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Friends of the Earth International is the world’s largest grassroots environmental federation, with 73 national 

member groups and millions of members and supporters around the world.

Our vision is of a peaceful and sustainable world based on societies living in harmony with nature. We envision 

a society of interdependent people living in dignity, wholeness and fulfilment in which equity, and human and 

peoples’ rights, are realised.

This will be a society built upon peoples’ sovereignty and participation. It will be founded on social, economic, 

gender and environmental justice and be free from all forms of domination and exploitation, such as 

neoliberalism, corporate globalisation, neo-colonialism and militarism. We believe that our children’s future 

will be better because of what we do.
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Introduction

Traditionally managed forests in territories controlled by Indigenous Peoples and local communities 

(IPLC) are a vital contribution to biodiversity conservation. They are key to struggles for climate justice 

and for preventing the decline and extinction of biodiversity.1

However, in large part due to their natural wealth, these 

territories are constantly threatened by exploitation 

through different activities including mining, logging, 

underground extraction and conservation schemes 

that expel and displace peoples.2 These threats 

often become realities due in part to the absence of 

public policies that recognise the importance of forest 

management, use and conservation by IPLCs, and at 

the same time respect and strengthen their collective 

rights to these practices and territories.3

According to the Human Rights and Biodiversity 

Working Group:

“Human rights and a healthy planet are mutually 

dependent. To have a safe, clean and healthy 

environment, we have to respect, protect and fulfil 

human rights. To realise our human rights, we must 

heal, protect and sustainably live on our planet.”4

In this document, we use the following concepts:

1. ICCAs – the acronym for Indigenous Peoples and 

Community-Conserved Territories and Areas, also 

known as ‘territories for life’. ICCAs have three common 

features:

• The Indigenous Peoples or local communities 

have a deep relationship with the territory they 

safeguard. This relationship is rooted in history, 

social and cultural identity, spirituality, and 

practices that sustain life.

• The Peoples or communities establish norms and 

make decisions, and ensure their observance 

through a self-determined functional governance. 

This system may or may not be legally recognised 

by the country where the territory or area is 

located.

• Self-governance and jointly made decisions and 

management contribute positively to nature 

conservation and to the community’s livelihood 

and well-being.

2. Community Forest Management (CFM) is the 

term Friends of the Earth International (FoEI) uses 

synonymously with ICCAs. FoEI understands CFM as a 

historical, traditional and collective practice rooted in 

a worldview. CFM entails territorial control and refers 

to territory as a whole – including not only forests 

but other natural resources. CFM involves traditional 

knowledge as well as organisational, cultural, spiritual, 

holistic and other elements. It is closely linked to the 

human rights that we believe are essential to CFM; 

it must be a route to achieving gender justice, and in 

turn, gender justice should be an essential element 

of CFM.5 The definition of CFM has some limitations, 

which is why we prefer the term ICCAs.6 In this analysis 

however we will use both terms interchangeably.

By strengthening and promoting the traditional use 

of forests and biodiversity (which has enabled their 

conservation until now), ICCAs are a tool to stop 

deforestation and associated human rights violations, 

as well as other negative impacts on forests and 

biodiversity.

3. Finally, the way we use the term IPLC is consistent 

with how it is used in the Convention on Biological 

Diversity.7, 8 We recognise that although there have 

been important developments regarding the rights of 

Indigenous Peoples at the international level, this is less 

the case for local communities. We believe that using 

the term IPLC, which encompasses both concepts 

and reflects many years of struggle for recognition by 

Indigenous Peoples, will not undermine their rights. 

On the contrary, the rights of local communities 

must be recognised, as has happened for peasant 

communities,9 and as can be seen in progress made in 

some countries – for example, with Afro-descendent 

communities in Colombia and Brazil.

Our analysis and recommendations in this text focus 

on ICCAs, CFM and the essential rights required for 

their realisation. We focus on self-determination and 

autonomy; participation in decision-making; land and 

territory; conservation, protection and restoration of 

ecosystems; protection of traditional knowledge and 

cultures; the right to well-being; and gender justice.10,11 
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Self-determination and autonomy 

1. Self-determination and autonomy

The right to self-determination and autonomy is of great importance to IPLCs. It guarantees that they can 

organise themselves internally in the way they want and that they can make decisions about their future 

based on their own visions and goals. This entails decisions about the use of their territory and the natural 

resources found there, which is vital for ICCAs.

