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The International Union of Forest Research Organi-

zations (IUFRO) established the Global Forest Expert 

Panels (GFEP) Programme to link scientific knowledge 

with political decision-making on forests. GFEP con-

solidates available scientific knowledge to respond to 

key forest-related policy questions. GFEP’s publica-

tions provide decision-makers and stakeholders with 

the most relevant, objective, and accurate informa-

tion, making an essential contribution to increasing 

the quality and effectiveness of international forest 

governance.

In 2022, IUFRO published the GFEP report “Forests, 

Climate, Biodiversity and People: Assessing a Decade 

of REDD+”. The report revisited the questions exam-

ined in GFEP’s report of 2012 titled “Understanding 

Relationships between Biodiversity, Carbon, Forests 

and People: The Key to Achieving REDD+ Objectives”, 

which analysed the implications of the newly evolv-

ing REDD+ (reducing emissions from deforestation 

and forest degradation; conservation and enhance-

ment of forest carbon stocks; and sustainable man-

agement of forests) framework of the United Nations 

Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) 

and the potential impacts of its activities.

Back-to-back with the 2022 report, stakehold-

er consultations were carried out in Asia and Latin 

America. These consultations helped to identify a 

number of factors that, from the point of view of the 

stakeholders, need to be improved in future REDD+ 

activities. The present publication synthesises the 

responses and comments from the nearly 200 stake-

holders interviewed that provided their opinion on 

REDD+ implementation on the ground. I sincerely 

hope that this publication will support a more inclu-

sive and participatory approach to REDD+ develop-

ment and implementation, and that those shaping 

and implementing REDD+ will find the information 

presented useful.

FOREWORD 

Alexander Buck 

IUFRO Executive Director
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INTRODUCTION

Aiming to mitigate climate change and its impacts by 

reducing emissions of greenhouse gases, the United 

Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 

(UNFCCC) started developing in 2005 what today is 

known as the REDD+ framework. REDD+ focuses on 

reducing emissions from deforestation and forest 

degradation, conserving and enhancing forest carbon 

stocks, and promoting the sustainable management 

of forests. In 2012, IUFRO’s Global Forest Expert Pan-

els (GFEP) Programme published a scientific assess-

ment report1 evaluating the implications of forest 

management interventions foreseen under REDD+ 

activities. A decade later, in 2022, GFEP published a 

new scientific assessment report2 to evaluate the pro-

gress made over the previous 10 years of REDD+ de-

sign and implementation.

Back-to-back with the 2022 report, stakeholder 

consultations were carried out in parallel in Asia and 

Latin America, encompassing a total of 14 different 

countries (Bangladesh, India, Malaysia, Nepal, Philip-

pines, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, 

Mexico, and Peru) and regions (given the size of Brazil 

and India, each country was divided up into two dif-

ferent regions). One local expert from each of these 

countries was responsible for implementing the con-

sultations (see appendix). A total of 189 stakeholders 

1  John Parrotta, Christoph Wildburger and Stephanie Mansourian (eds.). 2012. Understanding Relationships between Biodiversity, Carbon, Forests and People: 

 The Key to Achieving REDD+ Objectives. IUFRO World Series Volume 31. Vienna. 161 p.

2 John Parrotta, Stephanie Mansourian, Christoph Wildburger and Nelson Grima (eds.). 2022. Forests, Climate, Biodiversity and People: 

 Assessing a Decade of REDD+. IUFRO World Series Volume 40. Vienna. 164 p.

were consulted in individual interviews and under the 

condition of anonymity (unless they requested their 

name to be published), which enabled them to speak 

openly. These stakeholders were, to the greatest ex-

tent possible, homogeneously distributed among the 

countries and regions, and GFEP strived to achieve 

gender balance among them. For each country and 

region stakeholder distribution over social groups 

was balanced, with a minimum of two stakeholders 

representing each group. These groups were classi-

fied as: i) policy makers, ii) civil society, iii) academia 

and research, iv) private sector, v) international and 

regional organizations, and vi) other social groups of 

interest.

Using semi-structured interviews, the stakehold-

ers were asked questions regarding socioeconomic, 

ecological, and governance issues related to REDD+ in 

their respective countries and regions, as well as how 

GFEP’s 2022 report could contribute to future REDD+ 

activities and policy-making, and in which way stake-

holders would use the report. Each of the question 

topics is expanded in detail in this publication in the 

chapters that follow. The views of the stakeholders 

interviewed in Asia and Latin America are presented 

separately, in the form of summaries of the outcomes 

of the consultation.
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Local communities in remote areas, such as the Rarámuri or Tarahumara of northern Mexico, directly obtain material and 

non-material benefits from the forests around them.

Photo © Nelson Grima
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MAJOR SOCIAL FACTORS TO BE ADDRESSED

Views of Asian Stakeholders

Due to the growing migration from rural to urban 

areas, the general public is becoming increasingly 

detached from nature, resulting in a lack of aware-

ness and a limited understanding of how much 

societies depend on forests for survival. There is a 

need to raise awareness about the importance of 

forest through formal and informal education, and 

the use of media campaigns to change the view on 

forests from ‘something to be used’ to ‘systems that 

provide and protect us’.

In rural areas, to prevent local communities to 

be lured into unsustainable (and often illegal) de-

forestation activities, a diversification of income op-

tions that balance development and conservation 

while ensuring sustainable livelihoods and food 

security is needed. This diversification could focus 

on community-based co-management of natural re-

sources and forests, and be coupled with adequate 

training and education, together with a display of 

the government’s political commitment to actively 

fight corruption and address poor governance. Re-

sulting interventions should limit as much as pos-

sible the influence of social and political elites over 

local communities.

