI33).
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However, the Indigenous peoples’ mistrust of the governments is a common problem
well discussed in previous research [76].

The Indigenous peoples want to be better informed about climate change impacts:

There are problems with regional authorities due to their inactive work. For example, we
don’t know what to pay attention to in terms of climate change, where changes occur. We
know that ice phenomena have become a widespread disaster in reindeer herding (IP35).

Indigenous peoples are concerned about the decreased access to socio-cultural and
household goods due to pandemic restrictions: “If earlier we could get materials, consulta-
tions, get certificates at any time, now only by appointment” (IP27). The experts believed
that Indigenous peoples should also be decision-makers in managing and distributing
the regional budget. Indigenous experts even complained that “it is easier to apply to
international organisations to support national reindeer herding and traditional Saami
culture in the Murmansk region” (IP29).

This issue of limited access to social services, state support, and co-production and
decision making in collaboration with regional governments during the “peak” of the
pandemic was common for many Arctic regions. However, the impact of these limitations
was especially significant for the Arctic, Indigenous communities, which strongly depend
on governmental support and assistance [7,68].

What are the solutions for improving the interplay of Indigenous peoples and regional
governments? The experts offered to extend the impact of Indigenous peoples on decision
making: “Indigenous peoples living in these territories should work in local government
bodies” (IC06). They also thought that “it is necessary to increase control over implementing
and distributing support funded by the federal government” (IA36). The experts saw
the possible solution in developing collaboration with Indigenous associations of other
foreign countries. The Arctic researcher Astakhova [77] considered that, in the COVID-19
times, a mechanism for the interaction of the Indigenous peoples of the north with state
authorities should be based not only on the Internet and the media but also on “personal
factor” [77] (p. 92).

When addressing industrial development issues of territories following the Declaration
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, the interaction of authorities with Indigenous peoples
should be developed on the principle of free, prior, and informed consent, which is based on
the recognition of these peoples’ rights to choose their priorities. However, Novikova [78]
noted the lack of procedure for determining who can represent the Indigenous peoples’
interests at the legislative level while interplaying with state authorities and industrial
enterprises. In general, the Indigenous peoples’ interests are represented by NGOs, which
often causes their dissatisfaction and distrust of “formal” leaders. Moreover, the general,
democratic principles of the majority are not always practical concerning Indigenous
peoples living in remote territories with inefficient means of communication and logistics
due to their small representation in government.

3.4. The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Corporations

Currently, industrial companies are intensifying exploring Arctic resources (oil, gas,
and mineral) that require collaboration and improved negotiation with Indigenous peoples.
The Federal Council of Russia signifies the need for a prior agreement with Indigenous
peoples, who “often experience stress from “neighbourhood” with representatives of
mining companies before deciding on possible industrial activities” [79] (p. 76). The actor-
networking interplay of Indigenous peoples and corporations is constantly discussed by
state authorities, which declare the need to create a comprehensive system of legislative
protection of the Indigenous peoples’ rights.

All the interviewed experts confirmed that corporations support Indigenous peoples
participating in collaboration with regional governments by investing in the programmes
aimed at constructing social infrastructure facilities (houses, hospitals, schools, kinder-
gartens, educational centres, sports facilities, etc.); developing educational programs;
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contributing to the employment of Indigenous peoples; and promoting cultural events
as sponsors.

The expert interviews showed that the effectiveness of collaboration of corporate
businesses with Indigenous peoples differs in three regions. In YNAO, the experts com-
plained about the lack of direct communication between corporations and Indigenous
peoples. Financial assistance and compensations go through the regional budget. Regional
governments take on the role of an “arbiter”. At the same time, Indigenous communities
claim a larger share of this compensation:

Corporations are open to cooperation. There are no problems with interaction. But there
are problems with the distribution of compensation—all interactions go through the
regional government and municipal authorities. There are no direct agreements between
Indigenous communities and corporations. Corporations solve the issues through local
self-government and regional authorities, not through Indigenous NGOs (IC19).

However, currently, the participation of the Indigenous peoples in decision making
on land use in the tundra is an urgent issue. In NAO, the experts mentioned decreasing
support of the corporate businesses. They explained it with the low development of big oil
and gas companies in the region:

We do not have mining companies on our land, so we are experiencing difficulties in
machinery and equipment, which is very expensive today. These are snowstorms, electric
generators, and spray generators for sanitation of reindeer in the summer from gadflies
and midges (IP02).

The corporations mainly sponsored cultural events (i.e., the Reindeer Day), schools’
sports activities, and invested in construction projects (sports facilities, houses, and sec-
ondary schools). In the Murmansk region, the experts complained of the lack of the
industrial companies’ feedback. As a result, Indigenous communities have to apply to
the court for the protection of their rights. For example, Indigenous NGOs failed in their
negotiations with the mining company Nornickel and even sent a letter addressed to the
company Tesla encouraging Elon Musk to refuse to buy nickel from this corporation un-
til the company recognises the Indigenous peoples’ rights and fulfils its obligations on
environmental protection [80].

The researcher Tulaeva [81], based on the interviews with reindeer-herding communi-
ties, stated that the main reason for ineffective “dialogue” between corporate businesses
and Indigenous peoples is rooted in the “difficulty of taking part in public discussions, ori-
entation to different legislative documents, lack trust to external institutions” [81] (p. 155).

The interviewed experts signified the critical role of corporate social responsibility of
the enterprises:

Industrial companies should be obliged to carry out a preliminary assessment of the
impact of their activities on the development of the Arctic territories in the places of
Indigenous peoples’ residence and traditional economic activities (IA30).

Furthermore, Mikhalev [82] insisted on Indigenous peoples being initiators and actors
of ecological expertise and environmental protection management to make industrial
companies respect the Indigenous peoples’ rights and interests.

The problem of the Indigenous peoples participating in decision making on the is-
sues of the environmental management in the territories of their traditional habitat and
traditional livelihoods is signified by many researchers [83–91]. Moreover, the pandemic
decreased the effectiveness of the negotiations between the Indigenous peoples, their NGOs,
and corporate businesses in the Arctic territories [92]. However, in 2020, the government
prioritised support of the Arctic, Indigenous communities and obliged mining companies
to conclude a special agreement with the Indigenous NGOs and compensate damages to
Indigenous peoples [93]. Furthermore, to strengthen their position and make corporations
recognise their rights, the Indigenous peoples were even encouraged to appeal to the
international corporations [94].



Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 17 of 27

The researchers Semenov and Chistyakov [95] studied the experience of interaction
with the Indigenous peoples of the north based on the norms of legislation and international
standards in YNAO and argued that a scientific approach to interplay with the Indigenous
peoples is needed. Scientific research is already necessary at the initial stage of any indus-
trial project: “This stage will include primary data collection, assessment of ecosystem
services, ethno-social risks concerning the Indigenous population, and in the long term
monitoring of all parameters. It is noted that all interaction should be based on openness,
which implies the provision of all reliable information and feedback to the Indigenous
peoples. An important point is a formation in the structure of companies responsible
for contact with the Indigenous population, consideration of complaints, and proposals,
control and monitoring of actions affecting the Indigenous peoples’ interests” [95] (p. 45).

The regional governments mediate the interplay between corporations, Indigenous
peoples, and Indigenous associations and manage their negotiations (i.e., land-use issues).
It significantly reduces the risk of industrial paternalism since the “voices” of all key actors
are heard and recognised.

