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FOREWORD

Nature conservation and poverty reduction have a goal in common. Poor people in
many parts of the world, especially in rural areas, often directly depend on natural
and biological resources for their livelihood, whereas nature conservation is the at-
tempt to safeguard these very resources for the future. In practice, the relationship
between measures for nature conservation and poverty reduction is a very complex
one in which measures for nature conservation on one hand and poverty reduction
on the other can exert either positive or negative influences on each other. Interna-
tionally accepted goals like the Millenium Development Goals, the Plan of Implemen-
tation of the World Summit for Sustainable Development (WSSD, Johannesburg
2002) and the decisions of international conventions like the Convention on Biologi-
cal Diversity commit us to both poverty reduction and the conservation of biodiversity.
How then can measures for nature conservation and poverty reduction be combined
in such a way as to allow win-win solutions and without compromising either goal?
It is this topic — or range of topics — that was discussed by 13 individuals from inter-
national and German nature conservation organizations, agencies and research insti-
tutions at the international expert workshop “Linking Nature Conservation and
Poverty Reduction” that took place at the International Academy for Nature Con-
servation, Isle of Vilm, of the German Federal Agency for Nature Conservation from
November 2 to 4, 2006.
In their discussions, the participants acknowledged that conservation activities can
affect poor people directly and indirectly; that poor people often depend to a high de-
gree on natural/biological resources, whereas it is these resources that conservation
strives to safeguard; that poverty affects the effectiveness of conservation measures
and often leads to environmental degradation; and that conservation organizations,
institutions and agencies need to take these factors into account. Hence the partici-
pants recommend the following principles:

1. Conservation activities should create benefits to those poor people.

2. If that is not possible, conservation activities should at least not harm poor

people.
3. If that is not possible, poor people should be adequately compensated for the

harm suffered. Compensation should only be considered as a last resort.



It is the participants” hope that by formulating these recommendations they will con-
tribute to the ongoing debates and policy formulations, emphasize the linkages be-
tween conservation and development, stimulate a better consideration of the poverty-
conservation linkages within both the conservation and the development communi-
ties, and identify knowledge gaps. The principles stated are substantiated by underly-
ing factors that need to be addressed to ensure that conservation activities deliver
benefits to poor people are the following. Besides, in order to apply the principles
several tools have to be developed:

¢ Methods to include social impact assessment of conservation activities;

e Guidelines for designing conservation measures that benefit poor people;

e Criteria for appropriate and equitable compensation schemes.
The participants will subsequently invite comments to the recommendations by dis-
tributing them in their in respective networks. As a follow-up, it should be considered
whether they can be used as a starting-point to develop a code of conduct for con-
servation organizations. Research on linkages in poverty-conservation relations
should be carried out and case studies on good and bad practice disseminated. Con-
servation organizations, agencies and institutions should encourage dialogue with
development agencies on these poverty-conservation linkages and should support
international biodiversity conventions in their efforts to address livelihood issues, for
instance within the CBD and CITES.
The Federal Agency for Nature Conservation is glad to have hosted this workshop. It
is becoming increasingly obvious that in many parts of the world, the key to conserv-
ing biological diversity lies in working with people. This presents great challenges,
both for the traditional nature conservation and the development communities. The
respective goals of poverty reduction and nature conservation may not completely
coincide, but a general conviction should exist that there is a lot of common ground

where differing goals may be pursued to the advantage of all.



RECOMMENDATIONS

Preamble

The participants of the international expert workshop “Linking Nature Conservation

and Poverty Reduction”, representing international and German nature conservation

organizations and agencies and research institutions, acknowledge that

Conservation activities affect poor people directly and indirectly;

Poor people often depend to a high degree on natural/biological resources
and it is these resources that conservation strives to safeguard;

Poverty affects the effectiveness of conservation measures and often leads to
environmental degradation;

Conservation organizations, institutions and agencies need to take this into

account.

Recommendations

The participants of the workshop agreed upon the following general principles to

guide the work of conservation organizations, institutions and agencies where

their activities affect poor people:

1.

Conservation activities should create benefits to those poor people.

If that is not possible, conservation activities should at least not harm poor

people.

If that is not possible, poor people should be adequately compensated for the

harm suffered. Compensation should only be considered as a last resort.

By formulating these principles, the workshop participants wish to

Contribute to the ongoing debates and policy formulations, inter alia by identi-

fying possible steps leading to better practice;



e Emphasize the linkages between conservation and development;
e Stimulate a better consideration of the poverty-conservation linkages within
both the conservation and the development communities;

¢ |dentify knowledge gaps.

When applying these principles, the following points have to be taken into considera-

tion:

e Defining what are “poor people” and what is “poverty”;

e The short- and long-term needs of poor people;

e Benefits of conservation activities to poor people should outweigh the costs of
conservation;

o “Benefits” should be understood in a broad sense to include “empowerment”,
“strengthening of rights” and other monetary and non-monetary contents;

e The importance of genuine participatory approaches.

Some of the factors that may need to be addressed to ensure that conservation ac-

tivities deliver benefits to poor people are the following :

e Tenure rights;

e Conservation management;

e Governance;

e Inter-agency cooperation;

e Level of environmental degradation;

e Level of poverty.
In order to apply these principles, we need to develop:
¢ Methods to include social impact assessment of conservation activities;

e Guidelines for designing conservation measures that benefit poor people;

e Criteria for appropriate and equitable compensation schemes.



Next steps / tasks

e Consider using these principles to develop a code of conduct for conservation
organizations;

¢ Promote research on linkages in poverty-conservation relations;

e Disseminate case studies on good and bad practice;

e Encourage dialogue with development agencies on these poverty-
conservation linkages;

e Support international biodiversity conventions to address livelihood issues, in-
ter alia the CBD and CITES.



TRANSCRIPTION OF THE PIN BOARDS

1. Flipcharts

First day

When do conservationists have to address poverty issues (or broader: socio-

economic aspirations)?

¢ |If local people rely on the natural resources for their livelihoods
e |If our actions impact on poverty
e If enforcement is not possible
o If there is poverty which impacts on biodiversity
¢ |f conservationists are interested in long-term solutions
(but sometimes urgent action is needed)

e Moral obligations

Conservation bodies could also look for partners for the “development part”.

Objectives

e How can we have projects that both contribute to conservation & poverty re-
duction?

e Impact of poverty on conservation effectiveness

Role of conservation bodies

¢ Should not solve everything; dependent on local context

e Work as a broker, with partners

o Establish contacts to relevant agencies

e Be aware of socio-economic factors and impacts

e Communicate contribution of conservation to development / raise awareness

of links



e Special role when there is no other development agency
e Conservationists ensure the long-term sustainability of development projects

e Dependent on status of conservation agency

Contributions of conservation to poverty reduction?

Local level

o Identify areas of high biodiversity value — for sustainability

e Ecosystem services (not only local effects)

¢ Not always socio-economic benefits created by any conservation measure

e Linkage : the mechanisms to allow different interests to be met (win/win) and

to avoid negative effects on socio-economic situation

National level

e Positive effects probably not significant (if conservation understood in a nar-

row sense)

Bolivian case study

Which development issues were chosen and why?
¢ Most important for conservation?

e Most important for livelihoods?
Second day
Qualification of benefits
i.e. empowerment

imposition of solutions?

Desires of local people

10



e Conservation should create surplus / benefits (benefits outweigh the costs) to
poor people in the short-term / considering the short-term needs and the long-
term benefits

e Conservation should not harm poor people

e Compensation is needed

e Flexible approaches to create surplus

e Social impact assessments

e Bridging the gap between short-term needs and long-term benefits: maybe

with the assistance of development agencies

Compensation — critical issues

(the last resort)

e Who decides on it?
e Can poor people refuse?
e What form does it take?
o Land/finances?
o One off/regular
o Which people
o]

Rewarding the “worst”
=>» Tools: looking for approaches of international NGOs

Objectives of recommendations

e Contribution to the ongoing debates/policy formulations, also by identifying
possible steps leading to better practise

e To stimulate a better consideration of the linkages within both the conservation
community and the development community

e To emphasise the linkages between conservation and development

e Toidentify gaps in knowledge

11



2. Plenary discussions

First chart

Impacts of conservation on livelihoods
e Tools for assessing impacts of conservation on livelihoods

e Guidelines on how to implement CITES so that it contributes to livelihoods

Compensating loss, creating global goods, offering development opportunities
¢ No conservation benefits locally
e Conditionality of payments

e Sustainability of approach?

Sustainable use -> for poverty reduction and biodiversity
e How to make sustainable use economically viable

e How to make ecosystem services operational
Ecotourism is an alternative income source

e Feasibility as a tourism business

e Feasibility of linking tourism with conservation

Second chart

Critical questions and solutions / strateqgies

International mandate

e 2010 target, CBD Programme of implementation — WSSD
Conceptual base for linkages

e Positive and negative and vice-versa linkages -> Which link is of interest to

us? — Nature of the link? How to assess impacts? -> non monetary incentives

12



Conservation only sustainable/successful when addressing poverty of those
affected by conservation -> When to address poverty issues? (no automatic

linkage) -> work with local organisations

Common causes for biodiversity loss and poverty -> lack of clarity of roles and
aims -> can conservation bodies deliver? -> develop a joint vision with the lo-

cal people

Poor governance + hugh poverty do not allow for win-win situations -> thresh-
old -> how to achieve win-win in difficult (?) situations? -> what is a difficult

situation? -> offer income alternatives

Political framework and consequences

Demand-led development paradigm (donor and countries’ priorities) -> NGOs
to support, campaign against or adapt to the DLDP -> strategies for main-
streaming conservation into PRSPs; “inspire” demand (top-down?); use eco-
system services for demonstrating value; SEA; strategic alliances (poverty,

health, education); lobbying of the decision makers, policy makers

13



3. Working groups

1. Analysis of the linkages

Franz Gatzweiler, Barney Dickson, Gisele Schmid, Bettina Hedden-Dunkhorst

Questions
e What are examples for win/win-situations in conservation and poverty reduc-
tion?
e What are factors that favour win/win-situations?
e What are factors that prevent win/win-situations?
e How do we measure or assess the impact of conservation on poverty reduc-
tion? Which levels do we have to look at?
Results
In what circumstances do conservation activities affect poor people?
1) where poor people depend on the biodiversity that conservation agencies
want to conserve (direct)
Example: protected areas excluding people
2) through indirect routes
Example: “elephants” — crop raiding (negative impact) or new income
(positive impact)
What factors favour win-win or win-lose situations?
1) Conservation must generate a surplus
2) Where conservation management increases the used species

BUT depends on the distribution of benefits!

