











In the long run, forest protection will only work if there are serious actions
taken to address inequalities in land tenure, discrimination against indigenous
peoples, corruption in governments and companies, over-consumption and
uncontrolled industrialization.

Trading in forest carbon: Helping polluters and not the climate

Trading carbon stored in forests would allow heavy polluters in industrialized
countries to continue with greenhouse gas emissions. It is very likely that if
trading in forest carbon is allowed it would lead to a massive increase in car-
bon credits available on the carbon market. Like with all commodities that are




traded in the free market, the price will drop rapidly when supply increases.
Therefore, trading forest carbon may not have a real potential to help in ad-
dressing climate change. We simply need to find ways to stop burning fossil
fuels, not to create loopholes that allow the pollution to continue.

WHAT ARE THE NEGATIVE IMPACTS OF REDD ON OUR
COMMUNITIES?

As long as there are no guarantees that indigenous peoples’ rights are recog-
nized and protected under any REDD programmes, there is a real danger that
they will have very serious negative impacts on your community.

Ignoring indigenous peoples’ rights: Relocation and land grabbing

Over the past decades, indigenous communities and other forest people have
struggled hard to get recognition of and support for community-based conser-
vation of forests. And in many cases they have succeeded. However, with REDD
we fear that all the gains will be lost and that governments will again favour a
“fences and fines” approach. In many cases this may not only mean that strict
rules for forest conservation are imposed on forest people, but that communi-
ties will be evicted from such “carbon protected areas”.
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Experiences in the past have shown that a “fences and fines”
approach does not work and that it failed to prevent the de-
struction of forests or the loss of biodiversity. The non-recogni-
tion of the rights of indigenous and other forest communities
prevents them from taking care of forest conservation and en-
courages encroachment by others.

Instead, it is expected that under REDD there will be an in-
crease of “zoning” of forests by governments, companies and
conservation NGOs, that there will be an increase of demar-
cation of protected areas, forest reserves or sustainable forest
management zones (for certified logging) in order to receive
REDD payments. The majority of already existing “forest zon-
ing” and “land classification” programs throughout the world

ignore the customary rights of indigenous peoples to their land and territories.
With REDD the value of forests increases and it therefore cannot be expected
that governments will be interested in addressing the demands of indigenous
communities for the recognition of their rights to their land and territories. The
compensation payments for forest conservation may also lead to increased
land speculation in forest areas, and unless REDD programmes take measures
to secure and recognize customary land rights of your communities, there is




a serious risk that more forests are being taken over by migrant settlers and
private companies.

Competing over benefits: The danger of increased inequality and
social conflict

As the forest gains in value and encroachment by outsiders on indigenous peo-
ples’ forests increases, there will be more conflicts. But REDD may also cause
more conflicts between and even within your communities. The increased
value of forests and the expected benefits from REDD programmes will un-
doubtedly generate more conflicts over boundaries between communities, or

among local landholders and forest owners. Once compensation payments un-
der REDD begin to flow, there is also the risk that there will be more and new
conflicts between and within communities if there are no careful measures
taken to make sure that the different communities and the households within
these communities equally benefit from these payments.




Targeting indigenous peoples land use practices: Banning a way
of life

Fire has been an important tool in land use and forest management of many
indigenous people, not just those living in the forests of the tropics and sub-
tropics. In the savannas of Africa, for example, pastoralists and hunters-gath-
erers have used fire to maintain the productivity of the ecosystem for livestock
and game since thousands of years. Fire is also the key technology in shifting
cultivation, a farming method practiced by an estimated 300 to 500 million
people worldwide, many of them indigenous peoples.

However, indigenous peo-
ples’ use of fire, just like
many other aspects of their
resource management sys-
tems have often not been
properly understood by
outsiders, above all not by
foresters, park rangers and
other state agents in charge
of the management and
conservation of forests and
biodiversity. As aresult, such
practices have been discour-
aged and in most cases even
been declared illegal.

In the age of global climate
change, resource use and
management practices that
rely on the use of fire are
coming under increased
pressure. This is particularly
the case with shifting culti-
vation. In the name of forest
conservation governments
all over the world and par-
ticularly in Asia have since
long sought to eradicate this




form of land use. The climate change discourse now provides them with addi-
tional arguments for banning shifting cultivation. In some countries every year
indigenous farmers are arrested when practising shifting cultivation.

Not only shifting cultivation, but also other forms of land use practiced by in-
digenous peoples — controlled burning of forests to improve habitat diversity
for game or pastures for livestock, the collection of fuel wood, cutting trees for
house construction and other purposes, even the gathering of non-timber for-
est products — are now considered a form of “forest degradation” under REDD
programs. And since REDD aims at reducing deforestation and forest degra-
dation, indigenous communities are and will increasingly be targeted in such
programs. This will have a severe impact on the way of life and the livelihood
security of the affected communities.

BUT CAN REDD ALSO BE BENEFICIAL TO INDIGENOUS
PEOPLES?

Although many indigenous peoples believe that REDD can never have any ad-
vantages for them, some indigenous peoples feel that there are conditions un-
der which REDD could potentially assist them in realizing their rights to their
lands and resources, and provide financial benefits to their communities.

Before we look a bit more into this, you should however be aware that despite
differences there is unity among indigenous peoples with regards to one fun-
damental position on REDD. In Anchorage, Alaska, in 2009, a Global Summit of
indigenous peoples stated that REDD must only go ahead if it is based on FULL
respect for the rights of indigenous peoples, including the provisions of the UN
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

If REDD was based on the recognition of indigenous peoples RIGHTS in this
way, it may also help your community in protecting your way of life:

e REDD could be used to promote progressive reforms of land, forest and
protected area laws and policies so that they fully respect indigenous
peoples’ rights, including the right to culturally appropriate consulta-
tion and free, prior and informed consent.

e Resolution of outstanding land and territorial claims could be a re-
guirement or a precondition for any REDD project. Indigenous peoples




could demand reforms of land titling and demarcation policies so that
their lands and territories are recognized based on traditional occupa-
tion and use, and titles can be issued.

REDD could be used as a way to gain funding, recognition and support
for community conserved territories or community conserved forests,
with funding made available to support indigenous peoples’ conserva-
tion and management practices.

If designed well, REDD could recognize that traditional farming and
other customary practices (cutting of firewood, cutting of lumber for
house building, etc.) do not harm the forest.

REDD could provide national level recognition that the traditional
knowledge of indigenous peoples is critical to forest conservation.

REDD could promote full title and ownership over traditional territo-
ries to enable direct access to international REDD funding and related
finance.