3.5. The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Scientific Institutions

Scientists are some of the key actors of the actor–network collaboration model with
the Indigenous peoples. All the interviewed experts signified the effectiveness of this
cooperation since it is an appropriate way to exchange knowledge about different co-
existence, enriching experience and promoting scientific diplomacy that should be the
“priority task in the Arctic” [96] (p. 64).

The experts confirmed that scientific research could impact policy making and dis-
seminate the urgent issues Indigenous peoples face. The scientific studies on culture,
traditional lifestyle and economy, health, and self-governance of the Indigenous peoples
of the north and environmental research on changing Arctic ecosystems contribute to dis-
seminating the Indigenous knowledge and improving their quality of life. All the experts
had the experience of interplay with researchers while “nomaded in tundra together with
scientific expeditions” (IP17) or “participated in surveys” (IP27). The Indigenous experts
believed that:

They (scientists—E.B.) help to solve problems, talk about life in the tundra, culture,
living standard, and the Indigenous peoples’ issues, climate and weather phenomena. Yes,
everyone will know about us (IP28).

One of the experts complained that “there were a lot of studies until the 2000s. Every-
one actively participated. However, there was no feedback” (IP34). Some experts were even
more satisfied with interplay with corporate businesses than with scientific institutions:

We often have meetings with lawyers, doctors, scientists on climate change issues. They
take blood from us, but we do not know the results. Now, if a gas pipeline passes on our
land, these issues will be agreed upon with us, and they will keep in touch to the end and
invite us to discuss the project. This is the correct approach. In Soviet times, when we
were on a collective farm, agricultural specialists, scientists, and doctors often came to us
according to a plan developed in advance, discussed and solved our problems (IP14).

It signifies the responsibility and ethics of scientific research.
During the pandemic, the researchers became some of the Indigenous peoples’ key

partners for disseminating the information of urgent issues, non-respect for Indigenous
peoples’ rights, and limitations [97]. In addition, the representatives of the scientific
institutions informed the governments and corporations about the problems of Indigenous
peoples and encouraged them to help local communities.

The experts insisted that the mandatory pre-conditions of this cooperation are:

(1) Benefits for Indigenous peoples (“the results of the work should be beneficial to the
Indigenous communities” (IC06), i.e., “preserve the food base for reindeer” (IP01),
“improve health” (IP17));
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(2) Intention of scientists to publish the results of their research (both in Russia and
abroad) because Indigenous peoples want to be heard and “make (their—E.B.) prob-
lems visible for all the world” (IA03). That is why they expect that “research reports
should be published” (IP09). This can attract “increasing attention to maintaining
Indigenous culture” (IP09) and inform the authorities. Therefore, many experts men-
tioned the previous fruitful experience of the collaboration with researchers while
participating in joint projects with the YNAO Arctic Scientific Research Centre, As-
sociation of Reindeer Herders in YNAO, Naryan-Mar Agriculture Research Station,
N. Laverov Federal Center for Integrated Arctic Research of the Ural Branch of the
Russian Academy of Sciences, Federal Research Centre “Kola Science Centre of the
Russian Academy of Sciences”, and Northern Arctic Federal University. For exam-
ple, those that resulted in jointly developed strategies for the Lovozero district and
Loparskaya, different districts of YNAO and NAO [98], such as recommendations for
reindeer herders and producers of reindeer meat [99,100] and developed programmes
on promoting healthcare facilities for the Indigenous communities [101], etc. It signi-
fies scientific research has a role in “providing authorities with methodologies and
data for quick response to changes in the living standards and life strategies of the In-
digenous population” [102] (p. 2888). One of the examples of successful collaboration
of the researchers with the Indigenous peoples, their NGOs, regional governments,
and corporations was a face-to-face meeting focused on the issues of reindeer herders
caused by climate change in Nadym, YNAO, in March 2019 (Figure 2).
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The pandemic changed the “rules” of the scientific collaboration with the Indigenous
peoples and made them adapt to new circumstances to keep connected. For example,
during COVID-19 isolation, the UArctic network of Indigenous colleges from Kola, Taimyr,
Yamal, Nenets, Komi, and Sakha used their partnership to create online learning solutions
that shared knowledge on reindeer husbandry, Indigenous businesses, fishing, and tourism.
A new Arctic Indigenous Virtual Arts Network (AIVAN) connected Indigenous artists.
The International Sámi Film Institute developed 15 short films to document the impact of
COVID-19 on Indigenous peoples and Indigenous knowledge-based responses in northern
Sweden, Finland, Norway, and Russia. The films are a part of the Arctic Indigenous Film
Academy and Film Witness. Building on western science and Indigenous knowledge
together to address the COVID-19 pandemic will be important in the coming months and
years [103].

The role of the “science diplomacy in the Arctic has already proven its global relevance,
as evidenced by the Agreement to Strengthening International Arctic Science Cooperation
signed by the foreign ministers of the eight Arctic countries and the governments of Green-
land, and the Faroe Islands on 11 May 2017, at the Arctic Council Ministerial Meeting in
Fairbanks, Alaska” [104]. This cooperation is also supported by the UArctic Thematic Net-
work, which promotes “research, education and leadership at the intersection of sciences
(natural, social and traditional knowledge of Indigenous peoples) and diplomacy” [104].
It involves all stakeholders—from diplomats and experts to students—in international and
interdisciplinary work.

The high need for actor-networking collaboration to make solid pre-conditions for
sustainable development of the Indigenous peoples in the Arctic is explained by the
increased vulnerability of this population group and high requirements of adaptation to
socio-economic changes in the Arctic caused by the COVID-19 pandemic. To guarantee
meeting SDGs, governments offer preferential rights and guarantees of additional social
support of the Indigenous peoples. They aim to provide urgent life-support measures and
maintain their sustainable development, decreasing poverty (SDG 1), enhancing social and
food security and gender equality, improving living standards (SDGs 2–7, 10), promoting
traditional economic activities, and addressing the needs of economic growth of Indigenous
communities (SDGs 8, 11) based on resilience to changing Arctic ecosystems (SDGs 13–15)
and responsible collaboration with corporations and strong institutions (SDGs 9, 12, 16–17).

The main strength of our study was using the unique data of qualitative research
collected from the expert interviews with the key actors involved in interplay and col-
laboration with the Indigenous peoples in three Arctic regions (YNAO, NAO, and the
Murmansk region) during the expeditions that took place in 2021. Most similar studies
remained fragmentary and were often hard to access. However, our study had several limi-
tations. Participation was voluntary, and it was not expected to include representatives of
all NGOs, governmental institutions, and corporations, which may limit the generalisability
of findings. Future research could also benefit from exploring the issues of collaboration of
the Indigenous peoples in Russia with the international actors and their impact on policy
making and promoting the sustainable development of the Indigenous communities in the
Russian Arctic.

4. Conclusions

Invoking actor–network theory in governance revealed a lot of gaps in the interplay
of Indigenous peoples with key actors in the Russian Arctic, which make the model of this
collaboration ineffective and do not support the sustainable development of Indigenous
peoples; insufficient interregional and international cooperation, indirect communication
of regional governments with Indigenous peoples via Indigenous communities and asso-
ciations focused mostly on supporting elites, and the lack of systematic feedback of all
key actors decrease the effectiveness of the networking of all actors aiming to maintain
sustainable development of the Indigenous peoples in the Arctic.
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During the COVID-19 pandemic, the cooperation of Indigenous peoples with different
actors and the development of networking aims to secure the Arctic, local communities
and help them to meet SDGs, guarantee their economic, social, and cultural rights to
maintain traditional lifestyle and livelihoods, involve them in natural resource management,
improve quality of life and well-being, increase access to ethnocultural education, reduce
inequality, and promote the development of Indigenous communities and other forms of
self-government.
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Appendix A

Table A1. The federal and regional laws meeting SDGs of the Indigenous peoples’ sustainable
development in the Russian Arctic.