3) Strong local governance and/or strong national governance
IF in interests of poor

4) Tenure rights (land/ water/ biodiversity)

BUT: who gets tenure? What do they do with tenure?

5) Inter agent co-operation (conservation and development)

How do we measure impact of conservation on poverty?
1) rapid rural appraisal

2) participative mapping

14



3) even income!

4) Social impact assessment

What action is required?

1) for conservation organisations: a code of conduct, set of principles, guidelines

—> do conservation in a way that

a. benefits poor people
b. or does not harm

Cc. or compensates

2) link with development agencies

3) research on linkages

4) publicise good (+ bad?) examples
WHAT IS POVERTY?

2.

Tools and Concepts

Anke Gaude, Svane Bender, Pieter van Eijk. Sarah Holaschke

Questions

What can we do to avoid negative effects of conservation on the livelihoods of
local people?

How can we make sustainable use economically so viable that destructive
uses are no longer attractive?

How do we identify and design income alternatives in situations where con-
servation does not allow the continuity of certain uses or practises?

What could we do if income alternatives are not feasible or do not yield
enough income to compensate losses?

How could the valuation of ecosystem services help to turn sustainable use

and protected areas into an attractive economic option?

Results

What can we do to avoid the negative effects of conservation on the livelihoods of

local people?

e |Institutional issues
o Assessment of indigenous knowledge, cultural and gender aspects

0 Assessment of use

15



= Different levels of involvement of local people

0 Assessment of needs
= Different levels of involvement from local level over NGOs to

National Governments
¢ Practical/ implementation level

o Adaptive management (also for institutional issues)
= Monitoring, reviewing the process together with local people
» |dentifying thresholds and assessing impacts of conservation

measures

How to make sustainable use economically more attractive?

e Information and education to create awareness on ecological services

Link interests of people on different levels

Promote incentives for local people
0 Direct payments
o Tax relief
o0 Land/ resource rights

o Alternative income schemes

Make destructives uses less attractive (higher taxes, etc.)

Create and support markets for sustainable products

How do we identify and design income alternatives in situations where conservation

does not allow the continuity of certain uses or practices?

e Assessment of markets, resources and needs

What could we do if income alternatives are not feasible or do not yield enough in-

come to compensate losses?

16

Provide incentives for local people

Financial compensation and support

Technical support

Improve livelihoods (health care, education, water supply, infrastructure)
Important to compromise — to what extent?

Offer relocation (in special situations)



3.  Communication and Cooperation

Elke Mannigel, Abisha Mapendembe, Werner Schroder, Rudolf Specht

Questions

How could we communicate the link between conservation and poverty reduc-
tion in order to bring conservation back on the political agenda?

What can conservation agencies contribute to development agencies?

How can we induce cooperation with partners that do not share the same

goals but where there is ground for joint activities?

Results

What can conservation agencies contribute to developing agencies?

(Keep in mind:

Conservation organisations: conservation is an end — development as a means

Development organisations: conservation is either irrelevant or a means to their

ends)

Opportunities

Long-term sustainability of projects

By contributing to MDG 7 the conservation agencies contribute to the conser-
vation debate

Conserving ecosystem services

Basis for sustainable land use planning

Nature conservation can contribute to conflict resolution and prevention at dif-
ferent levels

Empowerment and capacity building

Conservation agencies act as brokers to bring together private sector (e.g.
tourism) and sustainability

Create and have networks which development agencies don’t have

Biological and ecological data

Long-term perspective compromises short-term perspective

“Greenwashing”

17



Conservation organisations risk losing their identity

(Conclusions)

18

Conservation is our goal — development our path

Tailor the message to suit the audiences

Achievements for local communities have to be communicated
Conservation as a basis for sustainable development

Providing alternative livelihood compensation



4. Follow up of the workshop

Action needed

¢ Response to recommendations
o when sending out: ask for feedback
0 lead: ask for IUCN to take a lead
e Develop a Code of Conduct
e Develop guidelines etc. as stated in the recommendations (by considering the
feedback)

Roadmap
e Collect response until 15 January 2007
e “Meeting” (video, phone, etc.) in the second half of January
-> decide on how to follow, especially on the two issues above (e.g. the Code of
Conduct and the guidelines) on the potential roles and partners of different or-

ganisations

How to use/continue the recommendations

e Part of the workshop report + separate (also in the Internet)
¢ Inform our own organisations
¢ Inform networks:
o IUCN (BfN) + TILCEPA + TIGRE (Elke)
o Poverty and Conservation Learning/Working Group (Barney)
o Forum “Environment and Development” (Elke)
o Birdlife (Werner)
e Discuss them with German development cooperation agencies
e Review of the current debate (Poverty and Conservation Learning Group ->
linking the recommendations)
e Ensure that recommendations are considered In CITES, considerations on
livelihood issues (Barney)
e Preparatory meeting for the PA working group-CBD (BfN)
e Submit as a suggestion for the next SBSTTA meeting on PA-Pow (BfN)

19



Recommendations for whom

20

BfN

BMU

Wider conservation community (+IUCN)

German development cooperation

Use CBD COP9 (Poverty + PAs) -> review process of Pow on PAs
Poverty and Conservation Working/Learning Group

Non governmental development cooperation

Parties to CITES



ABSTRACTS AND PRESENTATIONS
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Rudolf Specht, Federal Agency for Nature Conservation, Germany

Linking nature conservation and poverty reduction — Goals, linkages and initial ques-

tions

My presentation is a short introduction to the topic of the workshop. Both poverty re-
duction and biodiversity conservation are goals that are high on the global political
agenda (poverty reduction e.g. through Goal 1 of the Millennium Development Goals;
biodiversity conservation through e.g. decisions by the Parties to the Convention on
Biological Diversity, the 2002 World Summit on Sustainable Development and Mil-
lennium Development Goal 7). Both poverty reduction and biodiversity conservation
have many dimensions and contain subjective elements. There are both positive and
negative linkages between them and they have several causes in common. My pres-
entation then raises a number of questions that we will discuss in the workshop and

suggests areas where we should search for solutions and develop tools.

22



€c

Rudolf Specht, Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (Germany)
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he goal of poverty reduction

Millenium Development Goal 1
By 20135...

— Reduce by haf the proporion of people lwing on
less than a dollar 2 day

— Reduce by ha'f the proportion of people who suffer
from humger

U MilEnium Ceclaraton, UN Gensral Assemitly, 2000

What is poverty?

Foverty can have many dimensions:

economic (e.g. income, livelihoods];
human capacities [education];
political (rights);

socio-cultural [status);

resiliency (insecurity, vulnerability).

The concept of poverty contains subjective
elements!

The goal of nature conservation
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What is conservation?

Conservation can have many dimensions:

a form of land use;

a policy objective;

a set of values;

a form of biodiversity management.

Conservation is often interpreted as
protectionfpreservation of species, habitats,
ecosystems.

The concept of conservation contains subjeciive
elements!
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Linkages

Consarvation acivitias contribubs to poverty
raduciion (s INcome aarming opportunitias)

Porvarty reduction measures contributs to
conasrvation goale (e.g. relleving Intenaive resource
Lesa)

Hegative
Consarvation maasuras creatalincreasa poverty (s
axciuslon froam resource ues)

Powsrty reduction measuras endangar conasrvation
poals (e.g. sgricultural developms

Discovering gaps

can nature conservation be integrated into
rategic Elanning and conservation- lopmenit
concepis?

What determines success or failure of strategies?
How do we include civil society?

How do we create win-win situations? (What do we
dao if they are not possible?)

How can we create cooperation between the
nature conservation” and “development”
communities?

Where are the thresholds for sustainability (e.g.
implementation time]?

Influence of externalities (e.g. world trade, China,
climate change etz )

Features in common

Powerty and bicdiversity loss have several
CAUSES iM COMmImon:

Distribution of power
Externalities: Trade and aid regimes

Governance

Finding solutions and
developing tools

Measuring impacts, quantifying relationships

Addressing power imbalances and govermance
failings

Equitakle aﬁpmanhEE for the inclusion of civil

society: rights, empowerment, participation, rural
appraisal, awarenass-raising, inclusion of private
settor, indigenous peoples...

Financing mechanisms [market mechanisms,
ecosystem services, tourism, microcredit, Bio-
rights etz

Frameworks for cooperation: Conventions,
research ete.
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Steps forward

How can we act together and
where do we go from here?

It's up to us....




Abisha Mapendembe, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB), United
Kingdom

Challenges and opportunities for nature conservation in a demand-led development

paradigm
The main aim of my presentation is to stimulate debate on some of the important

challenges and opportunities that a “demand-led” development paradigm presents to
nature conservation in developing countries. The presentation traces the evolution of
development thinking and practice as seen by major donors, and highlights some of
the key challenges and opportunities that the current dominant development para-
digm — “demand- led development’- presents to nature conservation in developing
countries. My main argument is that the refocusing of development discourse on
poverty reduction in the late 1990s and the advent of bottom-up and rights based
approaches to development as well as the inception of new aid modalities such as
Direct Budget Support (DBS) has led to a rapid decline of the environment (and bio-
diversity issues) on the development agenda (with the notable exception of climate
change). The environment (and biodiversity issues) is usually not high on the agenda
in developing countries mainly because nature conservation is not seen as directly
relevant to poverty reduction. This is so despite a myriad of evidence linking nature
conservation, sustainable livelihoods and human well-being. This is a key challenge
that nature conservation organisations need to overcome. The presentation con-
cludes that by linking nature conservation and poverty reduction, we can avert envi-
ronment (and biodiversity issues) from being dropped further from the development
agenda. This can be achieved by developing an integrated approach linking poverty
reduction with responsible management of ecosystems and biodiversity. Developing
such an approach is crucial to biodiversity conservation, accessing funds for conser-
vation work and gaining political support in both developing and developed countries.
The presentation also poses some important questions at the end, to engender de-

bate on nature conservation and poverty reduction.
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Abisha Mapendembe, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (UK)

Challenges and opportunities for
nature conservation in developing
countries in a demand-led development

paradigm

Sk gra M eparsiimbs
He e T

for birds — for people — for ever

Structure of the presentation

Background o the Poverty-Ermvironment Debale
Wihy does nature conservation matier for poor
people?