If and when the rights to their land and resources are fully recognized
and protected, indigenous peoples or communities may consider to
join REDD programmes or take the initiative on their own and enter
into REDD partnerships with foundations, conservation agencies, pri-
vate companies or others offering financial compensation for their
efforts to protect their forests. Such agreements would be similar to
other Payments for Environmental Services (PES) projects. You how-
ever have to be aware that if such schemes are not financed through
funds that explicitly exclude emission compensation/offsetting for the
respective donors, or which involve carbon trading, they will have im-
pacts not only for your peoples and area but also in the developing
countries in which emissions are allowed to continue.




What does my community have to think of before joining a
REDD project?

PES schemes — including Carbon Partnerships — are often promoted as a way
to address poverty especially among communities in remote, upland areas.
There are indigenous communities who are considering, or even already pre-
paring for carbon partnerships. These may include compensation for reforesta-
tion and afforestation, but also for REDD. Such partnerships can range from
simple carbon trading agreements to more comprehensive agreements which

PAYMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, OR PES, IS A WAY
TO ENSURE THAT THOSE WHO BENEFIT FROM ENVIRONMENTAL
GOODS AND SERVICES PAY THOSE WHO PROVIDE THESE SERVICES.
THESE SERVICES INCLUDE FOR EXAMPLE WATERSHED PROTECTION

OR OTHER FOREST CONSERVATION (WITH MULTIPLE BENEFITS LIKE
BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION, OR CARBON STORAGE, ETC.).

THE MORE COMMON PES PROJECTS ARE RELATED TO WATERSHED
MANAGEMENT. [N SUCH A CASE PEOPLE LIVING DOWNSTREAM WHO
USE THE WATER CLEANSED BY A FOREST FURTHER UPSTREAM,
LIKE FOR DRINKING WATER FOR VILLAGES AND TOWNS, A WATER
BOTTLING COMPANY, ETC., PAY THE PEOPLE WHO LIVE UPSTREAM AND
WHO MANAGE AND PROTECT THESE UPSTREAM FORESTS AND MAKE
SURE THAT THERE IS A SUSTAINABLE FLOW OF THIS "SERVICE"
INTO THE FUTURE.

may explicitly include
other environmental
services such as biodi-
versity conservation.
Since communities
are supposed to get
financial compensa-
tions for their forest
conservation efforts,
such partnerships do
represent an alterna-
tive form of income.
However, there are a
number of critical is-
sues which communi-
ties have to consider
before entering into
such agreements.

63




Among others these include:

REDD and other carbon partnership agreements are usually long-term
contracts, extending over several decades. So communities would be
bound by such an agreement for a very long time and it would prob-
ably be very difficult to make changes with respect to land use and
management in the area covered by the agreement.

Contracts especially with private companies — who in any case are first
of all interested to make profits — are complex and detailed and it is
necessary to study them very carefully in order not to accept condi-
tions whose consequences are not fully understood. The service of a
lawyer may be necessary.

There are also considerable technical challenges: REDD projects imply
a constant monitoring of carbon stock changes. There are examples
that show that communities are well capable of doing this if the areas
to be monitored are not very large. Most agencies who seek to enter
into a REDD partnership are however interested in having large areas
included in the contract. In some cases communities may actually own
large forest areas, but for monitoring these areas it may be necessary
to involve modern technologies, like remote sensing. Communities
may not have the means or skills to do that and would have to rely
on outsiders or the contract partner. This implies the danger that they
lose control over the process.

In other cases when large areas are to be included several communi-
ties would have to be involved. Some communities may however not
be interested, and if all agree to participate, coordination and coopera-
tion would have to be ensured and maybe an organisation represent-
ing all communities involved would have to be found or newly created.
Especially if there are no traditional social and political institutions
present at a higher level it can be very challenging to ensure smooth
and good governance of the project and there is a considerable poten-
tial for conflict.

You will find a check-list at the back of this booklet to provide you with a guide
for the kinds of detailed questions that any community should ask prior to
entering a carbon partnership agreement. It is also a good idea to find out as
much information as you can from sources OTHER than the company trying to
set up the project.










PART III:

THE UNDRII
WHAT COM
CAN DO

YOU AND YOUR COMMUNITY: DEALING
WITH REDD THROUGH THE UNDRIP

You are an indigenous person. It is likely that you and your
community have lived in the area where you are in for decades,
if not hundreds of years.

It is important that you are aware of discussions and decisions on climate
change, including REDD. It is important that you participate in discussions
where the land you live and make your living is concerned. It is important that
you have a voice, to speak your mind or to ask questions, especially when deci-
sions have to be made. It is your right. It is your human right. It is your right as
an indigenous person. The UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
(UNDRIP) says so.

WHAT IS THE UNDRIP? '

The UNDRIP is the result of more than 20 years of work by indigenous repre-
sentatives, governments and experts — writing the contents, and negotiating
and agreeing among themselves, until it was eventually adopted by the UN
General Assembly on 13 September 2007. The purpose of the Declaration is
to identify standards by which governments can recognize the rights of indig-
enous peoples.

It sets the minimum standards for the survival, dignity and well-being of the in-
digenous peoples of the world. The Declaration is not a directly legally binding
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instrument but it affirms many rights already contained in international human
rights treaties, and is therefore indirectly legally binding. For this reason and
because a majority of the governments in the United Nations (UN) have agreed
to its contents, indigenous peoples can use and are already using this to pres-
sure governments to fulfil their obligations in the recognition and protection
of our rights.

In fact, already in 2007 Bolivia has adopted the UNDRIP as a law, and it was
incorporated into their new Constitution in 2009. Bolivia is proud to be the
first country in the world to implement this international instrument. In Belize,
the indigenous Maya villages of Conejo and Santa Cruz sued the government
in 2007 for giving permission to logging, oil, and hydro-electric companies to
undertake projects on their territories and denying Mayan farmers access to
their own ancestral land. The Supreme Court of Belize ruled in favour of the
Mayas and ordered the national government to recognize the indigenous Ma-
yas’ customary rights to their land and to stop any activities that might hinder
them from using their land. It made explicit reference to the UNDRIP. It was the
first judgment that made reference to the UNDRIP, which could influence the
outcome of similar cases in other parts of the world.




WHAT IS IN THE UNDRIP?

The Declaration contains 24 preambulatory paragraphs and 46 operative ar-
ticles which list and explain the international human rights of indigenous peo-
ples. Among important contents of the Declaration are: the right to self-defi-
nition as indigenous peoples; the right to self- determination; rights to lands,
territories and natural resources; the right to free, prior and informed consent
for development activities on their lands and territories; and rights embodied
in the other human rights instruments. The Declaration is also special because
it talks of collective rights. This is particularly important for indigenous peoples,
because many aspects of our life are common, or shared, such as ownership of
lands and resources.