SDG The Russian Federation YNAO NAO
The Murmansk

Region

(1) No Poverty [105–108] [75,109–112] [113–120] [121–123]

(2) Zero Hunger [6,124–126] [75,109–111,127–131] [113–116] [121]

(3) Good Health and
Well-being

[19,105,132] [109–111,129] [113–116,120,133,134] [121,122,135]

(4) Quality Education [17,19,105,108] [109–112,127,136–138] [113–116,120,133,134] [121,139]

(5) Gender Equality [105] [105] [105] [105]

(6) Clean Water and
Sanitation

[105,140] [109,110] [113,115,116] [105,140]

(7) Affordable and
Clean Energy

[105,108] [75,109,110,129] [113,115,116] [123]

(8) Decent Work and
Economic Growth

[17,19,105,107,124,132] [75,109–111,128] [113–117,120,133,134] [121,122,139,141,142]

(9) Industry, Innovation
and Infrastructure

[105,108] [75,109,110,127,128] [113–117] [121]

(10) Reduced Inequality [17,18,105] [75,110–112,127] [114,116,143] [139,142]

(11) Sustainable Cities
and Communities

[105,108] [110,127] [113–116] [121–123,139]

(12) Responsible
Consumption and

Production
[17,124,125,140,144] [75,109,110,127–130] [113,115,116] [122]
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Table A1. Cont.

SDG The Russian Federation YNAO NAO
The Murmansk

Region

(13) Climate Action [108] [127] [113,115,116] [121]

(14) Life Below Water [105,107,124,140,141] [109,110,127,128,145,146] [113,115,116] [121,122]

(15) Life on Land [17,19,106,107,125,126,144] [109,110,127,128,145,146] [113,115,116] [111,122,123,147]

(16) Peace, Justice, and
Strong Institutions

[17–19,105,108,126,147] [109–111,127] [62,113–127] [121,122]

(17) Partnerships for
the Goals

[17–20,108,147] [109–111,128] [62,113,115,117,148] [121,122]

References and Notes
1. The Sustainable Development Goals. Available online: https://sdgs.un.org/goals (accessed on 1 June 2021).
2. Global Roadmap for Accelerated SDG7 Action in Support of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the Paris

Agreement on Climate Change. Available online: https://www.un.org/sites/un2.un.org/files/hlde_outcome_-_sdg7_global_
roadmap.pdf (accessed on 15 January 2022).

3. The Sustainable Development Goals: Our Framework for COVID-19 Recovery. Available online: https://www.un.org/
sustainabledevelopment/sdgs-framework-for-covid-19-recovery/ (accessed on 22 October 2021).

4. Marshall, J. Tribal Nations—Highly Vulnerable to COVID-19—Need More Federal Relief. Center on Budget and Policy Priorities.
Available online: https://www.cbpp.org/blog/tribal-nations-highly-vulnerable-to-covid-19-need-more-federal-relief (accessed
on 16 September 2021).

5. The Decree of the President of the Russian Federation “On the Concept of Transition of the Russian Federation to Sustainable
Development”. N. 440. 01.04.1996.

6. The Decree of the President of the Russian Federation “On the Strategy for the Development of the Arctic Zone of the Russian
Federation and Ensuring National Security for the Period until 2035”. N. 645. 26.10.2020.

7. Bogdanova, E.; Andronov, S.; Morell, I.A.; Hossain, K.; Raheem, D.; Filant, P.; Lobanov, A. Food Sovereignty of the Indigenous
Peoples in the Arctic Zone of Western Siberia: Response to COVID-19 Pandemic. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 7570.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Hossain, K. Indigenous Security Governance in the North: Structure and Promotional Tools. Understanding the Many Faces of Human
Security: Perspectives of Northern Indigenous Peoples; Brill Academic Publishers: Leiden, The Netherlands, 2016; pp. 12–34. [CrossRef]

9. Lukovich, J.V.; McBean, G.A. Addressing human security in the Arctic in the context of climate change through science and
technology. Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Chang. 2009, 14, 697–710. [CrossRef]

10. Hoogensen, G.; Bazley, D.; Christensen, J.; Tanentzap, A.; Bojko, E. Human security in the Arctic—Yes, it is relevant! J. Hum. Secur.
2009, 5, 1–10. [CrossRef]

11. Andronov, S.V.; Bogdanova, E.N.; Lobanov, A.A.; Voronenko, A.G.; Gritsenko, V.N.; Detter, G.P.; Kobelkova, I.V.; Kochkin,
R.A.; Lobanova, L.P.; Popov, A.I.; et al. Food Security of the Indigenous Peoples of the Arctic Zone of Western Siberia in the Context of
Globalization and Climate Change; Publishing House KIRA: Arkhangelsk, Russia, 2020; 374p.

12. Arctic Zone of Russia. Available online: http://www.arctic-social.biz/arkticheskaya-zona-rossii.html (accessed on 27 August 2021).
13. The Order of the Government of the Russian Federation “On Approval of the List of Places of Traditional Residence and

Traditional Economic Activities of the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation and the List of Types of Traditional Economic
Activities of the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation”. N. 631-r. 08.05.2009.

14. The Order of the Government of the Russian Federation “On Approval of the List of Indigenous Peoples of the North, Siberia and
the Far East of the Russian Federation”. N. 536-r. 17.04.2006, ed. 26.12.2011.

15. Rosstat. Available online: http://rosstat.gov.ru/folder/12781?print=1 (accessed on 27 August 2020).
16. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation. Available online: https://www.mid.ru/vnesneekonomiceskie-svazi-

sub-ektov-rossijskoj-federacii/-/asset_publisher/ykggrK2nCl8c/content/id/128534 (accessed on 27 August 2020).
17. Tourist Information Exchange System (SOTY). Etnicheskij Sostav Naselenija. Lamalo-Neneckij Avtonomnyj Okrug [Ethnic

Composition of the Population: Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug]. 2015. Available online: https://www.nbcrs.org/regions/
yamalo-nenetskiy-avtonomnyy-okrug/etnicheskiy-sostav-naseleniya (accessed on 27 August 2021).

18. Edinaja Informacionnaja Sistema po Modelirovaniju i Prognozirovaniju Social’no-Jekonomicheskogo Razvitija Korennyh Mal-
ochislennyh Narodov Severa Iamalo-Neneckogo Avtonomnogo Okruga [Unified Information System for Modelling and Forecast-
ing the Socio-Economic Development of the Indigenous Peoples of the North of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug]. 2018.
Available online: http://kmns.yanao.ru/dkmns/Account/Login?ReturnUrl=%2fdkmns%2f (accessed on 27 August 2021).