There are growing concerns that REDD+ may 

curtail the rights of indigenous and local commu-

nities to access and use forest resources. These con-

cerns could be addressed by developing communi-

ty ownership over the forest and natural resources 

(including non-wood forest products) and clarifying 

land tenure and rights to secure a fair benefit-shar-

ing mechanism. It is important to homogenise the 

issuances of land tenure and rights provided by 

different government levels and agencies to pre-

vent conflicts. The distribution of REDD+ benefits is 

a major concern, but an unfair distribution is not 

the only issue. A management focused on enhanc-

ing carbon stocks can be seen as detrimental for 

the provision of other ecosystem services critical-

ly important for local communities, including the 

spiritual benefits of forests and the provision of nu-

merous medicinal plants.

Although current methods and approaches for 

monitoring social outcomes are limited and not ro-

bust enough, it is clear that a lack of coordination 

among government levels and agencies, inequita-

ble resource distribution, elite-capture of benefits, 

and non-involvement of local communities in forest 

management can limit the success of REDD+. Thus, 

it is necessary to engage local stakeholders and for-

est-dependent communities during the design and 

implementation phases (including monitoring) us-

ing more inclusive and participatory approaches. 

Engagement through consultations, discussions, 

fora, and seminars may enhance the understand-

ing and acceptance of REDD+, and should be imple-

mented regardless of religion, identity, or political 

affiliation of the individuals affected. Special atten-

tion to gender issues, human-wildlife conflicts, and 

traditional knowledge is necessary.

Views of Latin American Stakeholders

Strengthening education, and in particular environ-

mental education, through increased collaboration 

with the academic sector and research organiza-

tions can improve dialogues between local commu-

nities, governments, forest companies, and other 

organizations, and help recognise the multiple val-

ues of forests beyond carbon storage. It is necessary 

to consider these non-carbon benefits during the 

formulation, negotiation, and implementation of 

REDD+ activities.

Regularising land tenure and carbon rights 

while respecting the rights of local and indigenous 

communities is essential. This regularisation would 
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enable to compare the potential REDD+ benefits with 

the benefits provided by alternative activities, allow-

ing to examine impacts on local well-being under dif-

ferent scenarios and facilitating the proposal of ad-

ditional activities complementary to REDD+. So far, 

there have not been clear measurements of the actual 

contributions of REDD+ to the beneficiaries’ well-be-

ing. However, to ensure that REDD+ has a positive and 

transformative impact on the communities involved, 

guidance on how to invest in collective goods (such 

as infrastructure) could help to provide improved and 

sustainable outcomes for the long term. This is es-

pecially true for some indigenous communities and 

other marginalised groups that have limited experi-

ence with monetary transactions.

Local communities may have different needs 

and perspectives on territorial management, which 

sometimes compromises continuity by creating dis-

crepancies between the demands of REDD+ activities 

and the habits of those communities. Recognising the 

work of these communities and aligning the demands 

of REDD+ with traditional livelihoods, knowledge, and 

beliefs would help to reduce or even eliminate con-

flicts of use.

Another source of conflict is the lack of transpar-

ency in the sharing of benefits, since often it is not 

clear how the calculations for sharing benefits are 

made and why some people might receive more than 

others. A way to support transparency and enhance 

the sense of responsibility from local communities is 

guaranteeing access to clear and easily understanda-

ble information related to REDD+ activities and ben-

efits. This could be achieved through, for example, 

the development of free-access platforms that help 

visualise not only the state of forests, but also the re-

sources invested, their allocation, and the outcomes.

In some countries, corruption permeates insti-

tutions from local to national level. This is a critical 

point that needs to be addressed, along with the re-

inforcement of governmental forest-related agen-

cies and their institutional agenda. To this end, the 

creation of specific legislation to support REDD+ in-

itiatives may help in some cases. Other issues to be 

addressed are the temporality of forest-related jobs, 

and the inclusion of youth and women in the design 

and implementation of activities. Additionally, in re-

gions with active armed conflicts, particular atten-

tion needs to be paid to the problems associated with 

these conflicts, such as spread of illicit crops, illegal 

logging, violence, or displacement of people.
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Timber is a sought-after forest commodity, in particular in tropical countries.

Photo © Nelson Grima
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Views of Asian Stakeholders

Poverty remains a major issue in many countries, 

driving local communities to engage in forest en-

croachment for fuel wood, unregulated logging, or 

agricultural expansion. Thus, it is crucial to create 

alternative and sustainable livelihood options, for 

example by locally developing efficient value-chains, 

or creating eco-tourism opportunities. Additionally, 

improvements in capacity building and education 

opportunities for rural communities would further 

help develop alternative livelihoods. At a larger scale, 

other economic factors driving forest degradation are 

infrastructure development, demand for timber and 

non-timber forest products, demand for agricultural 

products, and, in the forest industry, the use of in-

efficient technologies, outdated equipment, and un-

skilled labourers, that leads to a very high level of 

wastage during product processing.

Non-carbon benefits of forests need to be recog-

nised and prioritised. Their identification, measuring, 

and economic valuation would make possible the es-

tablishment of Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) 

schemes, which could drive a large-scale implemen-

tation of sustainable forest management avoiding 

current mistakes such as the conversion of natural 

ecosystems to monoculture plantations. For the im-

plementation of these measures, as well as for the 

implementation of REDD+ activities, tenure rights 

of local and indigenous communities need to be en-

sured. Additionally, the benefit sharing mechanisms 

need to be equitable, transparent, and agreed before 

the implementation phase by involving the local com-

munities in the planning of activities. These benefits 

must cover the implementation and opportunity costs 

(including comparisons with timber exploitation and 

other extractive activities), and the time elapsed be-

tween the start of the implementation and the recep-

tion of benefits should be minimized by enabling pay-

ments already at the initial stages.