“As the most controversial and contested right in 

international law, self-determination posed substantial 

challenges for the indigenous participants in the 25 

years of developing the United Nations Declaration on 

the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. Despite the right of 

all peoples to self-determination enshrined in the two 

Covenants, there were several States that continued 

to argue that the right to self-determination would 

lead to secession...

The fundamental norm of the United Nations 

Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 

is the right to self-determination recognised in 

article 3: ‘Indigenous peoples have the right to self-

determination. By virtue of that right they freely 

determine their political status and freely pursue their 

economic, social and cultural development.’ The right 

to self-determination is expressed in articles 4, 5, 18, 

19, 20 and 33 of the Declaration, which expound on its 

implementation at the domestic level. Without article 

3, none of the other rights can be wholly fulfilled. (...)

There is a direct link between self-determination and 

indigenous peoples’ rights over their own lands and 

resources... Some indigenous peoples see the denial 

of their right to self-determination, frequently through 

lack of respect for treaty and other relationships, as 

a root cause of atrocities, such as residential schools, 

murdered and missing indigenous women and girls 

or stolen children, as well as the negative impacts on 

health, economic and social well-being and justice.”12

The right to self-determination and autonomy is violated 

every time governments unilaterally make decisions that 

directly or indirectly affect IPLCs and their lands and 

territories – whether it be permitting the implementation 

of specific projects in these lands and territories or 

other type of decisions that affect the rights of IPLCs. 

Resistance and struggle against these decisions and for 

the recognition of their own plans has led to repression, 

criminalisation and numerous rights violations, including 

their rights to life and to physical integrity.

Recommendations

 States must respect the right to autonomy 

and self-determination for IPLCs, which includes 

respect for their other rights. International treaties 

and agreements regarding the rights of Indigenous 

Peoples, peasant communities and other local 

communities – binding or not – must be taken as the 

minimum starting point for the defence of these rights.

 States must create the necessary conditions for 

IPLCs to decide about their future and about the 

traditional use of their lands and territories. There 

is thus a need for legislation and public policies that 

broadly recognise this right. IPLC participation in 

decision-making must be facilitated; the decisions that 

they make autonomously must be respected; and their 

rights to land and territory as well as their cultural 

rights must be respected.

 States must respect the organisational forms 

developed by IPLCs based on their traditions. They 

must also respect the decisions made using their 

traditional structures.

 Given the continuous permanent violations of 

IPLCs’ collective and individual rights, states must, 

alongside IPLCs:

• Develop protection protocols to reduce situations 

of risk and vulnerability.

• Follow up on the enforcement of their rights and 

on cases concerning the abuse of their rights.

• Create an international monitoring system.

• Conduct biannual studies to monitor the evolution 

of IPLCs’ human rights situations, including an 

analysis of the causes of possible violations.

• Have zero tolerance for violations of the collective 

and individual rights of IPLCs.
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Participation in decision-making

2. Participation in decision-making

IPLCs have the right to participate in decision-making regarding activities or projects that will affect 

them in relation to the use of their territories or natural resources, or in relation to their rights. In principle, 

through this process, the community or Indigenous Peoples would first be informed, and they would then 

discuss and render their decision on a proposed policy or project. 

To ensure effective participation, the necessary 

conditions must be provided to ensure this 

participation is free of choice (that is, not coerced) and 

that it is the result of a community agreement. The 

community or Peoples must also have the necessary 

information to understand the proposal for the 

project or policy that may affect them. This entails 

having access to information prior to decision-making; 

having the information available in a language that 

they understand; having access to the means for 

understanding technical information; and respect 

for their processes and timelines for discussion. This 

internal discussion process must take place before an 

application for any project or policy is initiated, and it 

must be led by the IPLC. Finally, the decision made by 

the community or Indigenous Peoples must always be 

respected.

This right is associated with Free, Prior and Informed 

Consent (FPIC), a right won by Indigenous Peoples 

that specifies and details the right to consultation. It 

is also related to other essential rights, such as self-

determination (deciding autonomously about ways 

of life); the right to land and territory (deciding who 

can use their land and territory and how); access to 

information in a way that it can be understood; and 

participation in decision-making on matters that 

affect them.