If you look closely at the UNDRIP, you will find that it is made up of elements
that are found in other international legal instruments, like the Charter of the
United Nations, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Human Rights
Covenants, and conventions and declarations like the Convention on the Rights
of the Child (CRC), the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimi-
nation against Women (CEDAW), the Convention on the Elimination of All Form
of Racial Discrimination (CERD), conventions addressing genocide, minorities
and religious intolerance, as well as the International Labour Organization’s
(ILO) Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention No. 169.




The UNDRIP - Summary of what it contains

Self Determination
Indigenous peoples have the right to self-determination, which means that they freely deter-
mine collectively their political, economic, social and cultural systems and development.

They are entitled to maintain and strengthen their distinct political, legal, economic, social
and cultural institutions, while retaining their right to participate fully, in the life of the State
in regard to those aspects.

They have the right to determine their own identity and membership; and the structures and
leadership selection of their institutions in accordance with their own procedures, customs
and traditions.

Right to land, territories and resources

Indigenous peoples have the right to lands, territories and resources. States shall give legal
recognition and protection to these lands, territories and resources with due respect to cus-
toms and traditions of indigenous peoples to land tenure systems.

They have the right to maintain and strengthen their distinctive spiritual relationship with
their lands, territories and other resources and to uphold their responsibilities to future gen-
erations in this regard.

States shall establish and implement, in conjunction with indigenous peoples concerned, an
open and transparent process to recognize and settle disputes pertaining to their lands, ter-
ritories and resources.

Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC)
Indigenous peoples have the right to free, prior and informed consent on the following:

a. Any action resulting in Forced removal or relocation from their lands or territories

b. Any change in existing or creation of new laws or regulations by the government that af-
fects them.

c. Any projects affecting their lands and territories particularly with the development, utiliza-
tion or exploitation of mineral, water or other resources.

d. Any Storage or throwing away of anything that is poisonous or dangerous on their lands or
territories.

FPIC means that indigenous peoples should determine whether a project can go ahead or
reject or set conditions for project implementation based on their collective decision making
processes.

Right to Development

Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain and develop their political, economic and social
systems and institutions and to secure their own means of subsistence and development,
including the freedom to engage in traditional and other economic activities. Those deprived




of such means are entitled to just and fair redress. They have the right to determine and
develop priorities and strategies for their own development and to be actively involved, in
health, housing and other economic and social programmes which when possible they will
administer through their own institutions.

States shall take special measures to improve the economic and social conditions of indig-
enous peoples, while paying attention to the rights and special needs of indigenous elders,
women, youth, children and persons with disabilities. States shall take specific measures to
protect indigenous children from economic exploitation and all forms of child labour.

Culture and Cultural Heritage

Indigenous peoples and individuals have the right not to be subjected to forced assimilation
or destruction of their culture, and States shall provide effective mechanisms to prevent and
provide redress to forced assimilation.

Indigenous peoples have the right to manifest, practice, develop and teach their spiritual
and religious traditions, customs and ceremonies, including the use and control of their cer-
emonial objects and the repatriation of their human remains. States shall seek to enable
the access and/or repatriation of ceremonial objects and human remains in their possession
through mechanisms developed with indigenous peoples concerned.

Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain, control, protect and develop their cultural
heritage, traditional knowledge and traditional cultural expressions, as well as the manifes-
tations of their sciences, technologies and cultures. States needs to act to recognise and
protect these rights.

Education

Indigenous peoples have the right to establish and control their educational systems and
institutions in their own languages and methods. They are also entitled to receive all levels
and forms of education from the State. States shall take effective measures for indigenous
individuals to have access, when possible, to an education in their own culture and provided
in their own language.

Indigenous peoples have the right to the dignity and diversity of their cultures, traditions, his-
tories and aspirations which shall be appropriately reflected in education and public informa-
tion. States shall take effective measures to combat prejudice and eliminate discrimination
and promote tolerance, understanding and good relations among indigenous peoples and all
other segments of society.

Health

Indigenous peoples have the right to their traditional medicines and to maintain their health
practices, as well as to the enjoyment of highest attainable standard of physical and mental
health. States must make sure that whenever indigenous peoples are affected by poisonous
or dangerous materials that proper programmes are in place that will improve and repair
the health of indigenous peoples and that these programmes are designed by the affected
indigenous peoples.




So what does that have to do
with Climate Change and REDD?

The UNDRIP should be the overarching
framework which guides the design and
implementation of climate change poli-
cies as these relate to indigenous peo-
ples. Any policy, programme or project,
including those on climate change,
which will be implemented on indig-
enous territories should be carried out
with indigenous peoples’ free, prior and
informed consent (FPIC). Many of the
problems faced by indigenous peoples
on climate change-related activities arise
from neglect of these rights and the FPIC
principle.

Can you tell me more about Free, Prior and Informed Consent
(FPIC)?

FPIC is the consensus/consent of indigenous peoples which has come about
in accordance with their customary laws and practices. This does not neces-
sarily mean that every single member must agree, but rather that consensus
will be determined according to customary law and practice. In some cases,
indigenous peoples may choose to express their consent through procedures
and institutions that are not formally or entirely based on customary law and
practice, such as statutory councils or tribal governments. Regardless of the na-
ture of the process, the affected indigenous peoples retain the right to refuse
consent, or to withhold consent until certain conditions are met. Consent must
be obtained without coercion and manipulation (“free” consent). It must be
obtained before the activities start (“prior” consent), and after the project pro-
ponent has provided all information needed to fully understand all the details
of the project, like its purpose, scope and of course the impact on the environ-
ment and the people, and this information has to be provided in a language
and in a way that is understandable to the affected indigenous communities
(“informed” consent).




FREE PRIOR AND INFORMED CONSENT

FPIC 1S MECHANISM AND A PROCESS WHEREIN INDIGENOUS PEOPLES UNDER-
TAKE THEIR COLLECTIVE DECISION ON MATTERS THAT AFFECTS THEM, AS AN
EXERCISE OF THEIR RIGHT TO THEIR LAND, TERRITORIES AND RESOURCES, THEIR RIGHT
TO SELF-DETERMINATION AND TO CULTURAL INTEGRITY.

FREE: INDEPENDENT PROCESS OF DECISION-MAKING

¢  WITHOUT COERCION OR FREE FROM SPONSORED IDEAS OR MANIPULATIVE OR DE-
CEIVING ACTIONS TO GET CONSENT;
¢ DECISION MAKING PROCESS COMPATIBLE TO THE INDIGENOUS CUSTOMARY LAWS.