The high transaction costs of REDD+ activities are 

often not matched by the low economic return from 

those activities, a situation exacerbated by the unsta-

ble fluctuations of the global carbon markets. Thus, it 

is critical to ensure an adequate and long-term flow 

of funds to the local level that considers the results 

of cost-benefit analysis. These funds should also cov-

er the high costs of monitoring and verification. As 

a complementary measure, taxation of deforestation 

and forest degradation could be considered and coor-

dinated with REDD+ implementation.

Views of Latin American Stakeholders

Since the prices of agricultural commodities 

rarely include the environmental and social costs of 

their production, the international market for these 

commodities is strongly linked to the main drivers of 

deforestation. It is important to generate adequate 

policies that address this issue (for example through 

transparent traceability) and to enforce their imple-

mentation.

The global market rarely recognizes the econom-

ic value of forests beyond wood production and car-

bon and does not have systems in place that generate 

remuneration for the provision of other ecosystem 

services, or give value to conservation, restoration, 

and sustainable management. REDD+ could be used 

to develop community-based enterprises related to 

these other ecosystem services, not only focusing 

on large landowners, but also on smallholders. Rec-

ognizing the importance of activities at small scale, 

REDD+ could drive not only conservation, but also a 

transformative process that creates and strengthens 

sustainable supply chains and commercialisation 

mechanisms. These would create added value from 

MAJOR ECONOMIC FACTORS TO BE ADDRESSED
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which local communities would benefit from through 

increased income and employment opportunities (in 

addition to the conservation of forests). Nevertheless, 

planners should keep in mind that there are regions 

where environmental conditions are not suitable for 

REDD+.

REDD+ resources need to be used more efficient-

ly, aiming to create benefits beyond the conservation 

objectives. The flow of economic funds needs to be 

strictly regulated in a transparent manner to ensure 

that most of the funds reach the local communities 

and are fairly distributed among the beneficiaries. 

Investing in institutional strengthening, engagement 

and participation of local actors as well as local ca-

pacity building would help to avoid the need for inter-

mediaries (who presently consume a large part of the 

economic resources), combat existing disinformation, 

stop the promotion of perverse incentives, or encour-

age the local measurement and monitoring of carbon 

stored in forests to avoid conflicts arising from wrong 

expectations.

The implementation of REDD+ involves high costs, 

in particular for monitoring and verification, and of-

ten the payments received do not cover the invest-

ments and opportunity costs. Exploring the possibili-

ty of national financing (for example from the mining 

industry) could support the funding flows or enable 

the channelling of additional funds for emergencies 

or to prevent threats such as forest fires. Additionally, 

the simplification of procedures would reduce admin-

istrative costs, allowing smaller communities, asso-

ciations, and marginalised people to get involved in 

REDD+.
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Besides wood production, the economic value of other ecosystem services from forests needs to be recognized by the global 

market.

Photo © Nelson Grima
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Views of Asian Stakeholders

Given the rapid population growth and the increas-

ing disconnectedness of society from nature, future 

development plans need to take into account the val-

ue of forests, and existing plans need to be realigned 

to prevent further degradation and displacement of 

the most vulnerable communities. There needs to be 

a strategy to balance ecological requirements and 

development needs, linking the economy to environ-

mental factors. More specifically, development plans 

need to address the problems associated with forest 

encroachment due to infrastructure development, in-

dustrialisation, unplanned urbanization, waste gen-

eration, and extraction of natural resources.

Agricultural expansion (including oil palm plan-

tations) and shifting cultivation are also important 

drivers of land use change, causing high rates of de-

forestation, forest degradation and fragmentation, 

soil and water pollution through an excessive use 

of agrochemical products, and air pollution through 

burning of agricultural residues. Moreover, overgraz-

ing leads to soil compaction and erosion. Collabo-

ration among different sectors and cooperation be-

tween government agencies and local communities 

could help to palliate these issues.

Within forests, illegal logging, invasive species, 

biodiversity loss, and forest fires are issues of high 

concern. Possible solutions are a stronger implemen-

tation of laws and policies while preventing leakage; 

adequate valuation of forests including the goods and 

services they provide (such as protection from nat-

ural disasters), and their contribution to livelihoods; 

minimize migration into forest areas; and accurate 

surveys and proper delineation of forest limits and 

protected areas (including buffer areas) with modern 

technologies. Landscape restoration, afforestation, 

and reforestation activities must carefully and scien-

tifically consider the selection of species to be used, 

keeping in mind the composition and structure of 

the original forest, avoiding monocultures (except in 

mangrove areas) and the use of invasive species, and 

promoting natural regeneration.

The inclusion of non-carbon benefits within 

REDD+ would be helpful and would increase the un-

derstanding of trade-offs between carbon sequestra-

tion and other human uses of forests. For REDD+ to 

be successful, monitoring and data need to be relia-

ble, and local capacity building in this direction can 

be beneficial. Moreover, the adoption of a holistic ap-

proach for REDD+ activities could contribute to forest 

conservation, help establish sustainable livelihoods, 

and raise awareness of the importance of the envi-

ronment.

Views of Latin American Stakeholders

For forest-dependent communities it is increasingly 

harder to sustain their way of life due to the impacts 

of climate change, fire, and droughts. Thus, a compre-

hensive vision that includes environmental and so-

cial dimensions is necessary. In view of this, REDD+ 

needs to consider the non-carbon benefits that other 

ecosystem services provide, not only because in par-

ticular cases those services are more important than 

carbon storage, but also to help society realize that 

forests deliver a plethora of benefits well beyond just 

sequestering carbon. This approach should be accom-

panied by improvements in the monitoring, reporting, 

and verification systems, which at present are not 

properly identifying forest degradation and its im-

pacts, or aspects related to biodiversity. Adequate lo-

cal or regional monitoring with modern technologies 

can be also used for prioritizing budgets and efforts.