19. Portal of Authorities of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug. Available online: https://smi.adm-nao.ru/kmns/informaciya-o-
korennyh-malochislennyh-narodah-severa-v-neneckom-avtono/ (accessed on 17 December 2021).

https://sdgs.un.org/goals
https://www.un.org/sites/un2.un.org/files/hlde_outcome_-_sdg7_global_roadmap.pdf
https://www.un.org/sites/un2.un.org/files/hlde_outcome_-_sdg7_global_roadmap.pdf
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sdgs-framework-for-covid-19-recovery/
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sdgs-framework-for-covid-19-recovery/
https://www.cbpp.org/blog/tribal-nations-highly-vulnerable-to-covid-19-need-more-federal-relief
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17207570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33080982
http://doi.org/10.1163/9789004314399_003
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-009-9191-8
http://doi.org/10.3316/JHS0502001
http://www.arctic-social.biz/arkticheskaya-zona-rossii.html
http://rosstat.gov.ru/folder/12781?print=1
https://www.mid.ru/vnesneekonomiceskie-svazi-sub-ektov-rossijskoj-federacii/-/asset_publisher/ykggrK2nCl8c/content/id/128534
https://www.mid.ru/vnesneekonomiceskie-svazi-sub-ektov-rossijskoj-federacii/-/asset_publisher/ykggrK2nCl8c/content/id/128534
https://www.nbcrs.org/regions/yamalo-nenetskiy-avtonomnyy-okrug/etnicheskiy-sostav-naseleniya
https://www.nbcrs.org/regions/yamalo-nenetskiy-avtonomnyy-okrug/etnicheskiy-sostav-naseleniya
http://kmns.yanao.ru/dkmns/Account/Login?ReturnUrl=%2fdkmns%2f
https://smi.adm-nao.ru/kmns/informaciya-o-korennyh-malochislennyh-narodah-severa-v-neneckom-avtono/
https://smi.adm-nao.ru/kmns/informaciya-o-korennyh-malochislennyh-narodah-severa-v-neneckom-avtono/


Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 22 of 27

20. The Government of the Murmansk Region. Available online: https://gov-murman.ru/region/index.php (accessed on 17
December 2021).

21. Latour, B. Reassembling the Social: An Introduction to Actor–Network-Theory; Oxford UP: Oxford, UK, 2005; 66p.
22. Callon, M. Actor–network theory—the market test. Spec. Issue Sociol. Rev. Monogr. Ser. Actor Netw. Theory 1999, 47, 181–195.

[CrossRef]
23. Osborne, S.P. The New Public Governance; Emerging Perspectives on the Theory and Practice of Public Governance; Routledge: London,

UK, 2010; 431p.
24. Klijn, E.H.; Koppenjan, J.F.M. Governance network theory: Past, present and future. Policy Polit. 2012, 40, 187–206. [CrossRef]
25. Passoth, J.-H.; Rowland, N.J. Actor–network State: Integrating Actor–network Theory and State Theory. Int. Sociol. 2010, 25, 818.

[CrossRef]
26. Federal Law “On Guarantees of the Rights of Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the Russian Federation”. N. 82-FZ. 30.04.1999.
27. The Order of the Government of the Russian Federation “On Approval of the Conceptual Programme of Sustainable Development

of the Indigenous Peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far East of the Russian Federation”. N. 132-r. 04.02.2009.
28. The Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation “On Approval of the Program of State Support for the Traditional

Economic Activities of Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation carried out in the Arctic zone of the Russian Federation”.
N. 978-r. 15.04.2021, ed. 24.12.2021.

29. Federal Law “On the General Principles for Organizing Communities of Indigenous Peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far
East of the Russian Federation”. N. 104-FZ. 20.07.2000.

30. Federal Law “On non-profit organizations”. N. 7-FZ. 12.01.1996.
31. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Council of Representatives of the Indigenous

Minorities of the North in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug under the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous
Okrug”. N. 1339-P. 24.11.2020.

32. The Decree of the Government of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Establishment of the Council of Elders of the Indigenous
Peoples of the North under the Administration of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 138-P. 22.07.2009.

33. The Decree of the Government of the Murmansk Region “About the Council of Representatives of the Indigenous Minorities of
the North under the Government of the Murmansk Region”. N. 57-PP. 11.02.2009.

34. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the formation of the Coordinating Council for the Sus-
tainable Development of the Indigenous Minorities of the North of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 718-P. 30.08.2012.

35. The Decree of the Government of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Coordinating Council for the Issues of Indigenous
Minorities of the North in the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 38-PG. 27.09.2013.

36. Federal Law “About ecological expertise”. N. 174-FZ. 23.11.1995.
37. Federal Law “On Environmental Protection”. N. 7-FZ. 10.01.2002.
38. The Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation “On Approval of the Regulations on the Procedure for Compensation

for Losses Caused to the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation, Associations of the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian
Federation and Persons Belonging to the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation, as a Result of Damage to the Original
Habitat of the Indigenous Peoples of the Russian Federation by the Economic Activities of Organizations of all Forms of
Ownership as well as Individuals”. N. 1488. 18.09.2020.

39. Potravny, I.M.; Gassy, V.V.; Chernogradsky, V.N.; Postnikov, A.V. Social’naja otvetstvennost’ kompanij-nedropol’zovatelej na
territorii tradicionnogo prirodopol’zovanija kak osnova partnerstva vlasti, biznesa i korennyh malochislennyh narodov Severa
[Social responsibility of subsoil user companies in the territory of traditional nature management as a basis for partnership
between government, business and indigenous peoples of the North]. Arct. Ecol. Econ. 2016, 2, 56–63.

40. Tishkov, V.A.; Novikova, N.I.; Pivneva, E.A. Indigenous peoples of the Russian Arctic. Her. Russ. Acad. Sci. 2015, 85, 491–500.
[CrossRef]

41. Bolsunovskaya, Y.; Sentsov, A. Human potential as a strategic resource of the Russian Arctic sustainable development. SHS Web
Conf. 2016, 28, 01013. [CrossRef]

42. The United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues. Available online: https://www.un.org/development/desa/
indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2021/04/2021-UNPFII-backgrounder-on-COVID-19-Building-Back-Better-
RU.pdf (accessed on 18 October 2021).

43. Meteleva, M.A. Setevye formy publichnogo upravleniya makroregionom Rossijskoj Arktiki: Tekushchee sostoyanie i napravleniya
razvitiya [Network forms of public management of the macro-region of the Russian Arctic: The current state and directions of
development]. North Mark. Form. Econ. Order 2019, 3, 4–18.

44. Smirnov, A.I. Arktika: Setevaya Diplomatiya 2.0 v Diskurse Global’noj Bezopasnosti [The Arctic: Network Diplomacy 2.0 in the Discourse
of Global Security]; NArFU: Arkhangelsk, Russia, 2016.

45. Zhuravel, V.P. Problemy obespechenija kollektivnyh prav korennyh malochislennyh narodov Severa, Sibiri i Dal’nego Vostoka
[Problems of ensuring collective rights of Indigenous peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far East]. In Kollektivnye Prava
Jetnicheskih Soobshhestv: Problemy Teorii i Praktiki [Collective Rights of Ethnic Communities: Problems of Theory and Practice]; IPPR SB
RAS: Novosibirsk, Russia, 2017; pp. 128–136.