PRIOR: RIGHT TO HAVE A SAY AND DECISION IN ANY PROJECT THAT CONCERNS
THEM BEFORE ITS IMPLEMENTATION

¢ THE STATE OR THIRD PARTIES PLANNING ACTIVITIES MUST SEEK THEIR INFORMED
CONSENT SUFFICIENTLY IN ADVANCE OF ANY COMMENCEMENT AND FINAL AU-
THORIZATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION;

¢ SUFFICIENT TIME TO UNDERSTAND AND ANALYSE THE INFORMATION THEY RECEIVE,
AND TO DEFINE AND UNDERTAKE THEIR COLLECTIVE DECISION;

¢  TIME BOUND REQUIREMENT FOR INFORMATION DISSEMINATION SHOULD BE COM-
PATIBLE TO THE SITUATION OF INDIGENOUS PEOPLES;

¢ TIME REQUIREMENTS OF INDIGENOUS CONSULTATIONS AND CONSENSUS PROCESSES
SHOULD BE DEFINED BY THE INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES AND NOT IMPOSED ON
THEM.

INFORMED: RIGHT TO BE PROVIDED WITH PERTINENT INFORMATION ON THE AcC-
TIVITY/PROJECT/ PROGRAMME BEING PLANNED IN ORDER FOR THE COMMUNITY
TO UNDERTAKE AN INFORMED DECISION MAKING PROCESS. THIS ALSO INCLUDES
THE RIGHT TO ACCESS RELATED INFORMATION.

¢ INCLUDES THE FULL AND LEGALLY ACCURATE DISCLOSURE OF RELEVANT INFORMA-
TION IN A FORM, WHICH 1S BOTH ACCESSIBLE AND UNDERSTANDABLE ( LANGUAGE)
TO THEM.

CONSENT: CONSENT IS A RESULT OF THE COLLECTIVE, INDEPENDENT AND SELF- DE-
TERMINED DECISION-MAKING PROCESS OF INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES

¢  CONSENT DECISION IS BASED FROM A COLLECTIVE DECISION OF THE COMMUNITY
AND NOT JUST A DECISION OF LEADERS;

¢  CONSENT AS A COLLECTIVE DECISION OF INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES MAY ALSO IN-
CLUDE THEIR TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR THEIR CONSENT DECISION, INCLUDING
WITHDRAWAL OF CONSENT IF TERMS AND CONDITIONS ARE VIOLATED;

¢ CONSENT SHALL BE SOUGHT AT EVERY STAGE OR PHASE OF THE PROJECT/ ACTIVITY IF
DEEMED TO HAVE POTENTIAL IMPACTS AT EVERY STAGE/PHASE OF THE PROJECT;

¢ THE PRESENTATION OF CORRECT AND SUFFICIENT INFORMATION, CONSULTATION
AND PARTICIPATION ARE CRUCIAL COMPONENTS OF A CONSENT PROCESS;

¢ INCLUSION OF A GENDER PERSPECTIVE AND PARTICIPATION OF INDIGENOUS WOM-
EN ARE ESSENTIAL, AS WELL AS PARTICIPATION OF CHILDREN AND YOUTH AS AP-
PROPRIATE.




In the UNDRIP, articles that are related to FPIC are the following:

Article 10:

Article 11:

Article 19:

Article 28:

Article 29:

Article 32:

Indigenous peoples cannot be forcibly removed from their
lands and territories and relocated without FPIC.

Redress shall be given to indigenous peoples whose cultural,
intellectual, religious and spiritual property are taken without
their FPIC

FPIC must be obtained before adopting or implementing legis-
lative/administrative measures affecting indigenous peoples
Indigenous peoples have the right to redress for lands, territo-
ries, resources, which were confiscated, taken, occupied, used
or damaged without their FPIC

No storage or disposal of hazardous materials in indigenous
peoples’ lands without FPIC

FPIC should be obtained prior to approval of any project affect-
ing their lands, territories and resources, particularly exploita-
tion of mineral, water and other resources.

REDD involves our forests and resources, and it may involve the
land I am living on. Is there anything in the UNDRIP on these?

A common and important problem that indigenous peoples encounter is the
violation of their rights to lands, territories and natural resources. This problem
is getting more and more serious as natural resource extraction is expanding
into even the remotest areas, and it is particularly bad in countries where there
are no national laws recognizing indigenous peoples’ land rights. What’s more,
in many countries not even the existence of indigenous peoples is recognized




in laws and policies. The denial of the right to land and resources, as well as
the right to their use and management, is one of the causes of biodiversity loss
among indigenous peoples, and it leads to tremendous hardship among many
of our communities.

Rights to land and resources can be found in the following UNDRIP articles:

Article 25

Indigenous peoples have the right to maintain and strengthen their distinc-
tive spiritual relationship with their traditionally owned or otherwise occu-
pied and used lands, territories, waters and coastal seas and other resourc-
es and to uphold their responsibilities to future generations in this regard.

Article 26
1. Indigenous peoples have the right to the lands, territories and resources
which they have traditionally owned, occupied or otherwise used or acquired.

Indigenous peoples have the right to own, use, develop and control the lands,
territories and resources that they possess by reason of traditional ownership
or other traditional occupation or use, as well as those which they have other-
wise acquired.

States shall give legal recognition and protection to these lands, territories and
resources. Such recognition shall be conducted with due respect to the customs,
traditions and land tenure systems of the indigenous peoples concerned.




What does the UNDRIP say about Indigenous Peoples’ right to
development?

The UNDRIP emphasizes the right to self-determined development of indige-
nous peoples. This is spelled out in Article 3, which states: “Indigenous peoples
have the right to self-determination. By virtue of this right they freely deter-
mine their political status and freely pursue their economic, social and cultural
development.”

The right to self-determination is manifested in the following:

e Autonomy or self-government in matters relating to their internal and lo-
cal affairs, as well as ways and means for financing their autonomous func-
tions;

e Respect for the principle of free, prior and informed consent in any activi-
ties affecting indigenous peoples;

e  Full and effective participation of indigenous peoples at every stage of any
activity that may affect them directly or indirectly. The participation of in-
digenous peoples may be through their traditional authorities or a rep-
resentative organisation. This participation may also take the form of co-
management (managing a project, programme, protected area, etc. jointly
with government agencies or other non-governmental organisations);

e Formal recognition of indigenous peoples’ traditional socio-political or-
ganisation, their institutions, justice and conflict resolution systems;

e Recognition of the right of indigenous peoples to freely define and pursue
their economic, social and cultural development.




Now that I have all this information: What can my community
and I do and how can we use the UNDRIP?