Governments should address some of the environ-

mental issues, such as indiscriminate logging, agricul-

tural and urban expansion or pollution from industry 

and agribusiness by creating adequate laws and pol-

MAJOR ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS TO BE ADDRESSED
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icies and effectively implementing them. These laws 

and policies should be coherent and coordinated with 

other sectors, and should incentivise forest conser-

vation and restoration, as well as sustainable forest 

management. At the same time, these policies should 

strengthen the environmental agencies and provide 

them with the resources and knowledge they need.

Focusing on carbon, the fact that REDD+ does not 

consider below-ground carbon, and the lack of relia-

ble metrics that acknowledge the capacity of different 

tree species to store different amounts of carbon are 

generally considered major shortcomings. Further re-

search on these lines would be beneficial and would 

lend itself to the elaboration and publication of ‘good 

practice guidelines’ to be used for capacity building of 

local communities and sector professionals. Some of 

the REDD+ activities are aimed at forest restoration 

and it is important to further promote such activities, 

which should be participatory and inclusive in their 

design and implementation.
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Tree nurseries are essential when natural regeneration is not possible or needs to be complemented.

Photo © Nelson Grima
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Views of Asian Stakeholders

Widespread corruption and lack of transparency, ac-

countability, and inter-agency coordination lead to 

misuse of REDD+ funds and natural resource depleti-

on. These issues could be addressed by making infor-

mation easily accessible, strengthening public forest 

agencies so they can play a role as technical facilita-

tors, establishing effective feedback mechanisms, and 

promoting stakeholder participation in decentralised 

decision-making and implementation to prevent ab-

usive practices. At the same time, traditional gover-

nance systems at the local level and the role of local 

institutions need to be respected, and land tenure 

and rights of use must be clear and secured. Con-

flicts related to land tenure and rights may also arise 

from poor boundary demarcation on the ground or 

its deficient registration in the legal documents. Besi-

des avoiding conflicts, solving these issues would also 

help to develop proper land use plans.

The roles and responsibilities of the different ac-

tors involved in REDD+ at all levels need to be clearly 

defined, and the knowledge and capacities of those 

actors must be strengthened. Additionally, when plan-

ning and implementing REDD+ activities, free, fair, 

and informed consent and inclusive involvement of 

women, local and indigenous communities, marginal-

ized groups, and people living in and around forests is 

needed, with an additional emphasis on encouraging 

community-based monitoring and reporting of REDD+ 

activities.

In general, there is a lack of coordination and col-

laboration between public and private sectors, and 

among policy implementing authorities. Moreover, 

there is a lack of strategies for the long-term, which 

often results in the discontinuation of activities after 

new officials or political leaders are elected. This issue 

could be addressed by creating permanent positions; 

strengthening institutional capacity through updat-

ing government agencies with the necessary logistics, 

tools, and technical knowledge; increasing the priority 

and significance of the forest sector in national policy 

agendas; and properly enforcing laws and regulations. 

Consequently, a strong political commitment is need-

ed along with a simplification of the REDD+ govern-

ance and financing channels.

Views of Latin American Stakeholders

Governance at all levels should be clear and trans-

parent, and in most cases, there is still ample room 

for improvement. For example, decentralising REDD+ 

could help to fight corruption and to make the distri-

bution and allocation of resources more transparent. 

Moreover, coherence between policies, and coordina-

tion between different government levels and among 

agencies and sectors are crucial. It is also of utmost 

importance to promote transparency, equity, better ac-

cess to clear information, and respect for cultural pro-

cesses by considering the established social dynamics.

To strengthen governance related to REDD+, par-

ticipatory and inclusive approaches that take into 

account young people and women are needed. At the 

same time, this would help to distribute benefits in a 

fair manner, preventing them from being captured by 

privileged groups. The strengthening of governance 

would reinforce communities with poor organisation-

al systems, while at the same time it could promote 

outreach, the lack of which has resulted in the geo-

graphical concentration of activities within and be-

tween countries.

The frequent changes in administrations make 

long-term implementation challenging. Thus, REDD+ 

could incorporate political safeguards to prevent gov-

ernments from changing the frameworks, targets, and 

agreements consolidated during previous administra-

MAJOR GOVERNANCE FACTORS TO BE ADDRESSED



19

tions. To this end, it would be essential to monitor the 

outcomes of REDD+ activities, which should be bind-

ing and used as a basis to make future political deci-

sions. However, there is no infrastructure or there are 

no incentives to produce quality monitoring informa-

tion. For conducting proper monitoring, the agencies 

in charge of natural resources must receive adequate 

resources and capacity building, especially regarding 

the use of technology. This would avoid the need for 

hiring specialised companies and would enable the 

creation of early warning systems for forest emergen-

cies (such as fires) and related rapid response capabil-

ities. These agencies could be then responsible for the 

continuous generation of data to measure the degree 

of REDD+ goals achievement.
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HOW COULD GFEP’S REPORT3 ON REDD+ 
CONTRIBUTE TO POLICY MAKING?

3 John Parrotta, Stephanie Mansourian, Christoph Wildburger and Nelson Grima (eds.). 2022. Forests, Climate, Biodiversity and People: 

 Assessing a Decade of REDD+. IUFRO World Series Volume 40. Vienna. 164 p.