This right is frequently violated because a vast majority 

of the FPIC consultations or processes do not provide 

adequate information from the very beginning. In 

addition, these processes are generally perceived as 

a requirement, and are conducted unilaterally by the 

government or left to the companies wanting to carry 

out an extractive project on IPLC land or territories for 

example.. Furthermore, the IPLC’s decision may not be 

respected, and in many cases, there is no clear limit to 

the number of consultations that may be conducted 

in one year, meaning that communities must deal 

with several processes within a very short timeframe. 

This right is of great importance due to the impacts 

of decisions that are taken outside of the community 

regarding their lands, territories and rights.

Recommendations

 Governments must increase IPLC participation 

in decision-making at all levels. IPLCs, social 

movements and other organisations must vigorously 

lobby governments to fully implement their rights to 

participation (as guaranteed in Target 22 of the CBD) 

and report to the CBD Secretariat when these are not 

enforced.

 Governments must develop, in collaboration with 

the UN Inter-Agency Support Group on Indigenous 

Issues and other appropriate bodies, a mechanism 

for the timely documentation of FPIC processes in 

indigenous territories, including a record of the steps 

taken in the process, followed by the final agreements 

and how they are enforced.

 FPIC processes must include at least the following 

steps, which must be reflected in guidelines:

• They must be announced by governments at 

least three months prior to beginning the actual 

consultation process.

• They must be led by IPLCs once the FPIC has been 

accepted by the affected IP or LC. In the case that 

more than one community is affected, processes 

should first be conducted in each individual 

community before coordinating a common 

response, given that the final impact will affect all 

communities. This coordination among communities 

should take place autonomously, and sufficient time 

must be allowed for it to be carried out.
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• No process can be conducted by, financed by, or 

be interfered with by private companies,

• IPLCs must have access to all of the information 

needed for their decision to be an informed one. 

This entails access to the necessary support 

for understanding technical information. It may 

include hiring specialists trusted by affected 

IPLCs, and therefore resources to this end must 

be provided. Sufficient time must also be allotted 

for the information to be understood and debated 

within the community. The information must be 

accessible in the language spoken and understood 

by the entire community, and this means that 

sufficient resources must be made available for 

the translation of all the documentation, if needed.

• The consultation on the received information must 

be controlled by the IP or the LC according to their 

traditional ways, and must include all community 

members. Women must be active participants 

given their role in the use, conservation and 

defence of land and territory.

• IPLCs may reject a request to carry out an FPIC 

process when more than two processes have been 

carried out in their community over the past year.

• Neither the state nor any private company may 

intervene in an FPIC process unless their specific 

and concrete participation is requested by the 

community itself.

• The final decision made by the IPLC must be 

respected. In the case of a negative decision, the 

project or public policy will be rejected. In the case 

that the decision is positive, the project or policy 

must be implemented in the way that the IPLC 

determines, and a commission composed of at 

least the IPLC, the state and the private company 

(if applicable) must implement the community 

decision emerging from the FPIC process. 

Additionally, mechanisms for implementation, 

monitoring and sanctions must be put in place.

© Natalia Salvatico,  
Friends of the  
Earth Argentina /  
Tierra Nativa

Self-determination and autonomy 



| 7

3. Land and territory

Land and territory are necessary for the existence of ICCAs. The rights to both land and territory are 

therefore key, and are recognised in Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF) Targets 22 and 3.13

The land and territories of IPLCs are where diverse 

conflicts take place; they are also where various 

collective and human rights are expressed and 

realised. The defence of land and territory is at 

the centre of IPLCs’ lives and also at the core of 

many community struggles. IPLCs have the right to 

control their territories, and these territories must 

be demarcated by the state and protected from any 

attempt of appropriation or use by third parties.

Land is also key to economic rights and, as it is tied 

to the identity of various peoples, is connected to 

social and cultural rights. The human rights aspects 

connected to the right to land relate to development, 

autonomy and self-determination, poverty reduction, 

peacebuilding, disaster prevention and reconstruction 

as well as urban and rural planning. Land plays an 

important role in current debates about food security, 

climate change and urbanisation.

Unlike other local communities, Indigenous Peoples 

and peasant communities have legal frameworks at 

the international and (in many countries) national level 

that safeguard their rights. This is especially the case 

for Indigenous Peoples, who are provided with rights 

by the UNDRIP:

“The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 

Indigenous Peoples is the only international human 

rights legal instrument with a specific focus on the all-

encompassing significance of lands, territories and 

resources for indigenous peoples. It draws on human 

rights instruments and the Indigenous and Tribal 

Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169), of the International 

Labour Organisation (ILO), articles 13, 14 and 16 of which 

are similar to articles 25, 26 and 10 of the Declaration.