Because indigenous peoples can play a vital role in the mitigation of climate
change, it is important to ensure their meaningful and effective participation
at all levels in all policies and programmes affecting them. The UNDRIP serves
as a framework according to which the policies and programmes affecting in-
digenous peoples should be shaped.

The Anchorage Declaration, mentioned earlier, reiterates this, asserting that
“the inherent rights of Indigenous Peoples, affirmed by the UNDRIP, must be
fully respected in all decision-making processes and activities related to cli-
mate change”.

With the UNDRIP as framework for indigenous peoples’ engagement in the
climate change processes, they have identified the following as ways forward
for indigenous peoples and communities:

e Enhance and deepen our understanding of climate change to implement
more effective and appropriate mitigation and adaptation measures in our
lands and territories. We need to conduct education and awareness rais-
ing campaigns among our communities.

e Strengthen engagements and relationships with other indigenous peoples

and communities, and with government and non-government agencies
and institutions.

e Enhance our capacities to mitigate and adopt to climate change by using
traditional knowledge and sustainable forest management practices and
by implementing self-determined development.




Document how indigenous peoples, including youth and women, are be-
ing affected by climate change, and what their contributions are to local
adaptation and mitigation strategies.

Exchange information with other communities on climate change mitiga-
tion and adaptation strategies developed based on traditional knowledge,
innovations, and practices which includes knowledge and use of land, wa-
ter and sea ice, traditional agriculture, forest management, agricultural
plant diversity, pastoralism and husbandry, herbal medicines etc. In all this
we need to ensure that our intellectual property rights are protected and
respected at the local, national and international levels.

Participate in climate change meetings at different levels (local, national,
regional and global) and speak out, presenting our position and defend-




ing our rights wherever possible. Ensure the participation of women and
children in these processes.

Write strategy papers on REDD and the issues of technology, finance, ad-
aptation and mitigation, and capacity building. Help to ensure that all ini-
tiatives under REDD recognize and protect the rights of indigenous peo-
ples, including their land rights in accordance with traditional practices
and customary laws.

Support campaigns for the implementation of the UNDRIP.

Wherever not yet recognized, campaign for the recognition of our right
to maintain our traditional use of plants and animals through hunting and
gathering.

Nurture and develop our traditional knowledge, environment-friendly
technologies, cultural diversity and the biodiversity in our territories.

Support campaigns of indigenous peoples against projects and policies
which worsen climate change and which violate our rights (mining, log-
ging, dams, etc.)

Undertake sustained lobby and advocacy work within the UNFCCC process-
es, among the UN agencies and bodies, and multilateral bodies to ensure
our effective and meaningful participation and that our rights, perspec-
tives and proposals on climate change are respected and implemented.

Actively participate in the formulation of national policies on climate
change.







Carbon projects and programmes

A CHECK-LIST FOR COMMUNITIES

If your community is approached fo be part of a project or programme that
will be funded by the carbon market, by carbon finance funds, or that will
create carbon credits then it is important to try to get as much information
as possible before entering intfo any agreement. This checklist is intended
to provide a minimum list of questions that you should get answers to. You
should also access the advice of a trusted lawyer before signing anything.

INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT

Basics

v Where is the project, how big an area does it cover, what are the
names and number of affected people(s) or communities?

V. What kind of land rights does your people or community hold over
your lands and territories? Are your rights customary and untitled,
customary and titled, individual and titled, individual and untitled,
communal and titled or communal and untitled, or some other form of
right?

V. Are you being proposed as a party to the contract selling the carbon
credits? If yes, who is the named seller? If no, what company, agency
or other entity is the named seller?

V. What is the length of time that the project covers? What are the
different stages of the project and their respective durations?

The financing mechanism

vV Is the project funded through the sale of carbon offset credits or
through other funding or a mix of the two?

vV If the project is funded by the sale of carbon offset credits, what
kind of information has been provided to you pro-actively, and what
information has been requested by the community during project and
contract negotiations on:




» Who is the buyer? Who pays for the carbon rights which the
community is considering to sell and at what average price? What
are the prices for comparable projects?

»  Possible legal implications of signing a carbon offset contract
and on possible impact of such a (long-term) contract on owner-
ship rights over the carbon in the forest, both for present and
future generations.

» Possible implications of both decreasing and increasing carbon
prices for the specific project? E.g. will the community benefit
if carbon prices go up or do they receive a fixed sum payment
irrespective of the price for which offset credits are traded?
With regard to falling prices, will payments to the community be
linked to the price of carbon on an international carbon market?
Are contractual obligations linked to payments agreed on in the
carbon contract signed?

WHAT YOU SHOULD KNOW....

...ON THE CLIMATE IMPLICATIONS OF CARBON OFFSETS
GENERALLY:

(1) THE BUYER OF THE CARBON CREDIT IS PURCHASING THE RIGHT
TO CONTINUE TO RELEASE FOSSIL FUEL EMISSIONS AT HOME BY
PAYING THE COMMUNITY TO CHANGE BEHAVIOUR AND THEREBY
REDUCE EMISSIONS WHICH THEY ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR;

(2) CARBON OFFSET PROJECTS NEVER REDUCE EMISSIONS AND LEAD
AT BEST TO STABILISATION OF EMISSIONS WHILE THE SCIENTIFIC
CONSENSUS IS THAT EMISSIONS NEED TO BE REDUCED BY SOME 80-
90% OVER THE COMING DECADES AND PEAK AROUND 2015 IF
CLIMATE CHAOS IS TO BE AVOIDED;

(3) CARBON OFFSET PROJECTS WILL JUSTIFY CONTINUED AND EX-
PANDED EXTRACTION OF OIL AND COAL WITH ALL ITS HUMAN

RIGHTS, SOCIAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES.

v If the project is financed through a fund, has information been pro-
vided pro-actively or requested by the community during the presen-
tation and negotiation of the project on the objectives of the fund,




where the fund is located, who is providing the funding and whether
those providing the funds are getting carbon emission offset rights

in return for their contribution.

CONSULTATION AND NEGOTIATION PROCESS

v Who was the negotiating partner, if one?

v Who has negotiated for you or is proposed to negotiate for you? Will
you negotiate by yourself?

V. Who will be signing the contract on behalf of your people or your com-
munity? How has this been decided?

vV Have you had independent legal advice and/or an opportunity fo dis-
cuss the contract and its implications on rights with a lawyer?

v Was there a lawyer representing or advising you present during the
negotiations?

vV Were the national laws of the country discussed as they may affect
the carbon contract?

v Has the contract been written and presented in the language of your
people or the language spoken in the community, or at least a language
that community members can understand?