Views of Asian Stakeholders

REDD+ provides an opportunity to address the socio-

economic and political factors that keep forests un-

der pressure. The lessons presented in GFEP’s report 

are vital for designing, implementing, and evaluating 

REDD+ interventions, policies related to non-car-

bon benefits, and multi-sectoral approaches to for-

est management. The design of future policies could 

consider the report’s findings, since they effectively 

enhance the understanding of the linkages between 

forests, biodiversity, carbon, and people’s participa-

tion in achieving REDD+ objectives.

The report is particularly useful due to the in-

clusion of lessons learnt on the ground, and the ex-

planations of the complexities regarding the existing 

approach to carbon capture and storage through for-

est management. It can inform policymakers, imple-

menters, and other stakeholders providing them with 

clear information on the various factors that hinder 

the progress of REDD+. Moreover, the information 

provided can support addressing critical issues relat-

ed to the application of nature-based solutions, and 

help prioritise areas for the implementation of new 

REDD+ activities.

By helping to better understand the global context 

and future challenges and opportunities of REDD+, 

the report can strengthen existing policies, generate 

awareness among policymakers and other actors, 

and help develop pragmatic solutions to challenges 

and barriers faced during implementation through 

the suggestion of avenues for financing, innovative 

monitoring and evaluation, stakeholder engagement, 

and options for benefit sharing. In addition, the re-

port can also contribute to the current efforts aiming 

to complete the readiness phase of REDD+ in some 

countries.

The various challenges outlined in the report, 

such as the importance of participation of local stake-

holders for the success of REDD+ activities, the need 

for more transparent mechanisms for reporting and 

monitoring environmental and socioeconomic ben-

efits, or the need to simplify the technical language 

used in REDD+ bureaucracy and communication to 

enable a wider range of people to understand it (in 

particular local communities), can be used as basis 

for providing practitioners with better tools to im-

prove current practices in REDD+ implementation.

Views of Latin American Stakeholders

The report brings up key issues in the context of 

REDD+, especially the inclusion of traditional commu-

nities in decision-making processes, which strength-

ens their impact on public policies. The information it 

provides can serve to identify shortcomings in design 

and implementation, to recognise challenges, or as 

input for the development of public policies. Beyond 

policies related to REDD+, the report can also have 

an effect on other sectors such industry or education. 

The report is a technical tool that may serve to guide 

policy-making at all scales while reducing uncertain-

ties, but political will is needed to devise adequate 

policies and implement effective actions.

The information provided in the report can also 

redirect current forest-related policies, clarify limits 

and opportunities that so far have not been properly 

understood, and raise awareness among the different 

public and private stakeholders. The highly relevant 

issues it describes are an essential update for the gov-
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ernments and policy-makers involved in REDD+, in 

particular regarding the need to strengthen the links 

among different government levels, amid sectors, and 

between governance levels and systems.

The challenges mentioned in the report must 

be considered comprehensively and be adopted as 

achievable goals. This would allow to improve the im-

plementation and operation of REDD+ at all scales, 

optimising funding, and strengthening the monitor-

ing and compliance with social and environmen-

tal safeguards. To effectively disseminate the report 

outcomes at all levels, in particular among the local 

communities, it would be ideal to use a simple and 

plain language without technicalities.

Forest conservation largely depends on the policy strategies adopted by each country.

Photo © Nelson Grima
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HOW WOULD STAKEHOLDERS USE GFEP’S REPORT ON REDD+?

Views of Asian Stakeholders

The information presented in the report will serve 

as essential reference material for academia and 

research, not just for personal academic interest to 

include it in discussions, meetings, seminars, confer-

ences, and workshops, but also to prepare lectures for 

undergraduate and graduate students, and to prepare 

material for trainings and presentations in various 

professional circles. This dissemination of up-to-date 

knowledge will help raising awareness among the dif-

ferent stakeholders, including disadvantaged social 

groups and local communities, to better understand 

the global REDD+ scenario, to develop future plans 

and policies, and maybe even to convince potential 

donors to invest in REDD+ activities.

The report findings may guide the forest sector 

towards reinforcing the advocacy of forest restora-

tion as an essential component in mitigating climate 

change, and raising awareness of the value of forests 

as essential ecosystems. It can support forest co-ma-

nagement activities by serving as a basis for discus-

sions between forest sector government agencies and 

also other government agencies, and among a wide 

range of stakeholders and actors.

The information provided on REDD+ research and 

policy in the global context is useful for assessing 

and reshaping the architecture and implementation 

of REDD+, and for formulating effective policies at 

all levels. The report can help align different govern-

ment programmes, plans, policies, and strategies, 

and implementing agencies can use it as a guideline 

to adopt a more inclusive and transparent approach 

that takes into consideration local stakeholder rights, 

livelihoods, and governance structures.

Views of Latin American Stakeholders

The conclusions of the report adequately describe the 

reality of REDD+ on the ground. The report summa-

rizes fundamental issues and provides updated infor-

mation that allows stakeholders to understand and 

be familiar with the current REDD+ situation, learn 

from other countries’ experiences, and guide discus-

sions and debates at different scales and in different 

settings. In the academic circles, the technical infor-

mation the report provides can serve as input for es-

tablishing the necessary priorities for future research 

and knowledge generation. The report also consti-

tutes a didactic input not only for undergraduate and 

graduate students, but also for local communities 

directly linked to REDD+ implementation, who could 

use it to strengthen their arguments regarding land 

tenure and rights, or as training material to avoid de-

pending on intermediaries in the near future.

In the political arena, the report can support de-

cision makers to approach local communities more 

transparently, and to formulate new proposals that 

strengthen community participation, the equitable 

distribution of resources, as well as the proper valua-

tion of non-carbon benefits in REDD+ activities. The 

discussions triggered could improve inter-sectoral co-

operation in both public and private spheres.

The report also serves as a tool to raise awaren-

ess regarding deforestation and forest degradation. 