Evoiution of developrment thinking and aid practice

The adwent of the demand —led development
paradigrn (CLDP}

Challenges for nature conservation m a DLOP
Cipporiunities for nature consenvation in a DLDP
Conclusion
Cluesiions to rmull
ke, |
RSP

Background to the Poverty —
Environment Debate

1930 World Consenvation Sirategy - first articulated the
link betwesn conservabion and developrment

4 1887 Brundtland Report and the 1982 Earth Summit in
=io placed environment and development links on the
internatona’ agenda

2000 UN Millenniurm Surnmit -Millennium Developrment
Geoals (MDGs], UM Summit on Sustainable

Crevelopment 2002 | Johannesburg) and subseguent
UM Summits

# Late 1880s, efocusing of development discou
piowerty reduction m

Background to the Poverty —
Environment Debate (Cont)

& All sectors of society endeawour to confribute to this
internatona’ goal

& Conssrvation NE0s are no exception hence pro-poor
consendaton in conservation circles

£ Howewver, the refocusing of development discourse led
to a rapid decline of the envronment and bicdwersity
issu=ss on the development agenda - climaie change =
the notable exceplion

4 Intemational poftical sentiment now ovensthelmingly
favours development and not nature :n:nE.E-r-.ra:i:IE
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Why does nature conservation
matter for poor people ?

% Biodiversity plays a major role m the livelhoods of a
high proporticn  of the world's population
% Ppoorest of the world's poor often depend directly on

natural resources e.g. for drinking water, budding
maierials, fuel wood, fisheries, fresh water, fert™y for

soi's, fodder for livestock and forest products

4 Close to half of the worlds jobs are direcily ted to
forests fisheries, farming and other sources of
ervronmental income

4 If their envircnrment fails e.g. through drought |, land
degradation and ocwerexploitation of foresis and b
fisheries —hunger and illness are drect conseogu

Why does nature conservation
matter for poor people 7 (Cont)

< Poverty is a risk factor for environmental
degradation , just as envirenmental
degradation is a risk factor for powerty

< Sustainable environmental practices are vital
for sustainable livelihoods and human well
being

e |
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Evolution of development thinking

(and aid practice)

< Comprehensive planning {193350s] - five year plans
and sectoral programmes and adwvent of project aid

4 Projectised development [1960s) - expansion of
project aid to support social services and rural
development and the advent of the basic needs
agenda

< Structural Adjustment Programmes (SAPs) (1380s)
[the nse of policy based landing | - Structural
Adjustment Lending {SAL) and Sector Adjustments

Lending (SECAL), in the form of the program id ,
aiding policy condiionality to Balance of Pa ts

(BoP) support
< The first three were criticised for being “top-down™

Evolution of development thinking
(and aid practice) (cont)

% Policy management [mid 19590s) — new types of
pregramme aid |, including budget support
igeneral and sector budget support) , pocling
funds under Sector Wide Approaches [SWAPS)
arrangements as well as pooled Technical
Assistance

% Rights based approaches to development — right
of the poor to development

< BUT rights to development in relation fo glo
power relations ignored
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The advent of the demand led
development paradigm and Direct

Budget Support (DBS)

< Policy management emphasised “botiom-up”
approaches to projects or “demand drivenfled™
developrment

< Demand driven criteria is one of the most important
programming principles of the EC and Member
States

< Led to sea changes in mechanisms for giving aid -
Rome Declaration on Harmonization (2003) and
Faris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness (Ma%ﬂﬁ]

The advent of the demand led
development paradigm and Direct

Budget Support (DBS)

< Donors moving away from supporting projects and
are providing direct budget support [DES] and
sector programme support (5P5) — To be spent
according to gowernment priorities
% Pricrties articulated in Poverty Reduction Strategy
Papers [(FRSFs)
< BADLY, few PRSPs feature the environment (and
bicdiversity issues in a significant way (Bojo and
Reddy, 2002; Waldman.2003)
e |
RSPH

Challenges for nature conservation in
a demand led development paradigm

(DLDP) and direct budget support

< Donors now engage more and more extensively
in budget suppoert and sector programme support

< Friority given to environmental expenditure by
donors depend on whether beneficiary countries
select the environment as a key priority sector in
FPRSPs

< SADLY, the environment {and biodiversity
issues) are not usually high on the agenda in
beneficiary couniries . |

RSP

Challenges for nature
conservation in a demand led
development paradigm (DLDP) and

direct budget support
4 As a result:
" Direct Budget Support and sector support has so
far mot reached the environmental sector
v Difficult to obiain donoer and developing
countries’ support for environment and
bicdiversity projects
*" The envirenment | and biediversity issues )
rapidly declining on the development agenda
. |
RSP
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Challenges for nature
conservation in a demand led
development paradigm (DLDP) and

direct hudﬁet support (cont)

4 Fotential of NGOs being marginalised — aid
channelled from donor governments and larger
rnultilateral instituiions to Sowthern
governmenis, does not refer directly to NGOs

< DOMDRS — environment not a priority to
developing couniries | and the poor) —vidence
from PR5Ps {(What about Participatory Poverty
Assessments DFID, 2001)

< CSOING0s —-FRSPS not always a product of
democratic processes , power imbalances, w
envirenmental capacity in developing countri
lack of understanding of environment and
development linkages, short term versus long
term agendas or targets

Challenges for nature
conservation in a demand led
development paradigm (DLDP)

and direct budget support (cont).

< Mature conservation MGOs complaining because
enviromment and biodiversity has been omitted —
WHOSE INTEREST??

4 “Iniguitous economic system” — biodiversity
goods and services not reflected in national
accounts

< Don't forget the manipulation of the poor by rich
countries and powerful corporations and
envirommental problems associated with
unbridied economic growth

% Heed to make a very strong case for the
enviromnment in development - HOW??

=

Opportunities for nature
conservation in the demand led

development paradigm

4 Urgent nead to avert environment [and
bigdiversity issues) from being dropped
further from the development agenda

4 Ensuring that nature conservation address
poverty is crucial to biodiversity conservation
, accessing funds and for political support
ibuy —in} — pro-poor conservation

% Inspire demand —raising environment and
bicdiversity awareness of Community ba
crganisations (CBOs) and HGOs in aid
recipient countries

Opportunities for nature
conservation in the demand led

development paradigm

< Promoting use of tools and procedures
through which environment and (biodiversity
may be mainstreamed in development
cooperation Environmental Impact
Assessments (ELA) and Strategic
Envircnmental Assessments (SEA) for both
envirenmental and mon environmental projects

< Potentially “"Morthern™ nature conservation
HGO0s can work with their developing coun
partners to mainstream the environment irm
sectors often regarded as key by aid recipi
countries [e.g. health and education)
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Opportunities for nature
conservation in the demand led

development paradigm (cont)
4 Ecosystem Services (ES) argument — seem less
appealing to developing couniries [as long as the

value of the ES cannot be translated in
EURCSPOUNDSIDOLLARS)

< Payment of Ecosystem Services [PES] - has its
own problems

availability of funds
money cannot buy everything
who receives the payments- often not those very

much depended on biodiversity as a main
livelihood source - elite capture
who decide what is to be done with the mon

%

LA

%

Opportunities for nature
conservation in the demand led
development paradigm (cont)

% Use climate change as an entry point in
discussions with donors and dewveloping
country governments — mitigation and adaptation

# He REALISTIC!

" awoid the argument that concern for the
environment should top everything else

" awoid forcibly linking the conservation and

poverty reduction agendas when tradeoffs
oubtweigh synergies HH

Conclusion

4 Environment | and biodiversity issues) are
falling of the development agenda

“% Bicdiversity not seen as directly relevant to
poverty reduction

% Much will depend on convincing policy
makers and decision makers that the
environment matters for development

4 Raising environment and biodiversity
awareness of aid recipient couniries - |

R5PH|

Conclusion

4 Heed for a broad vision — an imtegrated
approach linking poverty reduction with
responsible management of ecosystems and
biodiversity — This is vital to a sustainable
future of shared global prosperity

< Be REALISTIC on what the envirenment can
offer to development. 1t is one thing , for
example, to emphasise that healthy sociefies

require healthy ecosystems but is it the onl
one? H
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Conclusion (cont)

o B “The development COmmuniy has been Siow 0 emivace
G E'-.'\IZI.E;rEET mansgEmEn 55 2 SMaEkgy for povery
requction. Thars unfTunae, becauss Me pover-alewsioh

sirategies oSt Jeveianing nanans have pursled—ancowaging
LBan indusives, agribusness, and lEge-scale fresty, Mshing,
aind mining CPErEONS—NEVE | iangedy faied to sedver [Dhs ar me
other BEnefs of cevelopment io rural residents. EvVen In Ching,
wiVGH has el 400 milion peopie ook of poney [ the past tao
gecsces, Neany 150 mion pegpie confinue &0 Ve In pOVETY,
st O them i rura) areas. (Sregony Mock, egior ang co-aulhes
of World Resources 20050 The Wealth of the Poor-
Managing Ecosysiems to Fight Poverly) - Don't kmow
if Gregory =  saying only good ecosystem
management could hawve lifted e e-: E cut of

poverty i China comparsd o
highlighted abowe? m

Caonclusion (cont)

4 Whatewer tocls and spproasches we come up with
we should ask ourselwes the following guesiion -
What does all this mean in the word of
international politics? Poliicansidecizion makers
v ecologists foonsenationists — common ground??

Cuestions to mull

4 Demand led development paradigm — shiould
nature conservation NGOs support or campaign
against it?

“ Biodiversity- a poverty trap? In my view , poor
people are poor because they depend on natural
resources often of low value and these acis as
poverty raps?? The solution is to campaign for
increased control and access by the poor to high
value natural resources - address power
asymmeiry 7 What you think?

4 Vasi wealth of nature ends up in the pockets of
the affluent — often extracted unsustainably —
don't you think good governance should be th
focus both at national and intemational levels
iincluding addressing lack of good governanc
the Morth when it comes to matters related fo the
South )

CQuestions to mull

% Protected Areas (PA]) in developing countries less
funded because they are seen as an expense with
no great returns?

% Is biodiversity conservation an end in itself or a
means fo an end [poverty eradication) or both?

