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As we consider “safeguards” for REDD+ relating to critical issues affecting indigenous peoples and local forest-dependent communities, it is instructive for us to look at past experiences regarding the participation of these communities in forest conservation, management and restoration that are highly relevant to today’s discussions. 
Development of REDD+ mechanisms and programs, and their implimentation, will not occur in a vacuum. The challenges related to meeting the worthy and ambitious goals of REDD+ are not new. If we do not learn from past experiences, and mistakes, we are doomed to repeat them. We cannot afford this.
In 2005, the International Union of Forest Research Organizations established a Task Force on Traditional Forest Knowledge. The motivation for establishing this group – which involved biophysical and social scientists as well as holders and users of traditional knowledge from around the world – was a recognition that “our” science is limited in its capacity to fully understand develop solutions to the extremely complex goal of truly sustainable management of forest resources that accomodates social, economic, cultural and environmental needs and aspirations. We further recognized that we have much to learn from the world views, traditional governance and social institutions, knowledge, innovations and management practices of indigenous peoples and other traditional communities. Unlike us, and in the face of difficult odds, traditional communities have managed their forest landscape environments sustainably for countless generations. 
These perspectives, these voices, come from societies that, offer us all a bit of hope that there is a better way, provided we in the dominant societies, shed our philosophical and cultural biases, and begin to show some real respect for these “alternative” perspectives and level the playing field in policy discussions and development of real solutions to the environmental problems that we, not they, have created.
This effort by IUFRO has sought to increase and broaden our understanding of the scope and role of traditional knowledge, practices and related social and governance institutions in indigenous societies and local forest-dependent communities. We explored the history and current status of relationships between traditional and formal (scientific) forest-related knowledge and forest management practices, and the potential for TFRK to complement current approaches to forest resource management, including biodiversity conservation. 
Our work involved the organization of a number of conferences in various parts of the world, the publication of the results of these meetings in conference proceedings, the peer-review literature, and finally in a global state-of-knowledge report published only a few weeks ago. 
Despite ongoing deforestation and degradation of forests and woodlands in many parts of the world, particularly in tropical and subtropical regions, indigenous and local communities continue to play a vital role in forest conservation and management. Indigenous peoples, who comprise approximately 5% of the world’s population, manage an estimated 11% of the world’s forests, and other forest-dependent local communities and even larger share.
Long before the development of forest science in the 18th century, local and indigenous communities throughout the world managed forest ecosystems and landscapes for multiple economic, environmental, social and cultural benefits. Traditional knowledge about forests and their biodiversity, evolving over generations, has sustained livelihoods, cultures and the ecological integrity of natural and managed systems through changing socioeconomic and environmental conditions.  Our work has identified a number of features of traditional knowledge and the societies in which it is embedded that are key understanding its contributions to sustainable natural resource management – in short they comprise the basis for what we are now re-inventing as sustainability science.
Traditional communities who depend on forests and woodlands for food, medicines, clean water and other basic needs have learned how to anticipate and cope with climatic shifts and extreme weather events. Over generations, despite the odds, they have adapted their forest management practices in ways that have ensured the integrity of ecosystems and managed agro-forest landscapes, the conservation of forest biodiversity, food security, and cultural and spiritual identity.

However, neither the importance of this traditional knowledge and associated social and governance institutions, nor their role in development of more effective and equitable approaches for facing the challenges posed by climate change have been adequately recognized. 

REDD/REDD+:  Can it deliver positive outcomes?
Will throwing more money at the problem of deforestation and degradation really help to solve these problems? 
We need to be fully aware of the results of decades of experience in the implementation of programs aimed at halting deforestation and forest degradation and conserving forest biodiversity, and more recent experiences with carbon offset/CDM projects since the 1990s. 
These experiences suggest that unless the more wholistic perspectives of local and indigenous communities – including their land rights and tenure security, food security needs, traditional knowledge and practices, customary laws, and social institutions governing the management of forested landscapes – are taken as starting points rather than secondary considerations in the development of such programs, neither the environmental nor socio-economic outcomes will be favorable. 
The current concerns of Indigenous Peoples and local communities regarding REDD/REDD+ are largely substantiated by our [IUFRO Task Force on Traditional Forest Knowledge] critical evaluation of past experiences, which point to the need for:
· Clearly defined, well-established and enforced land & property rights. In many countries prior reform in forest governance and more secure tenure systems will be needed, without which fair distribution of REDD benefits will not be achieved.
· Respect for, and recognition of, the role of traditional forest knowledge, management systems, customary law and traditional governance institutions.
· Full and effective participation of indigenous peoples and forest-dependent communities in the design, implementation, and monitoring of REDD activities, and respect for their human rights (principles embodied in the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, Convention on Biological Diversity, and many other international agreements)
· Accountability, particularly under conditions of poor governance, and the fair and equitable distribution of REDD benefits to forest communities that minimizes capture of these benefits by carbon brokers, consultants, national governments or local elites; 
· Addressing concerns that by putting a monetary value on forests, the spiritual, cultural, and values they hold for indigenous peoples and local communities may be neglected. 
Conclusions 

· Traditional forest-related knowledge and practices have sustained extensive areas of forests, biodiversity, a variety of ecosystem services, and the rich cultures and livelihoods of local and indigenous communities worldwide.
· Traditional knowledge and practices and associated social institutions are an important component of the social capital of traditional societies with important applications for forest biodiversity conservation, as well as climate change monitoring, mitigation and adaptation.
· Persistent failure to address underlying causes of deforestation and forest degradation, and fundamental issues related to the rights and interests of local and (especially) indigenous peoples have hindered past efforts to slow deforestation and forest degradation, and to promote conservation and sustainable use of forest resources.
· The sustainability of REDD/REDD+ initiatives – their capacity to deliver climate change mitigation and hoped-for co-benefits - will depend on our ability to address these issues effectively.