As such, it could be used as input to create guideli-

nes and diverse information and outreach materials 

targeting different audiences such as local communi-

ties, politicians at all levels, private companies, NGOs, 

or universities.
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Raising awareness and improving forest-related knowledge, especially among the younger generations of forest-dependent 

people, can contribute to the success of REDD+ implementation.

Photo © Nelson Grima
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KEY FACTORS IDENTIFIED BY STAKEHOLDERS

Despite the intrinsic differences between the regions 

covered in the stakeholder consultations (Asia and 

Latin America), the factors that, according to the 

stakeholders interviewed, need to be improved, are 

similar. These factors can be divided into:

w	 Safeguard of local livelihoods

w	 Capacity building

w	 Gender issues

w	 Consideration of indigenous knowledge

w	 Adoption of participatory approaches

w	 Tenure rights

w	 Fighting corruption

w	 Halting further degradation of perceived values

w	 Attitudes and behaviour towards forests

w	 Clarity of financial strategies

w	 Value chains

w	 Development of alternative and sustainable livelihoods for forest-dependent communities

w	 Pricing of carbon credits

w	 Consideration of actual opportunity costs

w	 	Design of a fund-flow mechanism where communities start getting payments  

from the beginning

w	 Transparency of traceability and accounting mechanisms

w	 Reduction of REDD+ implementation costs

w	 	Equity in the distribution of economic benefits (ensuring that most of these resources  

reach the local level)

w	 Selection of species for afforestation and reforestation avoiding monocultures

w	 Prevention of leakage due to REDD+ implementation

w	 Control of invasive species

w	 Strategies to balance ecological requirements and development needs

w	 Prevention of forest conversion to other uses

w	 	Planning and provision of resources to prevent and combat forest fires, periods of drought,  

and water scarcity

w	 Measures to halt soil degradation and promote their recovery

w	 Enhancement of local capacities to manage solid wastes

w	 	Prevention of forest encroachment by infrastructure development and  

urban and agriculture expansion
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w	 Fight against corruption

w	 Law enforcement

w	 Transparency and accountability

w	 Harmonisation and coherence of laws, regulations, and policies

w	 Coordination between policy implementing authorities (from local to national level)

w	 	Promotion of synergies, coordination and collaboration between and  

among different sectors (both public and private)

w	 	Empowerment of local people through participatory approaches and  

their involvement in decision making and implementation

w	 Demarcation of forest land on the ground

w	 Support to and strengthening of local institutions

w	 Securing forest tenure and rights

w	 Prioritising community needs in benefit-sharing mechanisms

w	 Decentralisation of power

w	 Clarity of roles and responsibilities

w	 Effective feedback mechanisms

w	 	Creation of permanent positions (the change of officers after elections disrupts  

continuity of projects)

w	 Clarity of objectives

w	 Infrastructure or incentives to produce quality information

w	 Using a systemic, holistic, and landscape vision

w	 Technology for field measurements

w	 Monitoring and reporting

w	 Measurability and monitoring of livelihoods and other non-carbon benefits

w	 Strengthening of science-policy integration

w	 Standardisation of methods

w	 	Enhancement of transparency and public availability of data and information  

(including terminology and language accessibility)

w	 Measurability and monetisation of soil carbon

w	 Summaries and compilations of proven best practices

w	 Communication strategies

w	 Implementation of longitudinal studies to determine dynamics

w	 	Synergies with payment for ecosystem services schemes rather than  

competing with them
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From the stakeholders’ point of view, the 2022 GFEP’s 

scientific assessment on REDD+ may contribute 

not only to communicating the current situation of 

REDD+ at the international level, but also to improv-

ing and strengthening national policies by providing 

supporting material that can assist the development 

of pragmatic solutions to existing and future chal-

lenges. In particular, the international examples pre-

sented in the assessment can serve as inspiration for 

the development of new policies or the adjustment 

of existing ones. In general, stakeholders see a huge 

potential for the use of this assessment to guide pub-

lic policies. Nevertheless, they also point out that this 

potential is conditioned to the will of national gov-

ernments to work towards improving the forest sec-

tor and its associated socioeconomic impacts.
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APPENDIX: LOCAL EXPERTS AND STAKEHOLDERS

LOCAL EXPERTS 

Alejandra Porras Maturana Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile

Ambika Prasad Gautam Kathmandu Forestry College 

Arturo Pasa Visayas State University

Edwin Antonio Esquivel Segura Instituto Tecnológico de Costa Rica / Universidad Nacional de Costa Rica

Javier G. Montoya-Zumaeta Center for International Forestry Research (CIFOR) - World Agroforestry (ICRAF)

María José Hernández Gallego Pontificia Universidad Javeriana

Mariano Hugo Clausi Instituto Nacional de Tecnología Agropecuaria, Facultad de Ciencias Agrarias 

 y Forestales

Md. Danesh Miah University of Chittagong

Nathália Costa do Nascimento Institute for Advanced Studies, University of São Paulo (IEA-USP)

Pushpendra Rana Center for Ecology Development and Research 

Tapan Kumar Nath University of Nottingham Malaysia

Tatiana Lobato de Magalhães Universidad Autónoma de Querétaro

STAKEHOLDERS CONSULTED

Bangladesh 

G. N. Tanjina Hasnat University of Chittagong

Hla Shing Nue Bolipara Nari Kalyan Somity (BNKS)

Manzoor Rashid Shahjalal University of Science and Technology

Maung Hla Ching PROSHIKA, A Centre of Human Development

Md. Golam Rakkibu Khulna University

Md. Zaheer Iqbal Bangladesh Forest Department

Md. Shaheed Hossain Chowdhury Ministry of Local Government, Rural Development and Co-operatives