46. Zhuravel, V.P. Prava korennyh narodov rossijskoj Arktiki: Problemy i reshenija [Rights of Indigenous peoples of the Russian
Arctic: Problems and solutions]. Arct. North 2018, 30, 76–96. [CrossRef]

https://gov-murman.ru/region/index.php
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954X.1999.tb03488.x
http://doi.org/10.1332/030557312X655431
http://doi.org/10.1177/0268580909351325
http://doi.org/10.1134/S1019331615030181
http://doi.org/10.1051/shsconf/20162801013
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2021/04/2021-UNPFII-backgrounder-on-COVID-19-Building-Back-Better-RU.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2021/04/2021-UNPFII-backgrounder-on-COVID-19-Building-Back-Better-RU.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2021/04/2021-UNPFII-backgrounder-on-COVID-19-Building-Back-Better-RU.pdf
http://doi.org/10.17238/issn2221-2698.2018.30.76


Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 23 of 27

47. Novikova, N.I. Neft, gaz, korennye narody: Kto napishet pravila? [Oil, gas, indigenous peoples: Who will write the rules?].
Bull. Ugric Stud. 2016, 3, 124–137.

48. Potravny, I.M.; Melnikova, D.M.; Popova, I.M. Issledovanie prirodnoj i jetnologicheskoj sostavljajushhej pri obosnovanii proektov
promyshlennogo osvoenija territorij tradicionnogo prirodopol’zovanija [Study of the natural and ethnological component in the
justification of projects for the industrial development of territories of traditional nature management]. Horiz. Econ. 2016, 6, 25–30.

49. Miklouho-Maclay, N.N. Rossijskaja Arktika: Korennye Narody i Promyshlennoe Osvoenie [Russian Arctic: Indigenous Peoples and
Industrial Development]; Russian Academy of Sciences, Institute of Ethnology and Anthropology: Moscow, Russia, 2016; 271p.

50. Nikitina, E.E. Zashhita prav korennyh malochislennyh narodov v uslovijah promyshlennogo osvoenija Arktiki [Protection of the
rights of indigenous peoples in the conditions of industrial development of the Arctic]. Agrar. Land Law 2015, 4, 48–51.

51. Kryazhkov, V.A. Pravovoe regulirovanie otnoshenij mezhdu korennymi malochislennymi narodami Severa i nedropol’zovateljami
v Rossijskoj Federacii [Legal regulation of relations between the indigenous peoples of the North and subsoil users in the Russian
Federation]. State Law 2014, 7, 27–39.

52. Ledkov, G.P.; Permjakov, A.V.; Istomin, V.S. Sbornik Normativno-Pravovyh Aktov, Regulirujushhih Otnoshenija s Uchastiem Korennyh
Malochislennyh Narodov [Collection of Normative-Legal Acts Regulating Relations with the Participation of Indigenous Peoples]; RAPNSS
and Far East of the Russian Federation: Moscow, Russia, 2017; 237p.

53. Smorchkova, V.I. Praktika vzaimodejstvija korennogo naselenija i promyshlennyh kompanij v Arktike [The practice of interaction
between the indigenous population and industrial companies in the Arctic]. State Serv. 2015, 4, 63–67.

54. Kolomiets, O.P. Vzaimootnoshenija korennyh narodov Chukotki i dobyvajushhih kompanij na so-vremennom etape [Relations
between the indigenous peoples of Chukotka and mining companies at the present stage]. Vestn. North. Arct. Fed. Univ. Ser.
Humanit. Soc. Sci. 2016, 4, 24–33. [CrossRef]

55. Burtseva, Y.I.; Potravny, I.M.; Gassy, V.V.; Sleptsov, A.N.; Velichenko, V.V. Voprosy ocenki i kompensacii ubytkov korennym
malochislennym narodam v uslovijah promyshlennogo osvoenija Arktiki [Issues of assessing and compensating losses to
Indigenous peoples in the conditions of industrial development of the Arctic]. Arct. Ecol. Econ. 2019, 1, 34–49.

56. United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs. The Impact of COVID-19 on Indigenous Peoples. Available
online: https://www.un.org/development/desa/dpad/wp-content/uploads/sites/45/publication/PB_70.pdf (accessed on
16 September 2021).

57. TASS. Arctic Isolation: How the People of the North Live during the Pandemic. TASS News Agency. Available online:
https://tass.ru/v-strane/8303283 (accessed on 16 September 2020).

58. Can Coronavirus Kill All People? Indigenous Small Peoples of the North (KMNS). Available online: https://kmns.ru/blog/2020/05/
17/mozhet-li-koronavirus-ubit-celyj-narod/ (accessed on 16 September 2021).

59. Ivushkina, A.; Nedyuk, M. Northern Influence: COVID-19 Can Be More Dangerous for the Peoples of the Arctic. Izvestiya.
Available online: https://iz.ru/1016936/anna-ivushkina-mariia-nediuk/severnoe-vliianie-covid-19-mozhet-okazatsia-opasnee-
dlia-narodov-arktiki (accessed on 16 September 2021).

60. RAIPON. The Impact of COVID-19 on Indigenous Peoples Living in the Russian Arctic. The Arctic Council. Available online:
https://arctic-council.org/news/the-impact-of-covid-19-on-indigenous-peoples-living-in-the-russian-arctic/ (accessed on
16 September 2021).

61. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On State Support for Communities of Indigenous Peoples of the North
and Organizations Engaged in Traditional Economic Activities on the Territory of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”.
N. 114-ZAO. 28.12.2005.

62. Law of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Communities of Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Nenets Autonomous
Okrug”. N. 58-OZ. 01.10.2008.

63. Markhinin, V.V. O nekotoryh organizacionno-upravlencheskih problemah sovershenstvovaniya sistemy mestnogo samoupravleniya
v sel’skih rajonah Hanty-Mansijskogo avtonomnogo okruga [On some organizational and managerial problems of improving
the system of local self-government in rural areas of the Khanty-Mansiysk Autonomous Okrug]. In Sociokul’turnaya Dinamika
Hanty-Mansijskogo Avtonomnogo Okruga Segodnya i v Perspektive XXI Veka: Federal’nyj i Regional’nyj Aspekty [Sociocultural Dynamics
of the Khanty-Mansiysk Autonomous Okrug Today and in the Future of the XXI Century: Federal and Regional Aspects]; Surgut State
University of Khanty-Mansy Autonomous Okrug: Surgut, Russia, 1999.

64. Popkov, Y.V.; Tyugashev, E.A. The role of communities of Indigenous Peoples of the North as a legal entity in the preservation of
traditional nature management. Izv. Vyss. Uchebnykh Zaved. Sociol. Econ. Polit. 2009, 1, 35–38.

65. Kibenko, V.A.; Sukhova, E.A.; Zuev, S.M. Social’no-Ekonomicheskie Faktory Zhiznedeyatel’nosti i Social’noe Samochuvstvie Korennyh
Malochislennyh Narodov Severa, Prozhivayushchih na Territorii Yamalo-Neneckogo Avtonomnogo Okruga, Vedushchih Tradicionnyj obraz
Zhizni» (Yamal’skij Rajon) [Socio-Economic Factors of Life and Social Well-Being of the Indigenous Peoples of the North Living in the
Territory of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug, Leading a Traditional Lifestyle» (Yamal District)]; GKU YNAO “Arctic Research
Scientific Center”: Salekhard, Russia, 2018; 101p.

