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Irmeli Mustalahti gave us a lecture about REDD+ mechanism and about her research project in 

Tanzania that deals with participation and REDD+. 

Irmeli concluded her presentation by saying that if REDD+ is designed well, there will be an 

opportunity for a more fair and equal approach to forestry governance and climate change 

mitigation. But however, during the lecture she pointed out many challenges that need to be taken 

into account before REDD can be seen as well functioning.  

The original thought was that protecting forests is an easy and cheap way to mitigate climate 

change. But like Irmeli said, REDD is not an easy or cheap mechanism. It needs a lot of funding 

and knowledge and it also takes a lot of time to make it work well. There are a great range of 

aspects that need to be taken into account when designing it.  

Funding is one thing. To make REDD work, there need to be a lot of money and commitment from 

international donors. Usually development aid from governments goes mainly to that sector that is 

“trendy” at that time. REDD+ has gotten a lot of attention in international discourse but how long is 

this going to last? Development discourse is changing all the time and lives of development projects 

tend to be quite short. It should be realized that development projects should be supported long-term 

and donors should be patient when waiting for the results. Change doesn’t happen in one day. 

The  other  important  thing  is  to  get  the  local  people  participate  the  REDD+.  We  cannot  just  

automatically think that it benefits everyone to protect the forests. Different actors have different 

interests and we need to make sure that all the different approaches are known when designing the 

REDD+ interventions. For many local people the forest is everything else than carbon. Their 

livelihood and homes are there and it is neither easy nor fair to tell them to change everything to 

protect the carbon.   

In my opinion, there is not such a thing as “common good”. Some people will always benefit more 

than the others. There is a danger that REDD+ will become “top-down”-project where big NGOs 

tell local people what they are allowed to do in the forests. Even though locals might have the 



ownership of the forests, there is a possibility that still those who have the money have the power to 

decide. Tenure rights are often really complicated in developing countries and it is not easy to know 

who should get the benefits.  

Because of this, in my opinion the biggest challenge in REDD+ is the benefit distribution. There is 

a  danger  that  the  people  who  get  the  benefits  are  not  the  same  people  who  need  to  sacrifice  the  

most. I’m afraid that local people will be in the worst position. Their livelihoods are threatened and 

because the carbon price is not stable, the carbon markets are not attractive alternative for them.  

The key point when designing REDD+ should be that from local people’s point of view protecting 

the forests should be more attractive than for example logging them. Locals should get more 

benefits by protecting the forests than by using them other ways. They should also be given the 

knowledge about why forests are important and how to protect them properly. 

 