% If the aid recipient countries do not see the
environment and bicdiversity as a priority
shouldn't we support developing countries’
priorities?? Who calls the shots’ Do developing
couniries understand environmental issues and
concerns linked to sustainability?

% If we fail to support developing counfries
priorities isn't tﬁere arisk that nature
conservation NGOs will be seen as telling
developing counfries and poor people that do "1"'-'"11
know or recognise what is important to them -
"top- down ™ ??
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Questions to mull

4 How can paternalism be avoided but mutual
responsibility for one planet in which we all
must leave and develop — equity, accountakility
and transparency

4 In my view, conditions that perpetuate poverty
and envireonmental degradation are structural and

glebal in nature and the political economy of our
world is based on those conditions — a fact that
makes it just remarkable to watch how the
machine is pretending to go full Hast against a
condition that is at the roots of its own
functioning ¥ What you think??

e, |
RSP

Thank you/Vielen
Dank




Pierre Ibisch, University of Applied Sciences Eberswalde, Germany

Governance, poverty reduction and conservation - the example of Bolivia

Bolivia is one of the most biological diverse countries of the world maintaining vast,
intact humid and dry forest ecosystems; yet, it is the poorest country in South Amer-
ica where both poverty and development lead to biodiversity degradation and loss.
Conservation efforts have evolved rapidly from the first species-protection-laws in the
nineteenth century, to the creation of the first national park in the mid-twentieth cen-
tury, to the implementation of the U.N. Convention on Biological Diversity, the formu-
lation of a national biodiversity strategy, and a current national protected-area-
coverage of 16%. However, there are severe conflicts with accelerating economic
development. Threats in the most sensible ecoregions (e.g. population shifts from the
Andes to the forest lowlands, increasing agricultural activities, growing activities of
the oil and gas sector, deforestation, climate change) represent important conserva-
tion problems. Lessons from various projects as well as experiences related to the
implementation of the national biodiversity strategy show how much governance
problems affect the success of both development and conservation initiatives. The
lack of institutionalized capacity and governmental continuity are a major obstacle for
the sustainable development of Bolivia. Non-abated poverty of a majority of the popu-
lation, often underestimated by former leaders, has started to hamper the governabil-
ity of this country and represents an enormous challenge even for the new 'indige-

nous' government.

35



9¢

Pierre Ibisch, University of Applied Sciences Eberswalde (Germany)

Governance, poverty Governance, poverty
' reduction und conservation - reduction und conservation -
the example of Bolivia the example of Bolivia

1. Baolivia - bicdiversity, conssrsation,
poverty. Lessons from the whole
couniny

2. Zase study 1: Lessons from an

.'!-.n-:lean rural devel-:: ment project wi
Integraled agroscol rarrnEe&EIE

3. Case study 2: Lessons from an

Amazon consenvation project aith
Integraied deavaiopment p 2l

T

Frol. Cr. Fleme= L. isch
Sacully of Foresiny
Unkerslhty of Apolked
Sdences Eborsamkies

I 4, Zase study 3: Lessons from the

| Mational Biodiversity Strategy and
recent histony

'ﬂ'!? EHE = Infermal ool waf o= o "L inkd rg bl e comeare il s arsd pos ety secheSSem .
Isle of i, (atriarry - Movanber 3 - & S0E 5. Conzlusions
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A tropical country

A megadiversity country =1 Mio. km2

A biologically rich and unigque country

Many taxa restricted
o the ::uuntgg
Possibly 20-25% of the
estim. 20,000 plant
species are endemic o
the country

Among the 10 most
species-rich
countries of the
whord

2. birds: rank @

Fora long time: an biologically
underestimated country

W Soeches number

A geodiverse
country
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An ecodiverse
country

Cine of the countries
with the highest
ecoregion diversity

Latest classification:
12 ecoregicons with
subregions

An country rich in
cultures and use
of biclogical
resources




An mega-conservation
country

= 16%
protected
areds

Mega
ressrves

[e.g. Kaa-
lya- Gran
Chaco MP -
3.5 Moo, hal)

An country with
conservation
problems

Population density

Bl s bl B e B R e e e

A poor, unequally populated country

6€

Conservation status of
Bolivian ecosystemns
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Lessons from the whole country

Massive powerty in the Andes is
related fo emvircnmental degradation
Fowerty in the lowlands is related o
ack of development {infrastructure,
ECOMTTY]

Fowerty m the lowlands facilitated
biodiversity conservation (lack of
accessl)

Economic developrnent elimnates
powverty and creates environmenial
degradation

Consservation through poverly
reduciion — poverdy reduchon
fhrowugh conservation?

Case stody 1: Andean rural
development project with
integrated agreecological
programme (GTZ)

“PROSANA
. ~Province(s) of Argue (Belivar &
Taprm‘:-npt Cochabamba
~Fond security project
1'3!?1 J001

.-'.-'.-'.-" d'-"-"

o e i e e

A o _;:'-. ] 1
b Ji ij‘}]ﬂ b

:u-.qul'l..-—u
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Case study 2: Lessons
from an Amazon conservation
project with an miegrated
development progranmme
~Parque Macional Moel FKampdf
Mercado (oeated 1 [
manapement FAN 2005)
“Chmaie Acton Plan (CAF) (1997
(FAN-TWNC-AEP-BP Am -Gowv: of
Haliwia)

Lessons learned from PROSAMA

»  Powerly is caused by and enhances
environmental degradaton {wicious
cinzlel)

»  Oibpectives not achieved: |t was rmuch
easier to acheve success in the fields of
heath, infrasirecture and organizationa
empowermEnt than in agroscoiogy

«  Temporary |71} poverty mitigation was
possible — but hardhy through
conservation of natural resources

»  Catalyzing self-aid failed

»  Cratca thresholds of envronmental

degradation and powverty. no way out of
the vicious circle without substantial

interventicns

Noel Kempff - CAP

»  Careon seguestration/
emission avoidance (pilot
phase joint implementation
of the UNFCZC - Al
= Park amplification

imclusion of forest

CONCESSIonS

= [Park protecticn and
funding

= Swstainable developrment
— liwelihoods for

meighboring communities
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Medida C.1

PROGRAMA DE APOYO COMUNITARIO

PRESUPLUESTO ORIGINAL{133T-2001)c $U=. B50.000.-
PRESUPUESTO ADICIOMAL (2002-2008): Fla. 500,000~

e lH;i‘

1
i

Casze study 3: National
Biodiversity Strategy

*renaral Biodiversioy Directomnz .
iMimiziry for Sustamable Development]
anid Emvironmeant) I
‘Intemational fuindine (mamiy GEF)
*198E-2001

D F e

B g e e e 17
dhel divria da ln ERTE | -

=
diversidad

EELUMEN EJECUTIVL

Lessons learmed from Noel Kempff Park -
CAP

= Win-win mitiative o NNFiTR AP

= Fowerty was not exireme - '; 'Illl El:"rJ’ﬁJ
velhoods improved (e.g.. ]
and rights)

= Human deseloprent ]
benefited from p T
consenvation facilitating Y
Fcceptance [ -l

= Sustainable development 3
catalyzes conservation o
cuiside national park (e.g
management plans for 'i-;'
natural rescurces] =
buferzone

P e T

r..-'_q..-l'-
LT
-r

1'1

TR

FRY S—

TN

iy
a [

PSS

QEJETIVO ESTRATEL
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Areas estratégicas para la accion

Lessons learned from National Biodiversity
Strategy

= |[Fomrdation: Good particpaton
acheysad

= Sirategic approach: Reach non-
conservalionssis with an
uiisiarian chjectve

= [Rural pecple(s) and Fvefhoods
wene imtegrate part of the
sirategy

= Strategy for 3 decentralized
mpdermentaton wih NGO
playing an important role

= Lack of pood gowvemance mads

mpdementaton impossicle: lack
of poltical contnuity

IHEE
1 o

Presidents of Baolivia

Lack of governance: lack of political
continuity - A

1887-2001: Hugo Banzer -
2001-2002: Jorge Quiroga

2002-2003: Gonzalo Sanchez de Lozada
2003-2005: Carlos Mesa
2005-2006: Eduardo Rodriguez
2006- : Evo MDIElE:E-

e L e —————

"
it B i o LS oipsa B pl

Lack of governance:
loss of ability to attend
conflicts and demands
via governmental/
democratic/
consttutional
instruments
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Governance? From political change to
attitude change to policy change to system
change!?

Chine; mhrw nn:-l-:m:n il e uﬁlﬂ

uncertying
causas of threals

Conservation siaius of
biodiversity and consaquences

3‘ !Fﬁll.}'ﬁlﬂﬂiﬁﬁl ;
_1;*-

-.1_ i

Indigenism
Socialism
Nationalism

» "We are about to defend our .
termitory, defend our natural EEEE— - "

resources. The -::-:.1]5. WAy o elin PR
combat poverty 1s by 55
TECOVENNE ouT natural L ——
Tesources.” | —— et :
Ex g A
— e SO

i

(Evo Morales, CI 11.5.06)

il
!

]
1
1
|
.

Conclusions -

= Conservationists in Bolivia underestimated governance
problems

= Lack of goocd govermance threatens both development
and conservation initiatives

= The lack of institutionalized capacity and govermmental
continutty are a major obstacls for the sustainable

development

= Baolivia: nor-abaled poverty of a majority of the
population - undzrestimaizd oy former I2aders - has started
to hamper the governability of the couniry amd
reprasents an enomous challenge even for the new
‘indigemous’ government
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Conclusions - hypothesis - Conclusions - hypothesis -

= Conservation alons cannot reduce poverty — especially » When a critcal thresho!d of poverly has been surpassed
when critical thresholds of degradation of natural governability and conservationability become almaost
resources andior poverty have been surpassed impossible - and tnen nad govemance tripgers degradation and poeerty ...

