Proposals to Reduce Emissions from
Deforestation in Developing Countries
(REDD) and their impacts on women

A neoliberal market-based approach to
forest conservation:

* Give forest
environmental values
marketable asset

prices and let markets
do their work




“Including forest conservation in carbon
markets will be effective and equitable”:

 If all forest values are
properly accounted for
* If the benefits are
equitably distributed to
the proper “owners”

So what do we do on planet earth?




“Ifs”that don’t exist: the inconvenient truth
about financing reducing deforestation
through carbon trade:

+ Valuation: Uncertainty about carbon sequestered by forests,
and interaction of forests with climate

A Kyoto “forest”




A non-Kyoto forest....Proper carbon accounting only
includes “human-induced change” (human efforts), but
letting forests grow back naturally might be preferable.

Women depend on natural forests for their livelihood

Markets or regulations?

* The Costa Rican experience is considered a success
story, but their carbon market only developed as a
result of government intervention, donor aid and
other governmental support.

» Moreover, the success of the Costarican PES




¢Property/sovereignty = aright to
destroy?

Proposals to “compensate”
countries for reducing deforestation

» |dea developed by Prime Minister of PNG who wanted to
be compensated for complying with conditions of a
World Bank Loan to the PNG forestry sector

» Those conditions related to good governance:

addressing illegal logging and corruption......




Three main proposals

» Public fund (Brazil,
India, Tuvalu)

* |Include nation-wide
reduction

World Bank Forest Carbon
Partnership Facility

» “To reduce the costs of emissions reductions for
industrialized countries”

* Making countries “ready” for the carbon market plus
“pilot projects”
* Priority for countries that have high deforestation rates or




Two Big “Carbon Markets benefit
Forests” lies

“Forests are not part of the e The 1992 Climate Convention

climate regime” obliges all countries to reduce
deforestation and obliges
developed countries to give

Additional Lies

“Leakage (deforestation shiftingto  « Aslong as demand for products that
another area or country) can be impact upon forests is unchallenged,
addressed through proper there will always be “leakage
selection, verification or other

“mechanisms”




Crucial convenient Lie: “Carbon Markets
will Benefit women (and men)”

* Most carbon credits will
come from reducing
deforestation: typical
women'’s activities do not
destroy forests, so they

Paraguayan PES Experiment

¢ The Law on the Valuation and
Retribution of Environmental
Services, adopted in September
2006. Artificial Regulation adopted
in 2007, real regulation being
elaborated at the moment

e The Secretariat for the




Main problems with the
Paraguayan PES Law 3001/06

» The law stipulates that all owners of land and its natural
components that generate environmental services will
have a right to corresponding compensation for the
provided services.

Additional problems with the Paraguayan
PES law

Paraguay has the most inequitable
distribution of land on earth: The
overwhelming majority of funds will go to
large landholders.

The law will frustrate land reform
programs and ongoing land rights claims
of Indigenous Peoples as it will increase
the value of land.




Impacts of biodiversity offsets on Mbya
Guarani communities in San Rafael

Impacts of soy:

* Freshwater resources are dangerously
contaminated due to the surrounding
soy plantations

» Due to increased land pressure there

are regular invasions: The forest of the

Could Mbya women benefit from
PES?

Mbya Guarani might be able to claim PES
themselves, but:

. Lanauage barrier and lack of legal and
marketing skills

The requirement to obtain an

Enwronmental Impact Assessment will




Indigenous environmental refugees (climate change, soy
expansion): Mbya Guarani people on the streets of Asuncion
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Meanwhile, long time ago, in 1992,
we agreed that....

* ALL governments would reduce their emissions
AND conserve forests (FCCC Article 4.1 (d))




Need to address underlying causes
of forest loss

» Economic causes (e.g.
agrofuels)

« Institutional causes (lack

of law enforcement,

corruption
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Support sustainable, democratic and well-enforced public governance
of biodiversity, including through redirecting perverse incentives,
supporting women'’s conservation efforts through different incentives,
banning deforestation and safeguarding Indigenous rights (UNDRIP).
“The majority of areas where we stopped deforestation in Brazil are
Indigenous lands” (Adriana Ramos, FBOMS)