The explicit recognition in the Declaration of indigenous 

peoples’ right to their lands, territories and resources 

seeks to address a long history of illegal and unjust 

dispossession, which continues today... a rise in conflict 

on indigenous lands due to destruction, encroachment 

and land-grabbing, and a commensurate rise in the 

criminalisation and harassment of, and violence 

against, defenders of indigenous lands.

For indigenous peoples, land is not only, or even 

primarily, an economic asset. It is the defining element 

of their identity and culture and their relationship to 

their ancestors and future generations. Access to lands, 

territories and resources is obtained through community 

membership, not the free market. For indigenous 

peoples, land rights are often intergenerational and 

thus carry an obligation of stewardship for the benefit 

of present and future members and as the basis for 

their continued existence as a people.”14

In the case of peasant communities, the United 

Nations Declaration on the Rights of Peasants and 

Other People Working in Rural Areas (UNDROP) 

establishes that “peasants and other people living in 

rural areas have the right to land, individually and/

or collectively,” and that states must take measures 

“to limit excessive concentration and control of land”. 

The Declaration specifically provides that states shall 

ensure the social function of land and take appropriate 

measures to legally recognise land tenure rights, 

including to “carry out agrarian reforms in order to 

facilitate the broad and equitable access to land and 

other natural resources necessary to ensure that 

peasants and other people working in rural areas 

enjoy adequate living conditions”. It also stresses that 

“States shall prohibit arbitrary and unlawful forced 

eviction, the destruction of agricultural areas and 

the confiscation or expropriation of land and other 

natural resources”.15

Conflicts over IPLCs’ land are often caused by the 

imposition of individual rights and a vision that is alien 

to the worldview, history or way of life of Indigenous 

Peoples or of the local or peasant community. This is 

coupled with a lack of recognition of their collective 

rights to land and territory; in most countries, IPLC 

lands and territories are either in the hands of the 

state, or have not been demarcated, or the entire 

territory is not under the control of the IPLC. 

Land and territory
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This will safeguard their ability to conduct spiritual and 

cultural practices.

As long as the right to land and territory is guaranteed, 

the role of IPLCs in the conservation of biodiversity and 

forests is guaranteed.16 The right to land and territory 

encompasses not only the land that IPLCs inhabit 

but also the land they use in a traditional manner. 

Reclaiming lands and territories that are not yet in 

their possession is essential for strengthening the role 

of IPLCs role in conservation (and thus in combating 

climate change). This will also safeguard their ability to 

conduct spiritual and cultural practices.

Recommendations

 With the full and active participation of IPLCs, 

governments must develop legislation and policies 

that reinforce traditional territories under the control 

of the communities that have traditionally inhabited 

them. This entails:

• Demarcation and legal safeguards for IPLC 

territories.

• Reclaiming IPLC lands and territories that are not 

in their possession.

• Access to public finance to reclaim and demarcate 

these lands and territories. These funds must be 

free from conditionalities.

• Recognition of the collective and hereditary nature 

of land in IPs and LCs worldviews.

• Respect for IPLCs’ decisions regarding the 

potential uses of land and territory, and for their 

management, responsibility and accountability 

mechanisms within the territories. Among others, 

these uses may include conservation, cultural 

recovery, traditional knowledge and conducting 

spiritual activities as well as strengthening 

organisational structures.

• Development of tools and mechanisms, including 

the necessary financial aspects for the enforcement 

of these regulations.

 National strategies on biodiversity and climate 

change must recognise IPLC lands and territories and 

must encourage traditional use and management 

practices as effective tools for forest and biodiversity 

conservation.

 IPLC lands and territories, as well as their rights, 

must not be affected by any financial market-based 

policy or instrument that limits their use and rights 

over these lands and territories.

4. IPLC-led conservation and restoration

IPLCs contribute to forest and biodiversity conservation through their territorial management practices. 