66. Samsonova, I.V.; Neustroeva, A.B.; Pavlova, M.B. Vzaimootnosheniya korennyh malochislennyh narodov Severa i doby-
vayushchih kompanij (na materialah Mirninskogo rajona Respubliki Saha (Yakutiya)) [Relationship between the Indigenous
peoples of the North and mining companies (on the materials of the Mirninsky district of the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia))]. Arct.
XXI Century Humanit. Sci. 2017, 3, 21–33.

http://doi.org/10.17238/issn2227-6564.2016.4.24
https://www.un.org/development/desa/dpad/wp-content/uploads/sites/45/publication/PB_70.pdf
https://tass.ru/v-strane/8303283
https://kmns.ru/blog/2020/05/17/mozhet-li-koronavirus-ubit-celyj-narod/
https://kmns.ru/blog/2020/05/17/mozhet-li-koronavirus-ubit-celyj-narod/
https://iz.ru/1016936/anna-ivushkina-mariia-nediuk/severnoe-vliianie-covid-19-mozhet-okazatsia-opasnee-dlia-narodov-arktiki
https://iz.ru/1016936/anna-ivushkina-mariia-nediuk/severnoe-vliianie-covid-19-mozhet-okazatsia-opasnee-dlia-narodov-arktiki
https://arctic-council.org/news/the-impact-of-covid-19-on-indigenous-peoples-living-in-the-russian-arctic/


Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 24 of 27

67. Ermalinskaya, N.V.; Kozhevnikov, E.A. Kooperaciya v Agropromyshlennom Komplekse [Cooperation in the Agroindustrial Complex];
Gomel GTU Named after P.O. Sukhoi: Gomel, Belorussia, 2016; 191p.

68. Devyatkin, P. Vlijanie Pandemii Koronavirusa na Zhizn’ v Arkticheskom Regione [Impact of the Coronavirus Pandemic on
Life in the Arctic Region]. Available online: https://russian-arctic.info/info/articles/redaktsionnye-stati/vliyanie-pandemii-
koronavirusa-na-zhizn-v-arkticheskom-regione-korennye-narody/ (accessed on 23 October 2021).

69. Grigorij Ledkov Nazval Pervoocherednye Zadachi Associacii Korennyh Narodov [Grigory Ledkov Named the Priorities of
the Association of Indigenous Peoples]. 2017. Available online: https://sever-press.ru/2017/03/23/grigorij-ledkov-nazval-
pervoocherednye-zadachi-assotsiatsii-korennykh-narodov/ (accessed on 20 January 2021).

70. Panikarova, S.V.; Kulpin, S.V. Innovacionnoe predprinimatel’stvo i predprinimatel’skie strategii korennyh narodov [Innovative
Entrepreneurship and Entrepreneurial Strategies of Indigenous Peoples]. In Trudy X Mezhdunarodnoj Zimnej Shkoly Po institu-
cional’noj Ekonomike [10th International Winter School on Institutional Economics]; Institute of Economics, Ural Branch of the Russian
Academy of Sciences: Ekaterinburg, Russia, 2017; pp. 160–166.

71. Gromyko, A.A. Pandemija i krizis sistemy mezhdunarodnyh otnoshenij [Pandemic and crisis of the system of international
relations]. Outl. Glob. Transform. Polit. Econ. Law 2020, 5, 6–19. [CrossRef]

72. Vlijanie Pandemii Koronavirusa na Diplomaticheskuju Praktiku [Impact of the Coronavirus Pandemic on Diplomatic Practice].
Available online: https://interaffairs.ru/news/show/27959 (accessed on 14 January 2022).

73. Semina, T.V.; Tyrtyshny, A.A. Social’naja solidarnost’ i konfrontacija v period pandemii koronavirusa COVID-19: Social’nye i
pravovye aspekty [Social solidarity and confrontation during the COVID-19 pandemic: Social and legal aspects]. Educ. Law 2020,
7, 11–20.

74. Merkulov, P.A.; Kustova, A.A. Social’nye transformacii sistemy vzaimodejstvija ”obshhestvo i gosudarstvo” v uslovijah pan-
demii Covid-19 [Social transformations of the interaction system ”society and state” in the context of the Covid-19 pandemic].
Cent. Russ. J. Soc. Sci. 2021, 16, 32–44.

75. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Approval of the Regional Standard for the
Minimum Material Security of Persons Leading the Traditional Lifestyle of the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Yamal-
Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 1214-P. 23.12.2016.

76. Silantieva, N.A. Obespechenie i zashhita prav korennyh narodov Severa kak funkcija organov publichnoj vlasti [Provision and
protection of the rights of indigenous peoples of the North as a function of public authorities]. Law Enforc. Rev. 2017, 1, 100–107.
[CrossRef]

77. Astakhova, I.S. Vlast’ i korennye malochislennye narody Severa: Opyt vzaimodejstviya na primere Respubliki Saha (Yakutiya)
[Authorities and Indigenous Peoples of the North: Interaction Experience on the Example of the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia)].
Arct. North 2011, 3, 88–95.

78. Novikova, N.I. Uchastie korennyh malochislennyh narodov Rossii v prinyatii reshenij [Participation of indigenous peoples of
Russia in decision-making]. Bull. Russ. Nation 2018, 5, 9–21.

79. Todyshev, M.A. Voprosy Vzaimootnoshenij Korennyh Malochislennyh Narodov s Promyshlennymi Kompaniyami (Opyt, Praktika Sotrud-
nichestva, Dokumenty) [Issues of the Relationship of Indigenous Peoples with Industrial Companies (Experience, Practice of Cooperation,
Documents)]; Federation Council: Moscow, Russia, 2019; 120p.

80. Soyuz Saamov Podderzhivaet Obrashchenie Liderov Korennyh Narodov po Povodu Nornikelya [The Saami Council Supports the
Appeal of Indigenous Leaders about Nornickel]. Available online: https://www.saamicouncil.net/news-archive/--4 (accessed
on 20 December 2021).

81. Tulaeva, S.A. Neftyanye kompanii, olenevodcheskie soobshchestva i mestnye organy vlasti: Prava na zemlyu s perspektivy
raznyh stejkkholderov [Oil companies, reindeer herding communities and local authorities: Land rights from the perspective of
different stakeholders]. J. Sociol. Soc. Anthropol. 2014, 17, 141–157.

82. Mikhalev, M.S. Malye narody v kontekste prirodoohrannoj deyatel’nosti: Zashchishchayushchie i zashchishchayushchiesya?
[Small peoples in the context of environmental protection: Protecting and defending?]. Humanit. Res. East. Sib. Far East 2018,
3, 94–102.

83. Haknazarov, S.H. K voprosu o vzaimodejstvii korennyh narodov Severa i promyshlennyh kompanij na primere Jugry [On the
issue of interaction between the indigenous peoples of the North and industrial companies on the example of Yugra]. Arct. North
2018, 30, 120–133.

84. Markhinin, V.V.; Udalova, I.V. Tradicionnoe Hozjajstvo Narodov Severa i Neftegazovogo Kompleksa (Sociologicheskoe Issledovanie v
Hanty-Mansijskom Avtonomnom Okruge) [Traditional Economy of the Peoples of the North and the Oil and Gas Complex (Sociological
Study in the Khanty-Mansiysk Autonomous Okrug)]; Nauka: Novosibirsk, Russia, 2002; 254p.

85. Popkov, Y.V. Narody Severa i neft’: Konflikty i kompromissy [Peoples of the North and oil: Conflicts and compromises]. In
Korennye Narody Neft Zakon [Indigenous Peoples Oil Law]; RAPNSS and Far East of the Russian Federation: Moscow, Russia, 2001;
pp. 129–132.