' Have women been involved in the consultation and decision making?

v Did the consultation process allow for feedback from community mem-
bers? Was the consensus of the people of the community obtained in
accordance with their custom and tradition? If not, why not?

v Has the community been given a copy of the contract and other docu-
mentation related to the carbon offset project?

v Assuming there are restrictions on the use of the forest, how have
these been negotiated within your community?

Vv Do the restrictions affect all members of the community equally?
Who is affected most, who the least?

v Isthere a process to address unequal impact?

v Does the project create any new jobs? If yes, by what process are
jobs allocated or provided and what kind of jobs?




WHAT YOU SHOULD KNOW...

...ON A PROPER CONSULTATION PROCESS.

THE INTER-AMERICAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS GAVE A RULING
AFTER DEALING WITH THE CASE OF THE SARAMAKA PEOPLE VS SURI-
NAME GOVERNMENT WHICH OUTLINES SOME KEY ASPECTS OF THE
DUTY TO CONSULT. THE SAME SHOULD ALSO APPLY TO NEGOTIA-
TION OF FOREST CARBON PROJECTS:

0

THE STATE AND THOSE AUTHORISED BY IT HAVE THE DUTY TO
BOTH ACCEPT AND DISSEMINATE INFORMATION, AND ENSURE
CONSTANT COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE PARTIES;

CONSULTATIONS MUST BE UNDERTAKEN IN GOOD FAITH,
THROUGH CULTURALLY APPROPRIATE PROCEDURES AND WITH
THE OBJECTIVE OF REACHING AN AGREEMENT;

INDIGENOUS AND TRIBAL PEOPLES MUST BE CONSULTED, "IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH THEIR OWN TRADITIONS, AT THE EARLY STAG-
ES OF A DEVELOPMENT OR INVESTMENT PLAN, NOT ONLY WHEN
THE NEED ARISES TO OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM THE COMMU-
NITY, IF SUCH IS THE CASE. EARLY NOTICE PROVIDES TIME FOR
INTERNAL DISCUSSION WITHIN COMMUNITIES AND FOR PROPER
FEEDBACK TO THE STATE;"

THE STATE MUST ENSURE THAT THE INDIGENOUS AND TRIBAL
PEOPLES ARE AWARE OF POSSIBLE RISKS, INCLUDING ENVIRON-
MENTAL AND HEALTH RISKS, SO THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT
1S ACCEPTED KNOWINGLY AND VOLUNTARILY; AND,

FINALLY, CONSULTATION SHOULD TAKE ACCOUNT OF INDIG-
ENOUS AND TRIBAL PEOPLES TRADITIONAL METHODS OF DECI-
SION-MAKING.

DO YOU THINK THAT THE CONSULTATION AND NEGOTIATION
PROCESS RELATED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT MEETS ALL OF
THESE REQUIREMENTS?




THE CONTENT OF THE CONTRACT

v

What is the time period of the contract? Is it the same as the length
of the project?

Does the contract limit or restrict your right of access and use or the
right of use for other neighbouring communities? If yes, have these
limitations been fairly negotiated and has fair compensation been pro-
vided under the contract?

How are the payments being determined?

If the selling of credits is part of the contract, how many credits are
these?

Is the payment received linked to the price of the carbon?

Did you have your own financial analysis to assist in arriving at the
agreed price? Is the payment made as one-off fixed sum or a continu-
ous payment for as long as the contract lasts?

What rules or regulations have been put in place to make sure the
carbon remains in the forest during the contract period? Who has put
these rules and regulations in place?

Who carries the risk if something happens to the forest/trees? What
happens if the carbon is lost through accidental events like a wildfire?
Would you have to pay money back to the contract partner?

Has sufficient information been provided/sought for you to under-
stand both the responsibilities and benefits as agreed upon in the
contract?

IMPLEMENTATION AND MONITORING

v

Who is responsible for the implementation of the rules and regula-
tions agreed on in the contract? Who is monitoring the implementa-
tion?

What enforcement mechanism is in place to ensure that the contrac-
tual obligations are met?

This check-list is based on a community check-list developed by FERN and the Forest
Peoples Programme
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WHERE CAN I GET MORE INFORMATION ABOUT ALL THESE
THINGS?

Climate Change

Anchorage Declaration, Indigenous Peoples’ Global Summit on Climate Change:
<http://www.forestpeoples.org/documents/forest_issues/anchorage_
declaration_apr09_eng.pdf>

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 2007. Fourth Assessment
Report Climate Change 2007:Synthesis Report, Summaryfor Policymakers
<http://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessmentreport/ard/syr/ard-syr-spm.pdf>

International Work Group for Indigenous Affairs (IWGIA) 2008. Indigenous
Affairs 1-2/08, special issue on Climate Change and Indigenous Peoples
<http://www.iwgia.org/sw29009.asp>

Tauli-Corpuz, Victoria and P. Tamang 2007. Oil Palm and Other Commercial Tree
Plantations, Monocropping: Impacts on Indigenous Peoples’ Land Tenure
and Resource Management Systems and Livelihoods. Report prepared
for the Sixth Session of the UNPFII. UN Document E/C.19/2007/CRP.6.
<http://www.un.org/esa/ socdev/unpfii/documents/6session_crp6.
doc>

Tebtebba 2009. Guide on Climate Change and Indigenous Peoples - 2nd Edition.
Baguio, Philippines. <http://www.tebtebba.org/index.php?option=com_
docman&task=doc_download&gid=468&Itemid=27>

United Nations Economic and Social Council (UN ECOSOC) 2008. Impact of
Climate Change Mitigation Measures on Indigenous Peoples and on
their Territories and Lands. <http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/
documents/E_C19_2008_10.pdf>

United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues (UNPFIIS) 2007. Climate
Change: An Overview, Paper prepared by the Secretariat of the United
Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues. <http://www.un.org/
esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/Climate_change_overview.doc>




REDD

Bond, Ivan, Maryanne Grieg-Gran, Sheila Wertz-Kanounnikoff, Peter
Hazlewood, Sven Wunder, Arild Angelsen 2009.. Incentives to sustain
forest ecosystem services: A review and lessons for REDD, IIED. ISBN:
9781843697428. <http://www.iied.org/pubs/pdfs/13555IIED.pdf>

Greenpeace 2009. Carbon Scam: Noel Kempff Climate Action Project and
the Push for Sub-national Forest Offsets. http://www.greenpeace.org/
international/campaigns/climate-change/forests_for_climate/noel-
kempff

Griffiths, Tom with Francesco Martone 2009. Seeing ‘REDD’?: Forests, climate
change mitigation and the rights of indigenous peoples and local
communities. Forest Peoples Programme. <http://www.forestpeoples.
org/documents/ifi_igo/seeing_redd _update_may09 eng.pdf>