Lmgr ity &
o el o I

Resoarass required for Improyvement of human wsll-osing

Hrerom 'I:Wu-'htil:l.g idependant from ervecienanial queslily unboa

anc=y peacar=epc derde gy gor gupilgiie)

Conclusions - hypothesis Thank you for your attention!

| BN - Intral el sl b b s "L ine ryg malone comee vt n e posety iedocica”
! e of Vil Saimany - horsamb=n® 2 -4 008




Elke Mannigel, Oro Verde, Germany

Opportunities and challenges concerning NGO cooperation to link sustainable devel-

opment and tropical forest conservation

| will talk about the opportunities and challenges concerning NGO cooperation lo link sus-
tainable development and tropical forest conservation. Based on examples from projects
carried out by the Tropical Forest Foundation OroVerde with partner organisation in tropical
countries for the past 17 years | will try and draw some more general conclusions about this
integration of poverty reduction and biodiversity conservation. Examples are small scale pro-
jects, mostly in Latin America. Special emphasis will be on the methods of cooperation used

and the difficulties and potentials encountered.
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Elke Mannigel, Oro Verde (Germany)

Opportunities and challenges
concerning NGO cooperation -

linking =ustainable development and tropical
forest conservation

L Ela Masrige
Irfmerma | ool Py o] ool rmSen
Casdasie — =0 Ieepcal Foreet Fourslalion, Deirrasy

« Consergation of intact forest areas
[=siablizhmert an: maragerment

of profecied aneas|

Feforestation of degraded areas
[ree= planingl

Fromotion of sustamabls foreshny
(e of Mo imiser foness producis)
Promotion of altemative and adapted
agriculure {Le. inrough sgroforestry syst=ms
and organic faming}

E=stablishment of altemative Income
(1= processicg of agrcuhural products and
erolouriss)

= Land tenure

» Access to communication

= Transfer of knowledge - awareness
building

Tropical Farest nﬂ-_llﬂmﬂﬁ

Direcs Cayses

» Slagh-and-burmn Taming

« Fuel wood colieclon and
charcoal making

- Logging

« Trae plantatons

":-EHTI'EI'ﬂEl&gI'IEIJﬂI]I'E

« Cattle ranching and
Iveslock grazng

« Mining and peircleumn explaralon

« Infrasiruciure development Indirect CalEes

+ Flecal and Cevelopment Polides
» Land Access and Land Tenura

« larket Pressunes

+ Lindervaluation of Matural Forests
« Weak Govermment Instiubions

» Soclal Fachors

Sersw CITAR fooh

Tropical forest
conservation through
ocal developrmeant in the
Raja Ampat Archipelago

Rl e —
-
"
§
W,
i) L
Ol S Al
a..“I'“\.r
P i
B S S
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« 500 Islands
s unigque biodversity, coral reefs
» loza! dewelopment

+illegal loggng, mining.
dynamite fisheny

| | 3 I 3 :
Project Examples - Indonesia
= copperation win lacal onganization -
Fapua Eco Alllance Raja Ampat Foundalion
ECOPAPIIA)
= boat for effeciive monkorng
= sustalnable development planning
far lozal communites
= example for district level

and Reforestation in the
Sierra de Lacandon
Mational Fark

i Project Exﬁp‘ipies Iz G'I.IIIEITI-:HIB_'

= cooperation with 12 farmers

= reforestation of 30 ha wEh native tree
species

= protection of &4 ha primary faress

= official land tiles {land tenure
regulation) for the famers

= cnedit Tar smiall pr-:|e-=t an aematlye
Income produciion (eg. ecabsunsm or
ecological agricultural producis)
= mods] project
« financlal and non-Nnancial
Incentses
« lacal participation

- Inngates corfict resoiution Lo
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i Project e r:ipies;lll:‘ C!iha:' -'. b

Blejandre de Humboldt DELEGATION
Mational Park womn  LECBITORIAL
E=tablishment of the park u&%ﬁnﬁm
and sustainable land use HUMEOLTT

in the buffer zons

i amples. i !iha:' -

Tounsm in one Secior - Baracoa Farmers withm the park

Project examples Il E:!..I-hﬂ:' s

creation of the park 1296
facilitated through
internaticnal attention

2001 international recognition
as World Heritage Site
(UNESCO)

establishment of nfrastructure
and training for park rangers
workshops with the
communities

local farmers congervation

partners

» Opporbunities

oammunides

—Imtegrated In kacal nebsarks

—Imdeperdence
» Chaenpe
fnancing

and Intkemaiicna UEEUEH[H'IE]
—Imited regional exchangs

and personal contacts

—jocal and fradiional knowiecge
— rescoggriion and mandahe fom local

—adspied saiullons often Include local
desslopment needs and consersaion

—long term persanalicemmilment

—low budgel, suslsinabie long t=2m

—dFficull access 1o Information (sclentific

—dependence on Indvidua commiiment
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. pporiuniies
- IremaEtional nEtworking

— 3ki=zs o scientific and Eechnical
Knoaienge

— Modem communkcsion
technologles (inemet el )

— dmarent funding strategies

» Challenges

— Imiled Enowiedgpe aoout local
reailes and nescs

— dicult cukural Integration

— exdamdl Inbeneention

« smal loca! inberventions

= direct invclvernent of local
populations possible

» successiul pilot projecis =
rigdels

» local and regicnal integration

« networking on national and
internationa’ levsel

» different funding strategies
i(publc, private, donations]

== How can successes from the
lzzal lewel mfluence req_llcnal
or national governance

Local I'Ttﬂm.llm_h
kniowledgs mmhﬂ/

» Increased adapiation of the approaches 1o ool realtes
« Local Inbegration and Imtemational nebworking
» Technizal 2ound soliions

 Financial skabilty l

LONG TERM SUSTAIMEBILITY
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= Tropical Forest Foundation

= Cino Verde = Spanish for
“Green Gold”

= Founded in 1888
= PMon-profit foundation
« [ntemational recognized

= Cooperates with loca
partners

= Promotes technical and
financial cooperation

= Focuses on both,
consendation and
development

&l countries that lost miore
than 10 percent of their forest
area (1880 — 20007] were
developing countries in tropical
or subiropical Zones

loss of up to 100 species a day

up to 20 7% of the global
gresnhouse gas emissions

> 30 millicn hectares of forest
cover were lost im 10 countries
i 18580 - 2000 Brazl, Indonesta,
Sucan, Zambla, Mexco, DeEmooratc
Repubdic of the Caongo, kyanmar,
Higeria, Zimnzbee= Arpertnes

Szarcsn TR0 I Gore Barc 3004

Trﬁpical

Many cifferent types (raln foresls, dry
'ﬁm;m.maa:alrrmnw-.-ea:
Forests prowide Rablals 1o aboul bvo-
thirgs of all Epecles an earth (Wodd
Sank 2004

anvironrmantal furchions

= bloclemrsity

— walsr and sol consersabor

— waler supoly

= Climmeak= repziaton

2rovtsion of Tood, 1mber, fuel, medicineg
and many ainer imporant producks
57% ol the worndwida fones?

12,007 millon heglares) are In
develaping couriries, mostly ropical
ang E-I..E-1I'l:|'.'lb:ﬂ (Fa 1297




Barney Dickson, Fauna and Flora International, United Kingdom

Conservation and poverty alleviation - experiences from CITES

One of the main challenges facing conservation agencies has always been the rela-
tionship between conservation goals and the goals of economic development. The
way in which this relationship is conceptualised has varied over time. Currently, the
focus is on the relationship between conservation and poverty reduction. This pres-
entation examines one small element in the broader debate. It discusses an on-
going initiative within the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species
(CITES). This initiative tries to ensure that the impacts on the livelihoods of the poor
are addressed in the course of CITES implementation. The aims of this initiative are
described and the main challenges facing it are identified. The presentation ends by

considering some of the lessons of the CITES example for the broader debate.
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Barney Dickson, Fauna and Flora International (UK)

Poverty & Conservation:
Experiences from CITES

Barney Dickson
Head of International Policy

Fauna & Flora Internations

Introduction

1. Context

2. On-going process within CITES
to address the impacts on the
livelihoods of the poor

3. Lessons from CITES process

Context (1)
*  Considerable athenition to poverty and conservabon
*  But conservabion has always faced the challenges of
ralatiomchip writh ecomomie development

*  Inrecent pask foons was om

Sustainable developoent

Inteprated Conservabon & Developouent

FProjects (ICDFs)

Comprardby-based conservation

*  DCrifferent ways of concephaalising the same
urederlying relabonship

Context (2)

+ Cwrrent focus on conservation & poverty
conceptualises the relationship at a very general
lewrel

- the relaticnship between the overarching,
global goal of poverty reduction and
wildlife conservation

* Ume key question:

- Zhould conservation be compatible with
poverty recduction, or contribute to ik
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CITES Background

Conrvreanton on Infermational Trade in Endangered Speacies
of Wild Fauna and Flora

* 1963 - 73 Ddscussed and nesotated

= 1373 Sdmmuad
= 1975 Comes into force

* Has no reference to sustamakble developoent, boaman
meads only preazobular menton of assthetic, scientfic,
cultarzl, recreatonal and sconomic valoe of weild
Species

* Eut CITES has svolved. ..

Livelihoods in CITES

20000 Proposal bo COF 11 to list
Harpagophytum spp.

20000002 C-going work on the rade in
Herpagophytum spp.

2004 Amendment agreed to Resolution
Conf 8.3 at OOP 13

Resolution Conf 8.3 (Rev CoP13)

The Conference of the Parties:

Eecognizes that implementation of
CITES-listing decisions should take
inte account potential impacts on the
livelihoods of the poor

Fesolution Conf. £.3 (Eev CoP13)

CITES & Livelihoods Workshop

» Cape Town 3-7 Sept 2006

= Organised by FFI with BGCL CRIAAIIED.
IUCH. TRAFFIC, UNEP-WCKC, WIWF,
Argentina, Germany, Ghana, Mamibia, South
Africa

* 43 participants, 27 counfries, 19 national CITES
authorities

* Ohjective - operationalisimg 3.3

* 14 recommendations
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Developing a proposal for CITES COP 14

» Development of tools for rapid assessment of
mpacts of CITES regulation on the livelihoods of
the poor

* Development of guidelines for Farties on how to
implement CITES in a way that contributes to the
livelihoods of the poor

» [denmftifying linkages with existing CITES
mechanisims and processes

Lessons from the CITES process

1. Along term process

2 A non-mandatory process
Farties don't want mew mandatory
obligations )
Success rests on societal support within
countries

Fole of imternational community is to
support countries addressing livelihy

Lessons from the CITES process

3 Imveolves a re-orientation of CITES
- Primary goal remains conservation
- There are obligations regarding how
that geal is pursued
- Should be pursued in a way that
contributes fo rather than undermines
the livelihoods of the poor

Lessons from the CITES process

4. CITES and the MDiGs

- Does not involve CITES making
large scale contribution to
poverty reduction

-1z about conservation with
equity or ensuring conservation
is compatible witﬁ. poverty
alleviation




Pieter van Eijk, Wetlands International, the Netherlands

Bio-rights — Linking Nature Conservation and Poverty Reduction

Poverty and environmental degradation are often strongly linked to each other. Pov-
erty commonly leads to unsustainable use of natural resources, whereas environ-
mental degradation generally causes large scale loss of nature's life supporting ser-
vices. This negatives spiral needs to be stopped through an integrated approach of
poverty and environment issues. As an innovative finance mechanism, Bio-rights is
such an approach. Through micro-credits it provides local communities options for
economic development. Instead of fulfilling their debts and paying interest, partici-
pants are required to actively involve in nature conservation activities, such as refor-
estation, decreased hunting and fishing or protection of existing habitat. Based on the
success of these measures they will be granted their loan. As such this ‘business-
deal’ accomplishes both economic development, nature conservation and long-term
awareness on sustainable land use. Pilot projects in Mali and areas hit by the tsu-
nami in Indonesia have proven very successful. Current initiatives aim to further de-
velop the concept and to share lessons learnt with governments and both the public,

private and financial sector.