These contributions have been recognised in the Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF) and by numerous 

studies and institutions.17 

Such recognition should put to rest the false distinction 

between conservation and community-based forest 

and biodiversity management by IPLCs and, therefore, 

a rights-based approach to conservation must 

prevail.18 The expulsion of IPLCs in order to dedicate 

their territories to conservation with the resulting 

violation of IPLCs’ collective rights, as we have 

witnessed in various countries, must not be repeated in 

the future. GBF Target 3 calls for the conservation and 

management of 30% of the world’s terrestrial, inland 

water, and coastal and marine areas, recognising 

the contributions of Indigenous Peoples and local 

communities. This recognition involves recognising, 

respecting, protecting, and realising their rights.19

Community forest management and conservation 

includes IPLCs’ forest and biodiversity restoration 

practices. In addition to being controlled by IPLCs 

Land and territory
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and implemented on their lands, these practices are 

known for enabling the natural regeneration of certain 

areas along with seeding and/or managing specific 

forest species native to the area. These practices 

are extremely valuable because they are based on 

traditional knowledge and demonstrate a model 

of forests and biodiversity restoration that is far 

removed from the parameters of exploitation. These 

restoration processes not only enable the recovery 

of forests and biodiversity in degraded areas, but 

they also support processes that help to ensure food 

security and sovereignty at the local and family levels. 

They contribute to improving local organisations’ 

management capacities; helping to protect and 

conserve other resources such as water; regenerating 

the topsoil; creating biophysical stability; and 

supporting local and regional conservation processes. 

They can also contribute to the development of 

solidarity economies for the sale of forest and non-

forest products, and for research and recreational 

activities.20

Recommendations

 National biodiversity strategies and conservation 

policies must include recognition of and respect for IPLCs’ 

conservation work, and for their territories, practices 

and rights. This recognition must be accompanied by 

clear policies that recognise and legalise IPLC territories 

and the active participation of IPLCs in the design and 

implementation of these policies.

 Conservation efforts must be led and implemented 

by IPLCs autonomously on their territories.

 The undertaking of a study (to be drafted nationally 

or by the CBD Executive Secretariat) to evaluate the 

efficacy and the negative and positive impacts of 

government and corporate-led conservation policies 

and measures on the environment, IPLCs and their 

conservation models over the past two decades.

 The development of recommendations to continue 

or cancel various policy proposals based on this 

evaluation.

 The development of a report (drafted by national 

governments or by the CBD Executive Secretariat), in 

dialogue with IPLCs, to identify best practices regarding 

IPLC participatory processes for conservation 

planning.

 The undertaking of a study (drafted by national 

governments or by the CBD Executive Secretariat), 

with full IPLC participation, to identify the relationship 

between the full effective enforcement of IPLC rights 

(collective and individual) and the sustainable use of 

forests and biodiversity, paying special attention to 

aspects where a lack of enforcement can undermine 

sustainable use. 

 The undertaking of a study (drafted by national 

governments or by the CBD Executive Secretariat), 

with full IPLC participation, to identify a list of possible 

threats to the human rights-based approach to 

conservation. This study should also identify common 

patterns and threats.

 The development of voluntary guidelines that 

identify possible routes for increasing the full and 

effective enforcement of the human rights-based 

approach to conservation in order to strengthen:

• the links between the full and effective enforcement 

of IPLC rights (collective and individual) and 

conservation;

• the sustainable use of forests and biodiversity 

that lead to a better sustainable use and an 

improvement in the quality of life for Indigenous 

Peoples and local communities;

• the effectiveness of conservation measures, with 

the gradual elimination of measures that are 

considered ineffective.

 No new conservation area can be created if it 

entails the expulsion of IPLCs or a violation of their 

rights. Additionally, compensation mechanisms must 

be put in place for cases where IPLCs have been 

expelled or their rights have been violated due to the 

creation of new conservation areas.

 Financing for conservation work cannot come from 

market-based financial mechanisms such as carbon 

markets or from corporations.

IPLC-led conservation and restoration
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Protecting IPLC’s traditional knowledge and culture

5. Protecting IPLC’s traditional knowledge  
and culture

The cultural heritage of Indigenous Peoples comprises tangible and intangible manifestations  

of their ways of life, worldviews, achievements and creativity, and should be considered an expression  

of their self-determination and of their spiritual and physical relationships with their lands, territories 

and resources.

Although the concept of heritage encompasses traditional 

practices in a broad sense and includes language, 

arts, music and more, for IPs, heritage conservation is 

deeply rooted and tied to the protection of traditional 

territories. Indigenous cultural heritage is a holistic 

intergenerational concept based on common material 

and spiritual values influenced by the environment.21 It 

also includes biocultural heritage and traditional food 

production systems. This cultural heritage comprises 

the collective values that characterise IPLCs, and it is 

strongly rooted in the territory.