86. Klokov, K.B. Tradicionnoe Prirodopol’zovanie Korennyh Malochislennyh Narodov Severa (Geograficheskie i Social’no-Jekologicheskie
Problemy) [Traditional Nature Management of the Indigenous Peoples of the North (Geographical and Socio-Ecological Problems)]; IG RAS:
Moscow, Russia, 1998; 543p.

87. Novikova, N.I. Vzaimodejstvie korennyh malochislennyh narodov i promyshlennyh kompanij [Interaction of indigenous peoples
and industrial companies]. In Sever i Severjane. Sovremennoe Polozhenie Korennyh Malochislennyh Narodov Severa, Sibiri i Dal’nego

https://russian-arctic.info/info/articles/redaktsionnye-stati/vliyanie-pandemii-koronavirusa-na-zhizn-v-arkticheskom-regione-korennye-narody/
https://russian-arctic.info/info/articles/redaktsionnye-stati/vliyanie-pandemii-koronavirusa-na-zhizn-v-arkticheskom-regione-korennye-narody/
https://sever-press.ru/2017/03/23/grigorij-ledkov-nazval-pervoocherednye-zadachi-assotsiatsii-korennykh-narodov/
https://sever-press.ru/2017/03/23/grigorij-ledkov-nazval-pervoocherednye-zadachi-assotsiatsii-korennykh-narodov/
http://doi.org/10.23932/2542-0240-2020-13-5-1
https://interaffairs.ru/news/show/27959
http://doi.org/10.24147/2542-1514.2017.1(3).100-107
https://www.saamicouncil.net/news-archive/--4


Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 25 of 27

Vostoka Rossii [Sever and Northerners. The Current Situation of the Indigenous Peoples of the North, Siberia and the Far East of Russia];
IEA RAS: Moscow, Russia, 2012; pp. 22–37.

88. Loginov, V.G. Social’no-Jekonomicheskaja Ocenka Razvitija Prirodoresursnyh Rajonov Severa [Socio-Economic Assessment of the Develop-
ment of Natural Resource Areas of the North]; Institute of Economics, Ural Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences: Yekaterinburg,
Russia, 2007; 311p.

89. Novikova, N.I. Ohotniki i Neftjaniki: Issledovanie po Juridicheskoj Antropologii [Hunters and Oilmen: A Study in Legal Anthropology];
Science: Moscow, Russia, 2014; 407p.

90. Loginov, V.G.; Melnikov, A.V. Etnicheskie i institucionalnye aspekty osvoenija prirodnyh resursov Severa [Ethnic and institutional
aspects of the development of natural resources of the North]. Econ. Reg. 2013, 1, 96–104.

91. Haknazarov, S.H. Problemy Socialno-Ekonomicheskogo Razvitija Territorij Tradicionnogo Prirodopolzovanija Korennyh Narodov Severa
HMAO—Jugry (Po Materialam Sociologicheskih Issledovanij) [Problems of Socio-Economic Development of the Territories of Traditional
Nature Management of the Indigenous Peoples of the North Khanty-Mansi Autonomous Okrug—Yugra (Based on Sociological Research
Materials)]; Yugorsky Format: Khanty-Mansiysk, Russia, 2016; 100p.

92. Kulichihina, A.L. Vlijanie pandemii koronavirusa na korennoe naselenie Rossijskoj Arktiki [Impact of the coronavirus pandemic
on the Indigenous population of the Russian Arctic]. Newman Foreign Policy 2021, 62, 26–30.

93. Vlasti Objazali Dobyvajushhie Kompanii Kompensirovat’ Ubytki Korennym Narodam [The Authorities Made the Mining
Companies Compensate the Losses to the Indigenous Peoples]. Available online: https://www.rbc.ru/society/22/09/2020/5f6
99f849a79472d33e7b1cc (accessed on 24 December 2021).

94. Korennye Narody Severa i Sibiri Poprosili Maska Bojkotirovat’ «Nornikel’» [Indigenous Peoples of the North and Siberia Asked
Musk to Boycott Norilsk Nickel]. Available online: https://www.rbc.ru/business/07/08/2020/5f2d706e9a7947715e552cbb?
(accessed on 20 December 2021).

95. Semenov, I.V.; Chistyakov, A.Y. Vozmozhnosti ustojchivogo razvitiya tradicionnogo prirodopol’zovaniya korennogo naseleniya
Yamala v usloviyah realizacii promyshlennyh proektov [Opportunities for sustainable development of the traditional nature
management of the indigenous population of Yamal in the context of the implementation of industrial projects]. Bull. Yamal-Nenets
Auton. Okrug 2019, 1, 42–46.

96. Gutenev, M.Y.; Boyko, E.V. Nauchnaya diplomatiya kak prioritet gosudarstvennoj politiki v Arktike [Scientific diplomacy as a
priority of state policy in the Arctic]. Bull. Irkutsk. State Univ. Ser. Polit. Sci. Relig. Stud. 2021, 35, 64–76.

97. Krutikova, A. Chto Mogut Predlozhit’ Uchjonye Olenevodam [What Scientists Can Offer Reindeer Herders]. Available online:
https://goarctic.ru/work/chto-mogut-predlozhit-uchyenye-olenevodam/ (accessed on 10 December 2021).

98. Andronov, S.V.; Lobanov, A.A.; Bichkaeva, F.A.; Fesyun, A.M.; Mukhina, A.A.; Rachin, A.P.; Kochkin, R.A.; Lobanova, L.P.;
Bogdanova, E.N.; Shaduyko, O.M.; et al. Traditional nutrition and demography in the Arctic zone of Western Siberia. Vopr. Pitan.
2020, 89, 69–79. [CrossRef]

99. Romanenko, T.M.; Laishev, K.A.; Filippova, A.B. Conceptual status and practical solutions for restoration of reindeer pastures
(by the example of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug). Reg. Ecol. 2015, 5, 16–22.

100. Andronov, S.; Lobanov, A.; Bogdanova, E.; Popov, A.; Yuzhakov, A.; Shaduyko, O.; Raheem, D.; Kobelkova, I. The Relationships
among Microelement Composition of Reindeer Meat (Rangifer tarandus) and Adaptation: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.
Sustainability 2022, 14, 1173. [CrossRef]

101. Andronov, S.; Lobanov, A.; Popov, A.; Luo, Y.; Shaduyko, O.; Fesyun, A.; Lobanova, L.; Bogdanova, E.; Kobelkova, I. Changing
diets and traditional lifestyle of Siberian Arctic Indigenous Peoples and effects on health and well-being. Ambio 2020, 50, 2060–2071.
[CrossRef]

102. Filant, K.G. Modern Life Strategies of Small Rural Areas Residents of The Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug: An Example of Life
and New Values. Rev. Int. Geogr. Educ. (RIGEO) 2021, 11, 2879–2890. [CrossRef]

103. Petrov, A.N.; Hinzman, L.D.; Kullerud, L.; Degai, T.S.; Holmberg, L.; Pope, A.; Yefimenko, A. Building resilient Arctic science
amid the COVID-19 pandemic. Nat. Commun. 2020, 11, 6278. [CrossRef]

104. Nauchnaya Diplomatiya UArctic [Scientific Diplomacy UArctic]. Available online: https://ru.uarctic.org/tematicheskie-seti/
nauchnaya-diplomatiya/ (accessed on 10 December 2021).