Additional contribution

DVD-presentation by P. van Eijk, 20-25 minutes

"The Niger, a lifeline' has been recently developed by Wetlands International and the
Ramsar Bureau. The DVD describes the influence of dam construction on the nature
and people in the inner Niger Delta as well as the interactions between people and

nature.
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Pieter van Eijk, Wetlands International (The Netherlands)

Contents

* Backpround

* Infroduction to Bio-rights

* Practical implementation

* Opportunities and consTaints
» Experiences

* The future of Bio-rights

» Cuestions

Backeround Backeronund

Environmental degradation commnronly leads to poverty

|
F O —— i
2 i .

JAS)
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Backeround

Escape from poverty through migration

Migration often not possible —s Poverly trap

Backeronund

v I T T e
Thars ia & wrceg nesd for conpling porwhy nd sorsonment Ssrnes... |

— P iy PR 4

Introduction to Bio-rights

What is Bioc-rights?

* Local communities get micro-credits
for economic development

= INo repay of loan or interest, but
achve corservation of natural
TesolIrceEs

» Allocation of payment based on
success of measures

Infroduction to Bio-rights

* Busmess deal bebween ‘selling’ and ‘buyving’ parties

ol . Lol
embabaaiey. . i e

— -
L e’y i el EH |

(R N

» Full support from all actors at different levels

* Big-rights should be complementary, building upon
exisiing progranumes and plans

* Bio-rights is not to be claimed: a concept for all!
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Introduction to Bio-rights

Criteria:

= Target area should be of global
biclogical mportance

= Biodiversity has to be under
threat

= People in the area have to be

poor (low average GDP per
capita

Actors involved

Dhifferent stakeholders have interest in conssrvation of

nahural valuss
Todal mabural valos
& ",
PMon use values U walwes
- I ~
Exalemaw Eealogioal e — Thizvact oo
wulue funstian valus prtion wulus

Falda st Pabdid e (S Lol 2 6 i T et
LiErmesir ik L T 1] Tiikair iFilai TR

[T B Pabdii s

Actors involved

Local commmaumnibes:
= Eestoration of services provided by nature

= Dhirect imcome from micro-credits

P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

I-L}

Actors involved

Public sector amd sovermments:

* Promsing alternative for combining
conservation of nature and poverty
alleviatiom (Mvlillemdumn Goals) g

» Important tocl to target global envirenmental
1ssues (e.g. climate change)

Pa-iights - Liaong SMEie R vE LS B A8 PRI E edomion
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Actors involved

Private and finamece sechor:
# Direct eponomuic bemefits: use of naharal resources.

option values
* Increased stability & improved markets for products

= Contributing to ‘green’ image

* Feaching obligations (greenhouse gas emissions etc )

"""" ——— P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

Practical implementation
Pa}'me-rlr conditions:

Payments should inchude the following:
* Equivalent of lost opportundty costs

P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

Practical implementation

Orgardsational framework:
* The Bio-rights hManager: International agency initiates
and admircsters Bio-rights inctiatives
= make ol Beo-righls and plan devekopaninl
= lesuisg compensalion pay e nks
- Kanagement of fand
* The Local Frogram Manager: INational government
(orlocal INGO) implements plan in the field
= IMrech oonbact weilh bocal ooamn i Ls s

= Lomieolbe
= Mondlovieg project calpul

Braviphis  Doddsp tdliire Bt is e aad poemy Shlat e

Practical implementation
Payment conditions:

FPayments should include the following:
* Equivalent of lost opportunity costs

» Direct costs for conservation measures

* Long-termn mamnagement cosis

Braviphis  Doddsp tdliire Bt is e aad poemy Shlat e
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Practical implementation

Payment conditions:
* Payments based upon clearly measurable results
{legal framework needed)

* Payment in several stages

P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

Practical implementation

Innportant considerations:

" L-.'_'n:-lf potential of the area to generate substantial
imcorne

= Explicit pro-poor approach, focus on gender equality

» Straightforward and easy o implement

= Flexible and tailered to the local siftua@on

= Sound cost-benefit analysis

P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

Practical implementation

DCroratiom:

» Short termn: for initiatives that focus on regaiming the
balance befween people and nature

* Long-term: for areas that are umder constant threat of
degradation

Braviphis  Doddsp tdliire Bt is e aad poemy Shlat e

Opporfunities

» Commect to existing Payment for Environmmental

Sarvices (FES)
= Urtpen trading schemes (a8 Carbon Credits)
= Labsls: FSC MSC abe.

* Big-rights might provide direct financial incentives
{e-g tax relief)

Braviphis  Doddsp tdliire Bt is e aad poemy Shlat e
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Constraints

» Ecological services are not suffictently valued
= The monetary value of nature is poorly quantified
* Land-cwnership and other legal issues

* Improved econonny might attract people from
siTounding areas

P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

Experiences

Women's groups and waterbirds in Mali:

F——p

Braviphis  Doddsp tdliire Bt is e aad poemy Shlat e

Experiences

Greencoast redevelopment of infrastructure and

restoration of mangroves after the tsunaom
g . =T

P-iighit - LIk Sk Sl sk i At el f ied @ omios

The future of Bio-rights

*» Wetlands and Poverty Reduction Programme
= Mew Bieoerighls niliatives in pilol aneas
= Siimnulsting keoal MGOs 0o incorporaie Bie-righis b their poopoesall

* Development of the concept
= Monilorisg euperiences and rassleering knowbedge
- Icorpormating experise from differenl sectors
= Lomteolber
= Monilovieg peojiscl calpul

* Involving different sectors in
Bio-rights mitiatives

Ml iighili Lo b p B aliadsd ooded Wl haddts Bt oo W% e diiia il
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Questions ?

i et v, Pt ommndin b ol 5Ll Fustes B Fk Dad Sedirs




Franz Gatzweiler, Center for Development Research (ZEF), University of Bonn,
Germany

Conservation and sustainable use of wild coffee in Ethiopia — from research to im-

plementation
The CoCE Project, which is funded by the German Ministry for Research and Educa-

tion (BMBF) aims at developing implementation-oriented concepts for the conserva-
tion and use of wild Coffea arabica populations in the threatened mountain rainfor-
ests of SW Ethiopia - its birthplace. The project is composed of natural and social
scientists which, throughout the first 3 years, have carried out research to determine
the biodiversity and estimate the economic value of the wild coffee forests. The cur-
rent project phase aims at carrying out research which supports or enables the im-
plementation of a protected area approach by investigating the necessary incentive
mechanisms for estimated values to become real benefits for people. The project has
shifted from an interdisciplinary to a transdisciplinary approach by supporting the es-
tablishment of an Ethiopian NGO, which is research-driven and which invests its re-
sources into public awareness, education and communication. It is a stakeholder fo-
rum and brings together actors from policy, practice and science and enhances the
civil society process towards biodiversity conservation. Apart from activities in Ethio-
pia, the project aims at building capacity and designing financing mechanisms at the

international level.
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Franz Gatzweiler, Center for Development Research (ZEF), University of Bonn (Germany)

Conservation and use of wild Coffea
arabica forests in SW Ethiopia

Franz WW. Gabwellsr, Senlerfor Desslopment Research (JEF Bonn)

fgaz@urk-born.ds [ i |
| -
s Brnsare L . Banm

S Workshap on

“Linking Mature Conservation and Poverty Reduction”
Wore_1-4, 200, Iske of Wim

Origin of Coffea arabica

* Mozt of the montane rainfaorests have been convertad
into agricultural land and settiements.

Importance of wild coffee

= Collected by the rural population for home consumption
= Sourcs of income for pars of the rural population

= Specially on the imtemational coffes markst

= Zanstic resource for coffes breeding (national and
international}
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Research and implementation
objectives

= To assess biolegical diversity and economic value of
the wild coffes gene pool and its forest habitat — the
mantane rainforest

= To develop a concept for the conservation and use of
wild coffes populations in is forest habitat.

The idea behind._.

Fainforest conservation becomes conservation
of the coffee gene pool and vice versa.

Montane rainforests and wild coffee

= Monizne forests show regional disrencss in Mgk Bpecies
COMEoEEon.

- Cccumence of wikd coffee depengs on amhude (1,500-1,900 m) and
site humidity,

= Apundance of wid coffes depends on management by fanest Lsers.

Diversity of wild coffee

Molecu'ar-genetic analyses show. ..

. ional differences among wild cofes samples and
differences within regons.

The genetic diwersily of wild coffes is reflected in...

» [is sie-specific vanability regarding drought folerance
and

= s wanably regarding the tolerance [ resistance of coffes
eaf rust and coffes bery disease.

Economic value of rainforests and wild
coffee

+ Forests from the farmar's parapactive: Convaraslon Irto arabie land =
micre profiabls than susianatles forest management.

« Forests from the soclety's perspeciive: Taking i walues Into accoun
(i, ecosyshem sendces. o), then sustalnable forsst managament
achlevss higher net bensis.

» Wlld coffes gene pood as 3 pobenilal resource for axmes bresing 04—
1.5 plien US$ globally.




What needs to be done 7?7

Transformation of the potentia’ va'us of the montane forests
and the wild coffes into real bensfits for the rural population.