“Article 27 of the International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights protects the cultural rights of indigenous 

peoples. In its general comment No. 23 (1994), the 

Human Rights Committee observed that ‘culture 

manifests itself in many forms, including a particular 

way of life associated with the use of land resources, 

especially in the case of indigenous peoples’ (para. 7). 

Regarding the relationship between land and cultural 

rights, the approach is that, where land is of central 

significance to the sustenance of a culture, the right to 

enjoy one’s culture requires the protection of land and 

the recognition of land rights for indigenous peoples...”22

Traditional knowledge is part of IPLC culture, and is an 

expression of the interaction between biological diversity 

and cultural diversity throughout time. As traditional 

knowledge is connected to biological diversity, and 

therefore to land and territory, it is recognised by Articles 

8j and 10c of the Convention on Biological Diversity. It 

is also recognised in Article 20.2 of the United Nations 

Declaration on the Rights of Peasants and Other People 

Working in Rural Areas (UNDROP).23

Traditional knowledge, as part of a culture based on 

respect for and the sustainable use and conservation 

of forests and biodiversity, is vital for ICCAs. This 

knowledge must not be appropriated or privatised, 

and its scientific nature and permanent evolution 

must be recognised. The loss and erosion of traditional 

knowledge has negative impacts on culture as well as 

on forests and biodiversity.

Recommendations

 No traditional knowledge or expression of IPLC 

culture – which is collective, inherited, and an essential 

part of their identities – may be subject to intellectual 

property systems.

 Recognition and respect for traditional knowledge 

must include recognition of women for their role 

in creating, safeguarding and transmitting this 

knowledge with regard to forests and biodiversity.

 In line with the rights to autonomy and participation 

in decision-making, IPLCs shall decide whether they 

want to share their traditional knowledge and the form 

and conditions for doing so.

 Traditional knowledge that has been shared must 

not be used to generate private economic profits.

 Governments, alongside IPLCs, shall work on 

proposals to raise funds and facilitate spaces for 

capacity-building, exchange and recovery of traditional 

knowledge to be applied to CFM. These funds must 

not have any conditionalities; they may not come from 

corporations or carbon markets; and they must be 

part of comprehensive public policies that guarantee 

peoples’ rights and improvements in the quality of life 

for these communities and peoples.
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We do not use the term development because of 

its link with the dominant model that favours profit 

and individual well-being over the satisfaction of 

needs that can lead to improvements in quality of life. 

Several rights are associated with the right to well-

being, such as the right of communities to carry out 

their own solidarity economy activities; rights over 

land and territory, which may include the right to 

exchange or sell products made from various forest 

elements in order to satisfy and improve quality of 

life; and the right to carry out activities that generate 

economic profits, such as making handicrafts or 

selling other products.

The right to well-being is also linked to the use – in 

keeping with IPLC customs – of the natural resources 

found in their territories, from which food, clothing, 

medicine, timber and housing, among other things, are 

obtained. It is also connected to the respect, promotion 

and strengthening of community knowledge regarding 

CFM; to shared visions and strategies regarding 

development or the ways of life they want to advance 

in the community including the benefits that could be 

gained from CFM as part of these ways of life; and to the 

recognition of traditional knowledge transmitted from 

generation to generation in the construction of forest 

protection, management and conservation schemes.

The right to well-being

6. 

The right to 
well-being

We understand community 

well-being in relation to the 

community’s quality of life 

and the state’s obligation to 

communities – just like to all 

of society – to provide public 

services and to work to improve 

quality of life while respecting 

the right to self-determination.  

Fiona Nankya, from 
the village of Kasenyi in 

Ouganda © Jason Taylor / 
Friends of the Earth 

International
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The right to well-being

Recommendations

 The development of voluntary guidelines (by 

governments or the CBD Executive Secretariat) for 

governments to create the necessary conditions 

for the above-mentioned practices to improve the 

sustainable use of biodiversity and  the well-being of 

IPLCs  Some examples include support for indigenous 

cooperative structures, logistical support for product 

sales, and education.