International Work Group for Indigenous Affairs (IWGIA) 2009. Indigenous
Affairs 1-2/09, special issue on REDD and Indigenous Peoples. <http://
www.iwgia.org/sw29928.asp>

Rights and Resources 2008a, Seeing People through the Trees: Scaling Up
Efforts to Advance Right and Address Poverty, Conflict and Climate
Change. <http://www.rightsandresources.org/documents/index.
php?publD=737>

Lee, Erica and Sango Mahanty 2009. Payments for Environmental Servicesand
Poverty Reduction. Risks and Opportunities. RECOFTC, Bangkok.
<http://www.recoftc.org/site/fileadmin/docs/publications/The_Grey
Zone/2009/Issue_PaperlSBN.pdf>

UN-REDD

UN REDD web-site: www.unredd.net

FAO, UNDP, UNEP 2008. UN Collaborative Programme on Reducing Emissions
from Deforestation and Forest Degradation in Developing Countries
(UN-REDD). Framework Document, 20 June 2008. <http://www.undp.
org/mdtf/un-redd/docs/Annex-A-Framework-Document.pdf>




World Bank

Forest Peoples Programme 2007. Indigenous Peoples & World Bank Projects: A
Community Guide to the World Bank’s Indigenous Peoples Policy (OP/BP
4.10), , May 2007. <http://www.forestpeoples.org/documents/ifi_igo/
wb_4 10_guide_may07_eng.pdf>

2009. The World Bank’s Forest Investment Programme (FIP): core
elements and critical issues. Rights, forests and climate briefing series —
October2009. http://www.forestpeoples.org/documents/forest_issues/
fip_briefing_oct09_eng.pdf

2009. Moving the goal posts? Accountability failures of the World
Bank’s Forest Carbon Partnership Facility (FCPF). Rights, forests and
climate briefing series — October 2009. http://www.forestpeoples.org/
documents/forest_issues/fcpf_briefing_oct09_eng.pdf

Forest Carbon Partnership Facility: <http://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/
fcp/>

Forest Carbon Partnership Facility Participant Committee

The current funded position for an indigenous peoples’ observer
in the FCPF Participant Committee is filled by Estebancio Castro,
who will remain in the position until May 2010 when the UN
Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues will facilitate a new
selection process for a second term. Until May 2010, you can
contact Estebancio at the details below:

Estebancio Castro Diaz

Executive Secretary/Secretario Ejecutivo

International Alliance of Indigenous and Tribal Peoples of Tropical
Forests/Alianza Internacional de los Pueblos Indigenas y Tribales
de Bosques Tropicales

Email: estebancio@international-alliance.org

Phone: (507) 345 0216

Fax: (507) 345 0217

Cell: (507) 66816132




Forest Carbon Partnership Facility Charter: <http://www.
forestcarbonpartnership.org/fcp/sites/forestcarbonpartnership.org/
files/Documents/PDF/FCPF_Charter_06-13-08.pdf>

Forest Carbon Partnership Facility Participant Committee Observers: <http://
www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/fcp/node/22>

World Bank 2009. Revised Draft Design Document for the Forest Investment
Program. April 2009. <http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTCC/Resou
rces/3rdDesignMeetingRevisedDraftDesignDocument.pdf>
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3 -g GLOSSARY

l‘% Adaptation: Any activity or change that is intended

l\ to address the effects that climate change is al-
& ready having, for instance on land, ecosystems
and livelihoods.

Afforestation: Developing a forest on land that has
not been forested in recent times (compared
with reforestation, or the replacement of a for-
est recently lost or logged, see below).

Annex | parties: Industrialised countries listed in An-

e nex | to the UN Convention on Climate Change.

Nearly all of these countries are the countries
that have binding emissions reduction targets
under the Kyoto Protocol.

Anthropogenic: Something which is caused by human
action. The term is used to distinguish naturally
occurring greenhouse gas emission reductions
from ones that result from human activity.

Bali Action Plan: One part of the Bali Roadmap, the
Bali Action Plan (or BAP) is the name given to
a decision taken by the Conference of the Par-
ties to the UNFCCC that outlines the contents
of a future legally binding agreement under
the Convention The decision establishes an ‘Ad
Hoc Working Group on Long-term Cooperative
Action’ (‘AWG-LCA’) to consider a specified set
of issues also set out in the decision, aiming to
reach agreement at the UN Climate Change Con-
ference to be held in Copenhagen in December
2009 (UN Doc FCCC/CP/2007/L.7/Rev.1).

Bali Roadmap: The collection of decisions and conclu-
sions adopted by the parties to the UNFCCC and
to the Kyoto Protocol at the 13th Conference of
the Parties to the UNFCCC held in Bali, Indo-
nesia, which provide a process for agreeing to

..'b
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future revisions and additions to the UNFCCC
and new commitments under the Kyoto Proto-
col. The roadmap sets the aim of finalising all
post-2012 discussions in all fora by the 15th
Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC to be
held in Copenhagen in December 2009.

Baseline: When we seek to measure whether some-
thing has increased or decreased, we need to
measure it relative to a level that it has had
at some point. We often chose a level during
a particular year or date to serve as this ‘start-
ing point’ for our measurements. This starting
point is called the baseline.

Carbon bio-sequestration: The storage of carbon by
plants, trees and other flora, which absorb car-
bon dioxide from the atmosphere as they grow,
releasing the oxygen, and storing the carbon
both in themselves and in the soil.

Carbon market: Transactions for the sale of emissions
permits, credits, reductions or offsets together
comprise the ‘carbon market’. In fact, carbon
can be traded as carbon or as carbon dioxide,
and other greenhouse gases (or emissions) can
also be traded in some of the ‘emission mar-
kets’. It is important to remember that at the
moment there is not one carbon market, there
are a number of emission trading markets of
different types — some are geographical (the
European market), some a purely voluntary
and they all have different rules and regulations
governing them.

Clean Development Mechanism (CDM): A facility cre-
ated under the Kyoto Protocol, which allows
Annex | countries to finance emissions reducing



projects in developing countries that are party
to the Kyoto Protocol then to use the resulting
‘certified emissions reductions’ (‘CERs’) to off-
set their own emissions (to count towards their
own targets for emission reduction).

Conference of the Parties (COP): The term used to
describe the regular meeting of state parties to
a UN Convention, such as the UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change or the Conven-
tion on Biological Diversity. This is the body with
authority to take decisions under the Conven-
tion and to amend the Convention.

Conference of the Parties acting as the Meeting of
the Parties (COP/MOP): This is the meeting of
state parties under a Protocol to a Convention
(such as the Kyoto Protocol) and the body with
authority to take decisions under the Protocol.