Mohammed Jashim Uddin Fatehabad Nursery

Munjurul Hannan Khan Nature Conservation Management (NACOM)

Nasim Aziz ex- United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)

Rajib Mahamud ex- International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN)

Shital Kumar Nath Community Development Centre (CODEC)

Tohora Joynaf Bibi Whoaikong Co-management Committee (CMC)

India 

Amit Kumar CSIR - Institute of Himalayan Bioresource Technology

Anju Lis Kurian Social Initiative for Global Nurturing (SIGN)

Appukuttan Damodaran Indian Institute of Management Bangalore

Ashish Aggarwal Indian Institute of Management Lucknow

Ashwin A.S. Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale Zusammenarbeit (GIZ)

Atul Kumar Gupta The Foundation for Revitalization of Local Health Traditions

Bijoy Prasad Ratho JK Paper Ltd.

Divya Gupta Indian School of Business

HarshKumar D. Kulkarni ex- ITC Limited
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Joachim Schmerbeck ex- Indo-German Biodiversity Programme (GIZ)

Rajan Kumar Kotru Trestle Management Advisors

Rajesh Thadani Centre for Ecology Development and Research (CEDAR)

Ramachandra R. Pappu Mission Samiriddhi

Yogesh Andlay WHEELS Global Foundation

And 14 additional anonymous stakeholders

Malaysia

Alicia Teoh Wen Wen Shah Alam Community Forest Society

Dato’ Shaharuddin Mohamad Ismail Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia

Datuk Frederick Kugan Sabah Forestry Department

Elizabeth Philip Forest Research Institute Malaysia (FRIM)

Henry Chan Chok Khuang WWF – Malaysia

Jason Hon WWF – Malaysia

Jeremy Broadhead European Forest Institute - Asia Regional Office

Justine Vaz The Habitat Foundation

Kamaruzzaman B. Yatiman Forest owner

Kribanandan G. Naidu Friends of Bukit Kiara (FoBK)

Nor Akmar Abdul Aziz Universiti Putra Malaysia

Rosila Anthony Sabah Forestry Department

Salleh bin Mian Forest owner

Shah Redza Hussein Perak State Parks Corporation

Shaniera a/p Seliman Centre for Orang Asli Concerns

Sharina Abdul Halim Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia

And 1 additional anonymous stakeholder

Nepal

Bhaskar Singh Karky International Centre for Integrated Mountain Development (ICIMOD)

Bhola Bhattarai National Forum for Advocacy

Bhupendra Chaulagain Federation of Forest-based Industry and Trade

Bijaya Raj Paudyal Centre for Green Economy Development

Dibya Gurung Women Organizing for Change in Agriculture and 

 Natural Resource Management (WOCAN)

Dil B. Khatri Southasia Institute of Advanced Studies

Dil Raj Khanal Federation of Community Forestry Users Nepal (FECOFUN)

Man Bahadur Khadka Department of Forest and Soil Conservation

Naya S. Paudel ForestAction, Nepal

Pashupati Koirala Ministry of Industry, Tourism, Forest and Environment, Lumbini Province

Shambhu Dangal Regional Community Forestry Training Center (RECOFTC)

Sony Baral Institute of Forestry, Tribhuwan University

Sunil Pariyar Dalit Alliance for Natural Resources (DANAR)

Uttam Kunwar Federation of Nepalese Chambers of Commerce and Industry
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Philippines

Beverly C. Capina South Pacific Integrated Development Foundation Inc.

Dolores C. Cahucom Aktibong Grupo Sa Mag-uuma Alang Sa Libagonong Abot (AGILA)

Edilberto R. Alcarde Community Environment and Natural Resources Office (CENRO)

Eduardo G. Paderes Lumber Processor and Furniture Makers Association

Emiliana M. Labata Provincial Environment and Natural Resources Management Office 

Floradema C. Eleazar United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)

Julieto R. Palanca Private Tree Planter

Marissa C. Cebuano Department of Environment and Natural Resources 

Moises Neil V. Seriño Visayas State University

Priscila C. Dolom Forestry Development Center UPLB

Ryan V. Vita Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) – Philippines

Thaddeus C. Martinez The Haribon Foundation

Valeriano B. Raagas Catmon Community-Based Forest Management Project Development Organization   

 (CCBFMPDO) Inc.

Argentina

Alejandro Diego Brown Fundación ProYungas

Andres Haag MAyDS-GNCC

Carlos Persini Fundación Huellas para un Futuro

Claudia Peirano Asociación Forestal Argentina

Eliseo Sosa Comunidad Jejy

Alejandro Benitez Comunidad Pindo Poty

Juan Garibaldi Dirección Regional NEA Administración de Parques Nacionales

Manuel Marcelo Jaramillo Fundación Vida Silvestre Argentina

Nestor Ignacio Gasparri Universidad Nacional de Tucumán (CONICET)

And 3 additional anonymous stakeholders

Brazil

Alexis Bastos Centro de Estudos Rioterra

Aryanne Gonçalves Amaral Instituto Internacional de Educação do Brasil

Beto Mesquita BVRio

Camila Alvez Islas Instituto Internacional para a Sustentabilidade

Camilla Penna de Miranda Figueiredo Governo do Estado do Pará

Charles Henderson Alves de Oliveira Instituto de Mudanças Climáticas e Regulação dos Serviços Ambientais (IMC)

Dielison Furtunato Projeto RECA

Flávia Furtado Alves Analista Ambiental, Roraima

Juliana Sampaio Farinaci Akarui

Lucas Carvalho Pereira Iniciativa Verde

Luís Fernando Guedes Pinto Fundação SOS Mata Atlântica

Marcus Emanuel Barroncas Fernandes Universidade Federal do Pará / Associação Sarambuí

Maria Angélica Toniolo Universidade do Vale do Paraíba

Mariano Cenamo Idesam

Patrick Assumpção Fazenda Coruputuba
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Paulo Sérgio Miranda Uchôa Forest owner

Rafael Henrique Baroni Suzano S.A.