 The undertaking of a study (drafted by national 

governments or the CBD Executive Secretariat), 

with full IPLC participation, to identify the impact of 

corporate activities and models developed by non-

IPLC actors that claim to be sustainable. This is to 

be followed by an assessment of the extent to which 

these activities are actually sustainable and the ways 

in which they affect IPLCs, their sustainable use of 

biodiversity, and the environment.

 The development of voluntary guidelines to reduce 

the negative impacts of activities conducted by 

corporations and other external actors external on 

IPLCs, their sustainable use of biodiversity, and the 

environment.

 The promotion by states of national public policies 

for monitoring systems, and strict control over 

activities conducted and financed by companies that 

claim to be sustainable. If found to be unsustainable, 

activities shall be suspended and potentially cancelled. 

If applicable, IPLCs should lead the restoration and 

regeneration work.

 The state must create the necessary conditions to 

strengthen IPLCs’ traditional ways of life. These ways 

of life shall be determined by IPLCs, based on their 

right to autonomy and self-determination and on the 

specific needs that must be satisfied.

 The development of voluntary guidelines (by states 

or the CBD Executive Secretariat) for states to support 

IPLCs’ economic and social well-being, including their 

sustainable use activities and public services in order 

to prevent their impoverishment. In IPLCs’ quest to 

satisfy basic needs, the ceding of their territorial and 

other rights to private actors whose primary objective 

is to generate profits for themselves should be avoided.

“This knowledge must not be appropriated 
or privatised, and its scientific nature and 
permanent evolution must be recognised.  
The loss and erosion of traditional knowledge 
has negative impacts on culture as well  
as on forests and biodiversity.”

Member from Friends of the Earth International
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7. Gender justice

Gender justice is vital for Friends of the Earth International, since we must fight against all systems  

of oppression in order to achieve social and environmental justice. 

This includes all systems that devalue and exploit 

women, peoples and nature. Women are often at the 

forefront of struggles and processes to protect, care 

for and defend forests and biodiversity. They also 

suffer the greatest impacts from the destruction of 

forests and biodiversity.

These impacts range from threats on women’s lives 

(at times, they are killed or physically or psychologically 

harmed during their defence work); appropriation of 

their traditional knowledge; loss of cultural identity; 

and the weakening of their or the community’s 

organisational processes. Forests and biodiversity 

losses have impacts on health and nutrition, which 

means that the care tasks traditionally carried out by 

women become more difficult and time-consuming 

and their workloads increase significantly. If we add 

the structural impacts suffered by women, such as 

little or no participation in decision-making bodies or 

community organisations and few or no land rights, 

the impacts are large and serious.24

“Drawing the links between gender justice and 

CFM helps us to combat an androcentric and 

patriarchal way of being, and being in the world, that 

annihilates other forms of knowledge and plurality 

of existences. This age-old knowledge, linked to a 

holistic management of the commons – including 

land, forests, biodiversity, water, seeds, their uses and 

transformations – makes the cognitive role of women 

visible, and allows us to understand the genealogy of 

forest and biodiversity preservation practices. … When 

we state in this gender justice framework that CFM 

is a concrete theoretical political tool, we expand on 

its meaning and make it more complex. … Promoting 

CFM with a gender perspective as a concrete political 

tool can prevent the further advance of privatisation 

models in territories. It is therefore crucial to ensure 

women’s active political participation with absolute 

recognition of their bodies and sexuality, their ancestral 

knowledge, their spiritual practises, their agrarian and 

land tenure rights, and their role in the reproduction 

of life, care work and community development. We 

must also recognise the strength of their memories, 

their bodies, and the courage of their daily lives. This 

in turn means creating and fostering spaces that were 

historically self-convened by women to make their 

voices and experiences heard and to further deepen 

the links between CFM and gender justice.”25

Recommendations

 To recognise and respect women’s rights as a key 

tool for equity, given their important role in forest and 

biodiversity protection and conservation as well as in 

historical practices such as CFM. This entails:

• Creating conditions for women’s full and effective 

participation in community decision-making 

bodies regarding land and territory.

• Respecting women’s traditional knowledge given 

their role in the conservation, use and protection 

of forests, biodiversity, land and territory. Women 

shall decide – collectively – if and how they share 

this traditional knowledge, and how to defend and 

protect it.

• Recognising women’s land and territory rights as 

equal to those of other IPLC members.

• Recognising and promoting spaces for women 

from IPLCs.

Gender justice
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