Amongst others by .
= Participatory development of consereation concepts
= Guidelines and management plans for coffes forests

= Financial incentives for susiainable use and consergation
of wild coffee and its forest habitat

= Consergation education and public awareness buidng
» Practical conservation measures

« = ZoCE Phase

CoCE FPhase I Focus interdisciplinarity CoCE Phase |l: Focus transdisciplinarity
Falan gvesn SealesgroE
Shdee o7 aoEcks e S o I =owramd = vk = Coaks ol
By wm drsarely prad Fearm Tty Cowrabicn gerpos Do cpmary Resesch
. | 1l ¥ —_—
Cragi tolsrsrcs of miporiares of Rl I i = s akyde o a‘ I
& £ Comrabicn sborg [ BE Incior infeedng Frachce Palicp
= climiats grad e oordE Al Ld Les
Resouros Loers |F~db=:.-rnb:q-rs |
Cevelopment of corseralion ard use conoEnss - " I: — : |
SlaxeEncider Imaanemeng -.. I
ni=grafing ressanh Imo polcy prooess=s E [rm—T—
Fmmarch E
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Making biodiversity research more

relevant for implementation

. “naese |
- 5 peinc vl el mily &1 Foradl
" Eooncmil vilora of ofewls
- F=allol ool deearsity

. ='haEE Il
= il o e Benip 1 Bl 2ol e e Py D arEd | reel ol =al
mraTucuie
- FomTeas el Mndrdd g meshan@ne B E Sdserally Soirsarealii= arsd
Lo
“RaiEvancs:
1) Suldelnes for forest management embedded Im exls?
- Irstihsiors 3
2y == nd of dsincentves and creale Incentives 50 sl long Em
© Ireesimnams into El{:IZI'I.EI'El'I'y'II:IfE-EF.'-Eﬂ-E nmb=coms a C
IZIFU{:F for I3l resourse UBSrs
ﬂ:l meward the local proslskon of EE:I:E-jIF-EI'I" servioes !
resporsibiity of Irtematonal urity

Stakeholder involvement

..|5 easler sald than mons:

= Which stakeholders to invohee?

= When invctee whome all at once or one after another?
» Where to start: Bodtom, top or at both ends?

« Al have 3 staks but different interests and wiewsivisions
(= common vision, WVESTER)

« Conflicts bebween stakeholders

« [Does 3 cutture of discussion and deliberation exst?

Corsariaiian Dimersions of poverty Poverty reduction
= ] S A s through ecosystem
= - approach

P ) e e L P A N .
- Ml 1 pe—— Scie of rezearch:
[ 0 st 1) Which ecosystems
i g - iponds and sardoes oo
Ji L ez harse and how oo
I e ey Tehae"?
| i Z) How can which pis be
- | S made use of for
e W mzucing poverty?
i Y - —— ) Wihich ane fhe aibical
%R Iniks?
LY s e e 43 Howy resch Bloctemrsily
N | P i g e vt dowe need for poserdy
. recLCHOnT
—t L W
.._"::-l-r.r.-l.l-ull-:-:' i e r—— WSEPIED - K—— s — =
- § e e fierd i :-.- v e i el e Seaad i
[ r————— o it | e bl & -

Emsxzan CoHes Faram: Forum (ECFF:
Slervebommart of coffer lorew! companvuion shrfages - purting eonmHdex®y in gerspeciya”
Bl A, Pl 14, TG
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Policy decision support

« Cuestions of policy makers:

— If we would agrees on congerving coffee
forests; Where to start? What do first?

« Lnderstanding conservation and
development goals as complex sysiems

« By the use of the VESTER sensitivity
model. .
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Policy advocacy

»  Srong maraperial skllks of res=arch
ooordimalors
*  Lack of ime and r=sources for neseach
maragerent
i Phebeok rg ofiosr
(I o o
i Fyvdradaing
v Closs collaboraiion wih local conssrssfdon
grouss™GE o
v Close collsboration win Implemeniabon
aperdes —which quesiions need o b
ressanchedT
v Doalty of pesearch reeds 1o be measoned
by the relevance for iImplermeniabon, rather
thar the amount of peer-revissesd aricles
writien

i late i wrs pea- ey e e e ey s, il

i 3 s b e i
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Wrap up

Concaphualy: The “Inging consenvation and povery” discourse 15
part of the conceptual frame of socal and ecological syshems ans
Insimrions 3t thelr iInterface. InsAtutions jculurd capital) are one
cnucial ink.

Iaking bicdversity reseanch more relevant for Implementation
requires

o it s e el sy S P s N sCEs e

Kiaking regsanch relevant fior pollcy & practics requires particpaton
of poificians and pracifionsrs In the develgpment of decision
BUppOTt mechanisms.

Brigging Me gap requires agdtiona sklis and rRE0UNES o

empoeer 5EenIsls 1o do maore pracice/polley relevant ressanch




Werner Schréder, NABU , Germany
Video: Arabuko Sokoke Forest & Mida Creek (11 minutes)

¢ introduction of the ecosystems of Arabuko Sokoke Forest & Midi Creek, Kenya
north coast.

e Exploitation of Forest and Mida Creek

e Education

e Eco-Tourism as income generating activity

Presentation: Can Nature Conservation benefit from Package-Tourism?

Arabuko Sokoke Forest is situated a few kilometres from the holiday resorts of
Malindi and Watamu, at Kenya north coast. With 420 km2 it is the largest re-
maining coastal forest in East Africa and harbouring a great biodiversity with a
large number of endangered or rare animal and plant species. Around the For-
est live some 100.000 people in 53 villages. For the adjacent communities, the
Forest is of great importance as a means to support their livelihood. In former
times ASF extended up to Mida Creek, a very productive inlet for marine life of
the Indian Ocean. MC and ASF form connected ecosystems. The danger of
over exploitation of both places is very high.

The unique biodiversity of ASF and the extraordinary abundance of birdlife in
MC are important assets, which can be used for the development of eco tour-
iIsm. Eco-tourism has the potential to generate revenue in a non destructive
way and adds value to the Forest and wetland resources. This also creates
wider awareness for the Forest and MC, its importance and the need for its
conservation. In 2000 NABU started to work with Kenya Wildlife Service and
since 2003 with Nature Kenya, in order to support eco-tourism activities. Ex-
pectations of local communities to earn money were high.

More than 250.000 international tourists visit Kenya north coast every year. The
challenge was and still is the marketing of ASF and MC to near by Beach-
Hotels in Malindi, Watamu and Kilifi to promote ASF and MC. More promotional
activities are required to convince Hotel Management to offer ASF and MC as
destinations for their clients. Infrastructure and facilities are in place and na-
ture guides have been trained over the years.

Besides the entrance fees (ASF) which are managed by KWS and which should be

channelled back into the sustainable management of ASF nature guides charge a fee
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to take visitors into the Forest or MC and benefit directly from visitors. On the other
hand the opportunities for local people to work more closely with KWS and FD as
casual workers (road maintenance, maintenance of visitor facilities) and to qualify as
Community Scouts have increased. A eco tourism advisor has been employed as full
time staff of Nature Kenya. Nature Guides have qualified to open their own enterprise
as tour operators and offer guides tours in the wider area of ASF & Mida Creek. Re-
cently a Eco-Camp has been opened. Boat men from Mida Creek offer canoe trips,
and a Mangrove Board Walk is in operation.

The establishment of a cultural village as an additional income generating activity
(dance performances, handy crafts) failed and much more advice is needed.
Eco-tourism on its own did not reach the expectations of local communities as
income generating activity. Local players have to understand the regulations in
international tourist business.

In addition to the eco tourism component NABU together with the charity organisation
“Kindernothilfe” supports its BirdLife International partner, Nature Kenya, carrying out
a variety of development work in three villages adjacent to the forest to reduce pov-

erty and built up a understanding for wise use and conservation.
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Werner Schréder, NABU (Germany)

Can Nalure Coangervalion benelil rom Pockage-ToumsmT
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Arabuko Sokoke Forest

Problams
“Encroasnments

peuple in '=;3 wl[age&
amund the Forest and Mida Creek

«income less than 1 € per day
«lack of education

*lack of professionell skills
"lack of aspects S

Can Nature Conservation benefit from Package-Tourirism?

Projact Goal
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Caon Nofure ConserqoSon benelt from Pockoge-Toudsm?
Statements

Dievelopment comMponenis of eco-ounsnt

= Financing and'or provdding cther Kind of support for nature
conservation and the generation of kocal Income

» Ty put susiainanie walle an bisdversity and to secure 15 1alr
dstribudon of the resuling uss as wall a5 partipation of aifected
communiiies - which Is part of S50

« The Intrest In pristine nahure |5 ane of ihe mast Impartant holiday
miatives Tor inursts

- N:I'ﬁ'Eﬂ-E'y‘Eﬂ'E-ﬂEEI’EEl‘H gemand for eco-tounsm danvas nom 3
broad coalltizn of organisations from developing countres , as
weall 3= from NGEC0s and ocal commuriies In ks naiune areas.

N,
‘NABY
———

Meaaauras that had besn taken to atiract package tourlsts
fo A5F and MG

Tourist industry

» Bulid up a relatiznship to Managements of Hotels &
Tour Opahors

» Produce leafets and posters for dlsirbution
» Produce sldeshaw and vides fim

» Set up and updale Information boards In Hotels
- Carmy out reguiar visits io Beach Hobels and Tour Operalorns

« Fun sllge shows and video fim et Mo
S, —T=F=- -
/nNABU

- /7

Meazures that had bean taksn fo attract
package bouriats to ASF and MC

» Traln Guides to maat visltar's axpaciations
» Oipen vigitor cantre

» Bulld birdhide and treshousas

« Co-ordinate visite with KWS and A5FGA

v Loiok after wisiors tacllites In 25F and MC
v Co-ordinats marketing of forest products

» Drganize sundoemers, fradilonal meals,
viglts by Geda Rulng, local schoods, albc.

» Train local community at Culfural Cemtre

Can Hature Conservation Dbansfit from FIHGH.-EQEI-'IIZIIJ”B m?

What kind of tourlsts can ba attract?
How have the guldss to be ad|ustad fo?