Renato Farinazzo Lorza Fundação Florestal

Richard van der Hoff Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais

Roberta Cantinho The Nature Concervancy (TNC)

Tatiana Motta Grillo Guimarães Associação Corredor Ecológico do Vale do Paraíba

Victor Salviati Fundação Amazônia Sustentável (FAS)

Ynis Cristine de Santana Martins  Universidade Federal Rural da Amazônia (UFRA)

Lino Ferreira 

And 4 additional anonymous stakeholders

Chile

Astrid Holmgren EcoPartnersBank Foundation

Constanza Daniela Troppa Tapia Corporación Nacional Forestal (CONAF)

Ernesto Pinto Nursery El Oasis Nativo de Alhué

Ezio Costa Cordella Universidad de Chile

Fabián Carrasco Fonseca Comité de agua potable rural de Liquiñe

Fernando Muñoz Rodríguez Comité de agua potable rural de Mashue

Gabriela Soto Nilo Corporación Nacional Forestal (CONAF) / ex- UN-REDD National Programme

Jorge Gayoso Aguilar Universidad Austral de Chile

Maribel Obando Barría Corporación Nacional Forestal (CONAF)

Melissa Carmody Lobo Wildlife Conservation Society Chile

Nicolás Schneider Errázuriz Fundación Un Alto en el Desierto

Silvana Lara Comunidad Agrícola de Alhué

Colombia

Adriana María Lagos Zapata United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)

Ana Milena Plata Fajardo Biofix

Benjamin Quesada Universidad del Rosario

Cherry Hernández Grupo de Baramiento de la Ciénaga de Ayapel

Clara L. Matallana Tobón Reforestadora Proaire

Diana Yaneth Vargas Rodríguez Subdirección de Desarrollo Sostenible y Navegación Cormagdalena

Eduardo Ariza Pilar Indígena Visión Amazonia

Graciana Caicedo Arroyo Consejo Comunitario Río Yurumangui

Isai Victorino Cubillos The Nature Conservancy (TNC)

Jair Salazar Jacanamijoy Asociación Tandachiridu Inganokuna

Juan Carlos Camargo García Universidad Tecnológica de Pereira

Lilia Isolina Java Tapayuri Resguardo Indígena Ticuna, Cocama y Yagua (TICOYA)

Pia Escobar WWF – Colombia

Costa Rica

Álvaro Solano Ganadera Montesele S.A.

Carlos Porras Salazar FUNDECOR
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Cynthia Salas Garita Centro de Investigación en Innovación Forestal

Gabriela Soto Jiménez CoopeForestal R. L.

Gilmar Navarrete Chacón Fondo Nacional de Financiamiento Forestal (FONAFIFO)

José Antonio González Vargas ASIREA

Juan José Jiménez Espinoza Sistema Nacional de Áreas de Conservación (SINAC)

Karla Murillo Suárez Asociación Corredor Biológico Talamanca Caribe

Luis Salazar Salazar CoopeAgri

Óscar Mario Rodríguez Araya Reforestaciones y Transportes Rodríguez Araya S. A.

William Fonseca González Universidad Nacional de Costa Rica

Yuber Rodríguez Santamaria Asociación Conservacionista de Monteverde

Mexico

Carlos R. Cerdán Universidad Veracruzana

Citlalli López Binnqüist Universidad Veracruzana

David Patrick Ross Grupo Ecológico Sierra Gorda

Edward A. Ellis Universidad Veracruzana

Elsa Esquivel Bazán Cooperativa Ambio

Hugo Cardenas Rodriguez The Nature Conservancy (TNC)

Ignacio J. March Mifsut Comisión Nacional de Áreas Naturales Protegidas (CONANP)

Jovanka Špirić Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología (CONACYT) / 

 Centro de Investigaciones en Geografía Ambiental, 

 Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México (CIGA-UNAM)

Lucia Madrid Ramirez Consejo Civil Mexicano para la Silvicultura Sostenible

Martha Isabel Ruiz Corzo Grupo Ecológico Sierra Gorda

Moisés Méndez-Toribio Instituto de Ecología (INECOL) / Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología (CONACYT)

Raul Gabrielle Benet Keil Consejo Civil Mexicano para la Sivilcultura Sotenible

Salvador Sarabia Rivas Grupo Ecológico Sierra Gorda

Sofía García Sánchez The Nature Conservancy (TNC)

Tim Trench Universidad Autónoma Chapingo

Peru

Cristy Diaz Naturaleza y Cultura Perú

Diana Mori Universidad Nacional Intercultural de la Amazonía (UNIA)

Eddy Mendoza Rojas Conservación Internacional Perú

Elvira Gomez Servicio Nacional Forestal y de Fauna Silvestre (SERFOR)

Eusebio Ayestas Agroindustrias ROMEX S. A.

Gabriel Quijandría Unión Internacional para la Conservación de la Naturaleza (UICN)

Isaac Núñez Pérez Dirección Desconcentrada de Cultura Ucayali

Lily O. Rodríguez CIMA – Cordillera Azul

Paola Cruz Programa Mujer Indígena de ORAU

Ricardo Bardales Lozano Palmas del Espino S.A.

Rudy Valdivia Programa Nacional de Conservación de Bosques (PNCB) – 

 Ministerio del Ambiente (MINAM)

Valentina Robiglio Center for International Forestry Research (CIFOR) – World Agroforestry (ICRAF)
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