105. Constitution of the Russian Federation. 12.12.1993, ed. 07.01.2020.
106. Forest Code of the Russian Federation. N. 200-FZ. 04.12.2006.
107. Tax Code of the Russian Federation. N. 146-FZ. 31.07.1998.
108. Federal Law “On State Support for Entrepreneurial Activities in the Arctic Zone of the Russian Federation”. N. 193-FZ. 13.07.2020.
109. The Decree of the Legislative Assembly of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Concept of Sustainable Development

of the Indigenous Peoples of the North of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 1996. 09.12.2009.
110. The Decree of the Governor of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Approval of the People’s Program of the Indigenous

Small-Numbered Peoples of the North in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 132-PG. 28.12.2017.
111. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Guarantees of the Rights of Persons Leading the Traditional Lifestyle of the

Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 1-ZAO. 02.03.2016.
112. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Social Support Measures for Certain Categories of Citizens in the Yamal-Nenets

Autonomous Okrug”. N. 62-ZAO. 18.10.2006.

https://www.rbc.ru/society/22/09/2020/5f699f849a79472d33e7b1cc
https://www.rbc.ru/society/22/09/2020/5f699f849a79472d33e7b1cc
https://www.rbc.ru/business/07/08/2020/5f2d706e9a7947715e552cbb?
https://goarctic.ru/work/chto-mogut-predlozhit-uchyenye-olenevodam/
http://doi.org/10.24411/0042-8833-2020-10067
http://doi.org/10.3390/su14031173
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-020-01387-9
http://doi.org/10.48047/rigeo.11.09.255
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-19923-2
https://ru.uarctic.org/tematicheskie-seti/nauchnaya-diplomatiya/
https://ru.uarctic.org/tematicheskie-seti/nauchnaya-diplomatiya/


Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 26 of 27

113. The Decree of the Governor of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Concept of Sustainable Development of the Indigenous
Peoples of the North of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug for 2016–2025”. N. 31-pg. 21.04.2016.

114. The Decree of the Government of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Approval of the State Program of the Nenets Au-
tonomous Okrug «Preservation and Development of the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”.
N. 401-p. 11.11.2013.

115. The Decree of the Governor of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Strategy of the State National Policy in the Nenets
Autonomous Okrug for the period until 2025”. N. 5-pg. 10.02.2016.

116. The Charter of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug. 11.09.1995.
117. Law of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On State Support for Traditional Types of Economic Management and Trades of the

Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North on the Territory of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 1-OZ. 28.01.2008.
118. Law of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Regulation of Land Use on the Territory of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”.

N. 671-OZ. 29.12.2005.
119. The Decree of the Government of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Territories of Traditional Nature Management of the

Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North in the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 1025. 29.12.2001.
120. The Decree of the Administration of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Approval of the Regulations on the Procedure for

Providing Grants from the District Budget to Socially Oriented Non-Profit Organizations for the Implementation of Social
Projects”. No. 102-r. 27.03.2017.

121. The Decree of the Government of the Murmansk Region “On Approval of the State Programme of the Murmansk Region «Public
Administration and Civil Society”. N. 793-PP. 11.11.2020.

122. Law of the Murmansk region “On State Support for the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Murmansk Region Engaged in
Traditional Economic Activities”. N. 984-01-ZMO. 30.06.2008.

123. The Decree of the Government of the Murmansk Region “On Approval of the Procedure for Providing Subsidies from the
Regional Budget to Indigenous Small-Numbered Peoples of the North of the Murmansk Region”. N. 499-PP. 09.07.2020.

124. Federal Law “On Fishing and Conservation of Aquatic Biological Resources”. N. 166-FZ. 20.12.2004.
125. Federal Law “On Hunting and Conservation of Hunting Resources and on Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of the

Russian Federation”. N. 209-FZ. 24.07.2009.
126. Land Code of the Russian Federation. N. 136-FZ. 25.10.2001.
127. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Approval of the Comprehensive Program

«Sustainable Development of the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug for 2018–2022”.
N. 1271-P. 12.12.2018.

128. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug Order “On Approval of the Action Plan («Road Map»)
to Improve the Socio-Economic Well-Being of the Indigenous Peoples of the North Living in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous
Okrug”. N. 49-RP. 04.02.2020.

129. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Awarding Grants for Preserving the Original Habitat
and Traditional Lifestyle of the Indigenous Peoples of the North of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 765-P. 14.09.2012.

130. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Reindeer Husbandry in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”.
N. 34-ZAO. 26.05.2016.

131. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Trading Posts in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 113-ZAO. 28.12.2005.
132. Federal Law “On Compulsory Social Insurance in Case of Temporary Disability and in Connection with Motherhood”.

N. 255-FZ. 29.12.2006.
133. Law of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Reindeer Herding in the Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 275-OZ. 06.12.2016.
134. The Decree of the Government of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Approval of the Procedure for Providing Subsidies to

Family (Clan) Communities of Indigenous Peoples of the North to Increase the Number of Reindeer”. N. 122-p. 30.05.2018.
135. Law of the Murmansk Region “On Drug Provision of the Population of the Murmansk Region”. N. 580-01-ZMO. 29.12.2004.
136. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Native Languages of the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Territory

of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 48-ZAO. 05.04.2010.
137. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Folklore of the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Yamal-Nenets

Autonomous Okrug”. N. 110-ZAO. 03.12.2007.
138. The Decree of the Government of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On State Support for the Folklore Activities of the

Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 580-P. 23.07.2012.
139. Law of the Murmansk Region “On Northern Reindeer Herding in the Murmansk Region”. N. 380-01-ZMO. 14.01.2003.
140. Water Code of the Russian Federation. N. 74-Φ3. 03.06.2006.
141. Law of the Murmansk Region “On the Basics of Regulation of Land Relations in the Murmansk Region”. N. 462-01-ZMO. 31.12.2003.
142. Law of the Murmansk Region “On Labor Veterans of the Murmansk Region”. N. 895-01-ZMO. 26.10.2007.
143. Law of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On Providing Residential Premises of the State Housing Stock of the Nenets Autonomous

Okrug under Social Tenancy Agreements”. N. 702-OZ. 21.04.2006.
144. Federal Law “On the Territories of Traditional Nature Management of the Indigenous Minorities of the North, Siberia and the Far

East of the Russian Federation”. N. 49-FZ. 07.05.2001.



Sustainability 2022, 14, 3225 27 of 27

145. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Territories of Traditional Nature Management of Regional Significance in
the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 52-ZAO. 05.05.2010.

146. Law of the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Protection of the Original Habitat and Traditional Lifestyle of the
Indigenous Peoples of the North in the Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N 49-ZAO. 06.10.2006.

147. The Decree of the President of the Russian Federation “On the Strategy of the State National Policy of the Russian Federation for
the Period up to 2025”. N. 1666. 19.12.2012.

148. Law of the Nenets Autonomous Okrug “On the Territory of Compact Residence of the Indigenous Peoples of the North in the
Nenets Autonomous Okrug”. N. 65-OZ. 21.05.2007.


	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Research Settings: Geography, Population, and Ethnic Structure 
	Actor–Network Theory in Governance 
	Data Collection and Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Indigenous Communities 
	The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Indigenous Associations 
	The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Regional Governments 
	The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Corporations 
	The Collaboration of the Indigenous Peoples and Scientific Institutions 

	Conclusions 
	Appendix A
	References