Charactaristics of vishors

v TRlChers

v ZEnzrd Blrdwaichers

 Spedal Blature Interested Toursks
v zEngral Imeresied Tounss

v Fun Sazkers
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FAA PP PFIF
480 1503 2000 2001 2002 2081 2054 2508
Benefits directly and indirectly

<7 Haotels reguiary send Quests
~Forest products are 5ok

=3CN00ls 2ach about the eco sysieme

«Relafion between conservalonists and
local people enhanced

«Eca — Camp has besn opanzd

Benefits directly and indirectly

from 2000 up to 2003
26 local guides have been trained

+ 10 @re st guidng

« 5 wioei a8 fald asslafants

» 2 Work Im education

« 3 sfarted o four operalion business
+ § dropped out

Les=zon learned

Limitalans

« zEneral declre In Soudsm In H.EFI}E. IPCrasgEs :l'gl:balu:::rnp-emi:m
» Trend o kow budgst tourlsm

» Owenzse and abuse of he term eco-iourism

» Nok easy to 522 arimals

» Standard of Inferpretation skils of forest guites & local communty
Advantages

» Job for eco-toursm oMoer and Forest and Mia guides,
profecsional sKils for local peopie

 Additlional IneEme for ical communities
+ Estanlshment of community supporiive schemes (0. busary fund)
» Toursls eam about Iocal commianites and 1he host couminy

o
—
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Susrtainability

=Imiraduce FEB-Ell:!:l.IﬂtE'l'p-ﬂr.E
«hiareidng cancept

“Markeing in tourist's nome coundres
- Quiality of responsinle persanal
~Buillt up confidence with local paopie

Na
NABU

RESULTS/ STATEMENTS

Eoo-douriem In 23F and B2 on e own oan not satlety the sxpaciations =
an Inooms gerarating aoirdty for looal sommuntias

Ceveloprment plan chould mot rales axcecohve sop=cbabione of kool
sommurity

= Expectations of concarsation kave fo be commerrnlsatad to beoal commun by
In ordsr to put vahse on naboers

& pombination of devslooment measurss ks agro forestry, sdusatkon,
profaceional ckils, Boo fourkcn:, wabsr cupoly oan provlds an addiional
Ingoms Tor bxzal communiiss

* The oooparation of devslopmend aganalss & ooncervatlon organications
Improwes tee ohanos bo reaach She pecpls

= b =
NABU "ot I .

RESULTS/ STATEMENTS

* Eoc-ourtsm can be succsessfol when all relevant stakeholders co-cpemais

Community based soo-lowrsm on B o 15 ot abie 1o ru these Kind of
“oesiness” 50 far, but s depending on exiEmal Fpul (sco-iourise ofioen’ oo
onginator, Inkal Tuscing)

Support the capachy of Enowlscge of local nature consensabon KEO0s and of local
commuriies 15 591 nessessary

Faratng srabegie fas b be updated

" Eoc-ioutsm s 590 an ambbous concept which nesss of kot of ruring and
management costs

rirsasing sef-confidence and professioralszm of participants fom natere
corsereaiion NE0's and kooal communilies alke s s8l nesde

e
NABU
I ——

Statement

Local people —best GUARDIANS of Natura' Resources

» Existence of raditicnal management sysiems

» A& good understanding of the sites

» Wealth of Indigenous Knowledgs — specesihabitats efo
« Can identify with the History of the site

» A Source of livelihoods

Best Solution to the consenvation crisis!

e 5 :
NABU WiLDUPElA el
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Chutlook

= Wlalior numibars 2t the moment ars constantly Increazing

« Humiber of local people who are Invalved and benafit from
aco-fouriem I2 Incressing

= Appreclation for the forest Is Increasing

Putma—tmmtuml.rui ASF & MC are n.iugd glﬁJp

o
2

=

L]

Al lewst small scale package-touriam can benefit nalure comsanmiion



PROGRAMME

\ Wednesday, November 1, 2006

Afternoon/evening: Individual arrival of participants

Dinner

21.00

Brief introduction to the International Academy for Nature Conserva-
tion (Gisela Stolpe) and first get-together

Thursday, November 2, 2006

8.00

9:00

9.10

10:00

10:30

11:00

12:30

13:30

15:00

15:30

16:00

80

Breakfast
Welcome and introduction to the workshop (Rudolf Specht)
Introductory round (Moderator: Gisela Stolpe)

Nature conservation and poverty reduction: Goals, linkages and ini-
tial questions (Rudolf Specht)

Coffee break

Putting the topic in perspective: From paradigms to case studies

Abisha Mapendembe, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (UK)
Challenges and opportunities for nature conservation in a demand-
led development paradigm

Pierre Ibisch, University of Applied Sciences Eberswalde (Germany)
Governance, poverty reduction and conservation - the example of
Bolivia

Lunch

Excursion on the Isle of Vilm

Putting the topic in perspective: Cooperation

Elke Mannigel, Oro Verde (Germany)
Opportunities and challenges concerning NGO cooperation to link
sustainable development and tropical forest conservation

Coffee break

Working group: Discovering Gaps
Moderator: Gisela Stolpe




17.30

18:00

19:30

What do we need to know and where do we need to act in order to

better reconcile nature conservation and poverty reduction?
Wrap-up of the first day
Dinner

Discussion, film, videos, socializing...

Friday, November 3, 2006

8.00

9:00

10:30

11:00

11:30

12:30

14:00

16:00

16:30

Breakfast

Putting the topic in perspective: From concepts to implementation

Barney Dickson, Fauna and Flora International
Conservation and poverty alleviation - experiences from CITES

Pieter van Eijk, Wetlands International
The Bio-rights finance mechanism as a tool for linking poverty re-
duction and nature conservation

Franz Gatzweiler, Center for Development Research (ZEF), Unive
sity of Bonn (Germany)

Conservation and sustainable use of wild coffee in Ethiopia — from
research to implementation

Coffee break

Werner Schroder, NABU (Germany)

Video: Arabuko Sokoke Forest & Mida Creek (11 minutes)
Presentation: Can Nature Conservation benefit from Package-
Tourism?

Working group: Finding solutions and developing tools
Moderator: Gisela Stolpe

Where and how can we take steps to improve the links between
poverty reduction and nature conservation?

r-

What do we need to create more synergies between measures for

nature conservation and poverty reduction?

Lunch

Working group: Finding solutions and developing tools (continued)

Coffee break

Wrap-up of the second day and Open Forum (additional voluntary
contributions by participants)
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18:30 Dinner

19:30 Evening session

Saturday, November 4, 2006

7.30 Breakfast

8.15 Working group: Steps forward
Moderator: Gisela Stolpe
How can we act together and where do we go from here?
Wrap-up discussion and closure of the workshop

9.30 Departure
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Name Institution Adresse Tel./ Fax / e-mail
1. | Svane Bender NABU International Pro- | Invalidenstrale 112 Tel.: +49 30/284984-42
ject Office 10115 Berlin Fax: +49 30/284984-84
Headquarter Berlin e-Mail:
svane.bender@nabu.de
2. | Barney Dickson Head of International Pol- | Gt Eastern House Teni- | Tel.: +44 1223/571 000
Referent/in icy Fauna & Flora Interna- | son Road Fax: +44 1223 461 481
tional CB12TT Cambridge | &-Mail:
barney.dickson@fauna-
flora.org
3. |Franz Gatzweiler |Center for Development | Walter-Flex-Str. 3 Tel.: +49 228/73-1795
Referent/in Research (ZEF) 53113 Bonn Fax: +49 228/73-1889
University of Bonn e-Mail: fgatz@uni-
bonn.de
4. | Anke Gaude NABU Projektbiro Inter- | Invalidenstralle 112 Tel.: +49 30/284984-45
nationales 10115 Berlin Fax: +49 30/284984-84
Country Programme Offi- e-Mail:
cer for Azerbaijan anke.gaude@nabu.de
5. | Dr. Bettina Hed- Bundesamt fur Natur- Konstantinstr. 110 Tel.: 0228-8491-1760
den-Dunkhorst schutz 53179 Bonn Fax: 0228-8491-1719
Organisation FGIl1.3 e-Mail: bettina.hedden-
dunkhorst@bfn.de
6. | Sarah Holaschke | University of Géttingen Albrecht-Thaer-Weg 24- | Tel.: +49 551/20529399

C-01 Fax:

37075 Gottingen e-Mail: ,
bleistiftundpapier@goog
lemail.com

7. | Dr. Pierre Ibisch Fachhochschule Alfred-Moller-Str.1 Tel.: +49 3334/65 479
Referent/in Eberswalde University of | 16225 Eberswalde Fax: +49 3334/65 428
Applied Sciences e-Mail: pibisch@fh-
Eberswalde eberswalde.de
Chair of Faculty of For-
estry Nature Conservation
8. | Dr. Horst Korn Bundesamt flr Natur- Insel Vilm Tel.: 038301/86130
schutz 18581 Putbus Fax: 038301/86150
e-Mail: horst.korn@bfn-
vilm.de
9. | Elke Mannigel Oro Verde - Tropical Fo- | Kaiserstr. 185-197 Tel.: +49-228-2429012
Referent/in rest Foundation 53113 Bonn Fax: +49-228-24290 13
e-Mail:
emannigel@oroverde.de
10.| Abisha Mapen- International Develop- The Lodge Tel.: +44 1767/680551
dembe ment Policy Officer RSPB | SG19 2DL Sandy Bed- |Fax: +44 1767 685140
Referent/in fordshire e-Mail:
abisha.mapendembe@r
spb.org.uk
11.| Gis¢le Schmid University of Lausanne Tel.: +41 76/3729034
Faculty of Earth Sciences | 1015 Lausanne Fax:
and Environment e-Mail:
gisele.schmid@unil.ch
12. Werner Schréder | NABU Tel.: +49 5203 70548

Flachskamp 47
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33824 Werther (Westf.)

Fax:

e-Mail:
werner.schroeder.calidri
s@t-online.de

13.| Dr. Rudolf Specht | Bundesamt fiir Natur- Konstantinstr. 110 Tel.: 0228-8491-1761
Organisation schutz 53179 Bonn Fax: 0228-8491-1719
FGII1.3 e-Mail:
rudolf.specht@bfn.de
14.| Gisela Stolpe Bundesamt fiir Natur- Insel Vilm Tel.: +49 38301/86113
Moderation schutz 18581 Putbus Fax: +49 38301/86150
Internationale Natur- e-Mail:
schutzakademie gisela.stolpe@bfn-
vilm.de
15. Wetlands International Tel.: +31 317 47 88 54

Pieter van Eijk
Referent/in

Droevendaalsesteeg 3A
Wageningen

Fax: +31 317 47 88 50
e-Mail:
pieter.vaneijk@wetlands
.org
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