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Participatory forest
management has also
been ‘»l agued with

sovernance challenges
and cases of corrup-
tion, misman: wement
and violence and ac-
tively resisted by sub-
national government
seeking to maintain

forest oversight
By Chris Lang

new paper in World Devel-
npmcm argues that REDD
s, “the latest in a long row of
conservation fads that h;l\L

Bukhi Mabele (Umverslty af 1
and Andreas Scheba (Human Science |

Research Council, South Africa). |
REDD+ stands for countries’ efforts
to reduce emissions from deforestation
and forest degradation, and foster con-
servation, sustainable management of
forests, and enhancement of forest car-

bon stocks.
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oblems, REDD has failed to  REDD. Few REDD projects have man-
s its proponents anticipated.  aged to sell carbon credits.

slower and more expensive The difficulty of selling carbon cred-
pated. It has failed to reduce  its has resulted in several REDD pro-  ment,
on and forest degradation. jects being abandoned or taking on an  and
till neither a market-based approach that doesn't rely on perfor- To i
\sed financial framework for  mance-based payments. Took at |




GLOBAL SUBSIDIES

FORBIOFUELS

24 BILLION

USS IN 201

A large part of the REDD me 5
in nm%iﬁmm overheads, This i

amounted to US$6.66 millon,

14.63bn/- at the current exchange
Bt e AR sl

LHAG LIOTF

‘
« b

the development and conservation in- }
dustry to tap into financial resources.
Participatory Forest Management in
Tanzania
The authors outline the develop-
ment of participatory forest manage-
ment in Tanzania, from the first pilot
projects in the 1980s to today.

Money from Norway, Sweden, Den-
mark, the Netherlands, Finland, and
the World Bank poured into Tanzania
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implementation is slow and that the re
markable coverage has been achieved
by casting a wide net over “work in pro-
sress”

While participatory forest manage-
ment seems to work tor forest conser-
vation in some areas, in others power-
ful outsiders are more important than
villagers' conservation attempts. The
authors note that, participatory forest
management has also been plagued
with governance challenges and cases
of corruption, mismanagement and
violence and actively resisted by sub-
national government seeking to main-
tain forest oversight.

In recent years funding for partici-
patory forest management has largely
dried up.

REDD to the rescue?

When REDD appeared on the scene,
the Tanzanian government, conserva-
ton NGOs. and research institutions
promoted REDD as an opportunity to
save Tanzania’s forests and to address
the problems with participatory forest
management. They focussed particu-
larly on the promise that REDD would
improve livelihoods for local communi-
ties.

In April 2008, the governments of
Tanzania and Norway signed a Letter of
intent to carry out a REDD programme
in Tanzania. The vast majority of REDD
funding to Tanzania has come from
Norway.

in the same year, Arild Angelsen
and Ole Hofstad from the Norwegian
um of Life Sciences wrote in a

t REDD in
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uncertain, but qlmplt “back Of ﬂ‘ﬂ lm-

velope” calculations sugggest that even
under conservative estimates they can

Hlars per
he hundreds of millions U S do
year. Once again money and interna-

tional e!ptm into Tanzania,

forest management areas, produced
detailed land-use maps, and developed
forest carbon monitoring techniques, E

But the authors write that, “The per. 8
formance of REDD+ in Tanzania was
mixed.” :

None of the pilot REDD projects man-
agement to sell carbon credits (apart =
from using donor funds to test payment
modalities). The authors note that in
any case, the current price Oof REDD car-
bon credits is too low:

High opportunity COSts of reduced
deforestation and forest degradation
also became evident. The current vol-
untary market carbon price of around
USS5 per tonne appears insufficient
to compensate forgone opportunities
such as agriculture and charcoal p;g.
duction. 3

It is more profitable for rural people
in Tanzania to clear forest for a,n.
ture than to leave the trees StandingﬁL
the hope of finding a buyer for carbon
credits. .-

A large part of the REDD money in
Tanzania went on overheads. The Af
rican Wildlife Foundation spent more
than US$750,000 on personnel, staff
ing, and administration. CARE spent
US$1.9 million on staffing and benefits,
procurement of materials and equip-
ment, and travelling. i

Tanzania Forest Conservation Group
spent more than US$2.5 million person-
nel, vehicles, equipment, and adminis-
tration. The Jane Goodall Institute man-
aged to spend more than US$LS million
on staffing and administration - more
than half the total budget.
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authors note that, the pmb\em uf ca
pacity persists along with many other
challenges for REDD+ 0 Tanzania tobe

come a reality outside of a few selected
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