Climate change: This term refers to all the impacts on
the earth’s natural climate system that are re-
sulting from human-caused global warming (see
below). This includes rainfall patterns and ocean
levels, the direction and speed of wind and
ocean currents, seasonal cycles, and the likeli-
hood and intensity of climatic disasters such as
droughts, storms and floods (IPCC, 2007).

Deforestation: The conversion of forested land to
non-forested land.

Emissions trading (or ‘carbon trading’): The sale or
purchase of: ‘permits’ or ‘allowances’ to emit
greenhouse gases; or ‘certificates’ or ‘credits’
that prove a certain reduction in emissions from
a particular activity beyond what would other-
wise have been the case (i.e. ‘business as usual’
emissions); or certificates that indicate a certain
amount of actual emissions have been ‘offset’
somewhere else, through for example, carbon
sequestration.




Forest degradation: Occurs when the structure or
function of a forest is negatively affected, re-
ducing the ability of the forest to provide serv-
ices or products (FAO, 2004).

Fossil fuels: Gas, coal, oil and oil-derived products
such as diesel. Fossil fuels are combusted to
create electricity, to provide heating, to power
all forms of transportation and to power indus-
trial processes, like mining and manufacturing
activities. They are formed by dead organic
matter being pressed over millions of years,
hence the term ‘fossil’.

Global warming: An observed or expected rise in the
earth’s average temperature due to having more
greenhouse gases in the atmosphere leading to
more of the sun’s warmth being trapped close
to the earth.

Greenhouse gases (GHGs): A group of gases in the at-
mosphere that absorb infrared radiation. They
appear in greatest proportions in the earth’s
lower atmosphere. These gases include water
vapour, ozone, carbon dioxide, methane, ni-
trous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocar-
bons and sulphur hexafluoride.

Joint Implementation: A facility created under the
Kyoto Protocol, which allows an Annex | party to
fund and/or run a project to reduce emissions
in another Annex | party. The funding country
can then apply the emissions reductions gener-
ated to help it to meet its own emissions target
under the Kyoto Protocol.

Kyoto Protocol to the UN Framework Convention on
Climate Change: a subsidiary agreement to the
UN Framework Convention on Climate Change,
this agreement was concluded in December
1997 but did not ‘enter into force’ (become le-
gally binding on its parties) until February 2002.




This Protocol is binding under international law
on those countries that are a ‘party’ to it (which
means those countries that have ratified it, or
agreed to be bound by it).

Land use, land-use change and forestry (LULUCF):
This is an identified category of activities that
can contribute to both greenhouse gas emis-
sions and emissions removals. The other main
categories are energy-related emissions (both
production and consumption), agriculture and
waste-related activities.

Mitigation: Any action taken with the intention of
avoiding further climate change by lowering the
total level of greenhouse gases released through
human activity. Such actions might include re-
ducing our use of fossil fuels and changing the
way we use land — such as by reducing our rate
of land clearing and deforestation, and increas-
ing our rate of reforestation.

Non-Annex | parties: Developing countries not listed
in Annex | to the UN Framework Convention on
Climate Change. These countries do not have
binding emissions targets under the Kyoto Pro-
tocol.

Parties: The individual members of an agreement,
such as the member states to an international
law agreement.

Reforestation: The reestablishment or regeneration
of a forest.

Renewable energy: This form of energy can be used to
provide electricity, heating or fuel for transpor-
tation similar to the way we use fossil fuels for
these purposes. Unlike oil, gas and coal, renew-
able energy sources are not finite. Key sources
include wood, waste decomposition, geother-
mal activity, wind and solar energy. The use of
renewable sources for generating energy usually
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involves lower emissions of greenhouse gases
than the use of fossil fuels does.

Sequestration: This is the opposite of emitting green-
house gas and occurs when greenhouse gases
are removed from the atmosphere, for exam-
ple, by trees during the process of photosyn-
thesis.

Sinks: Reservoirs or locations that sequester or store
a greater amount of carbon dioxide than they
release. Major carbon sinks include forests and
oceans.

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change (UNFCCC): Aninternational agreement,
which was reached in 1992 and entered into
force in 1993, the UNFCCC provides a frame-
work for international cooperation on climate
change.

This glossary is partly based on the glossary provided in
Barsley, Ingrid 2008. Pocket Guide. Reducing Emissions
from Deforestation and Forest Degradation in Develop-
ing Countries: A Guide for Indigenous Peoples. United Na-
tions Institute of Advanced Studies, Yokohama, Japan




ACRONYMS

CDM
CEDAW

CERD

ClFs

COo2

cop
CRC
CTF

GHG

Clean Development Mechanism

The UN Committee on the Elimination
of All Forms of Discrimina-
tion against Women which oversees
the Convention on the Elimination of
All Forms of Discrimination Against
Women

The UN Committee on the Elimination
of Racial Discrimination which oversees
the Convention on the Elimination of
Racial Discrimination (ICERD)

Climate Investment Funds, a bundle of
different funds under the trusteeship of
the World Bank

Carbon Dioxide, the most common gas
form of carbon

Conference of the Parties.
Convention on the Rights of the Child

Clean Technology Fund, one of the CIFs
(see above)

Emissions Trading

Food and Agriculture Organisation
Forest Carbon Partnership Facility
Forest Investment Programme
free, prior and informed consent

Greenhouse gases

ICEDAW International Convention on the



ICERD

ILO

Jl
NGO
REDD

REDD+

SFC
UN
UNDP

UNDRIP

UNEP

UNFCCC

UN-REDD

Elimination of All Forms of Discrimi-
nation Against Women

International Convention on the Elim-
ination of Racial Discrimination

International Labour Organization
Joint Implementation
Non-governmental organisations

Reduced Emissions from Deforesta-
tion and Forest Degradations in de-
veloping countries

REDD as defined above, plus addi-
tional activities might get funding
also, including possibly “sustainable
forest management” (including some
logging), plantations and re-planting
of forests (or afforestation).

Strategic Climate Fund
United Nations

United Nations Development Pro-
gramme

United Nations Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples

United Nations Environment Pro-
gramme

Unite Nations Framework Convention
on Climate Change

The UN Collaborative Programme on
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This book provides information material on REDD (Reducing
Emission from Deforestation and Forest Degradation in
developing countries), one of the mitigation measures now
promoted for combating climate change, and its implications
forindigenous peoples. Itisintended primarily for indigenous
peoples as a guide in understanding climate change, REDD
and how they relate to the recognition and exercise of the
collective rights of indigenous peoples.

As a guidebook for communities, the content is simplified and
accompanied by illustrations and photos for visualization.
Translated versions of this guidebook in several languages
are also being published in REDD countries in Asia.

ISBN: 978-87-91563-66-9
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