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Objective

Case studies review existing forest protection 
policies in case study countries with a viewpolicies in case study countries with a view 
to designing a successful REDD instrument

Main question: what works (where) and why 
(not)?(not)?
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Method

Vietnam Indonesia Cameroon Peru
Case study area National National (20) National Nationaly ( )

Dak lak 
province;
B M Th t

Jambi, (5)
Muara Bungo 
city Sumber

South and 
Coastal Forest 
zones

Ucayali, Pucalli

Buon Ma Thuot,  
Krong Ana, 
Krong Pak 
districts

city, Sumber 
Agung village, 
Rantau Pandan 
village Senamat

zones

districts village, Senamat 
Ulu village, 
Lubuk Beringin 
village (27)g ( )

Interviews 39 52 19 27
Field research 
by

Lea Bigot, 
Ngan Bui

Mairon Bastos 
Lima

Jonathan 
Kuiper

Felix von 
Blucherby Ngan Bui Lima Kuiper Blucher
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Institutions
(a) Definitions,

ConceptualFramework

(b) Contested principles & rules,
(c) Property rights: use, control, alienation
(d) Winners/losers; impact on access& 

allocationallocation
(e) Alternative REDD designs

Institutional causes Institutional responses
(a)GIMICC,
(b)Level,

(c)Who pays,  who receives; 
who orders who obeys

Institutional responses
(a)Redesigning REDD
(b)Redesigning forest 

governance

NS GAP Analysis

who orders, who obeys
(d)Links to property rights

(e)Corruption?

governance 

H ti iti & l hHuman activities & 
livelihoods

Other Drivers 
( ) Di t/i di t i l Cli t h

Environmental change

(a) Direct/indirect, incl. Climate change
(b) Level of driver

(c) Relations between drivers (fishbone)
(d) Implications of alternative REDD 
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( ) p f
designs on trade in wood and 

agricultural products



Vietnam: Driving forces
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Vietnam: Organizational Framework
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Vietnam: Links with intergovernmental process
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Vietnam: Instruments studied
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Vietnam: Initial Recommendations for policy

 The responsibilities between MARD and MONRE esp. on forest 
land allocation have to be clarified. 

 Participation needs to balance centralized structure – leads to 
ownership. However, top down mechanism has good 
implementation capacity through planning cycles. 

 Corruption! 

 More market mechanisms and reform of state-owned forest 
companies?

 Land allocation needs completion 

 Policies should focus more on degradation. 

 Policies should focus on the management of non-timber forest 
products (NTFP), like rattan or bamboo, which represent an 
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important part of income for local people106. 



Vietnam: Initial Lessons from instruments for REDD +
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Comparative Analysis of Direct Driving factors
Vietnam Indonesia Cameroon Peru

Agriculture
Land conversion to 
plantations

yes Palm oil cocoa, coffee, banana, 
rubber, palm oil, sugar 

)

palm oil; shade grown 
coffee, cocoa leaf)

cane)
Shifting cultivation yes Not significant yes yes
Other Mangrove to shrimp 

farming
- Small-scale chain saw 

milling
Cattle ranching

Wood extraction
Commercial logging Yes Yes Yes ?
Unsustainable logging Yes Yes Yes

Illegal logging yes Yes Yes Yes
Fuel-wood Yes Not significant Yes Yes
Infrastructure
Hydropower Yes No No Yes
Roads Yes - - Yes
Settlements - - - Yes
Public services - - - YesPublic services - - - Yes
Markets for products? - - - Yes
Mining No Coal, gold Yes Mining of resources in 

forests

Gold miningg
Policy
Support for forest conversion Yes Yes Yes Yes

Others
War/civil war Agent orange legacy - - Civil war/disputes
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War/civil war Agent orange legacy Civil war/disputes

Forest fires yes Not significant - Yes
Low soil fertility

Poaching



Comparative analysis of indirect driving factors
Indirect
Demographic
Population growth/ 
density

yes - Yes Yes

Mi ti Y YMigration yes - Yes Yes
Economic
Drive for growth yes Yes yes yes
Local poverty yes Yes yes yes
Inequity Yes? Yes
Low timber prices Yes Yes
Forest roads Yes yes
Technological
Low transformation of 
timber

Yes yes
timber
Poor agricultural practices yes yes

Mechaniszation of timber 
sector

yes

Policy & InstitutionalPolicy & Institutional

Property rights Yes Yes Yes yes
Lack of implementation yes Yes yes Yes

Corruption/ yes Yes yes yesCorruption/ 
mismanagement

yes Yes yes yes

Other SAP/ Devaluation Regulatory overburden for 
timber concessions

Cultural and other Forests as common pool Indigenous customary Tenure principles and Forests as vast empty
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Cultural and other Forests as common pool 
resource

Indigenous customary 
rights

Tenure principles and 
social reproduction

Forests as vast empty 
wilderness waiting to be 
civilized



Initial conclusions

 Forest definitions conflicting and forest 
mapping controversial.

 Major conflict between national forest 
policies and development policies – leading 
to overlapping and contradictory policies and 
authority

M j fli t b t ti l f t li Major conflict between national forest policy 
and sub-national policies (spatial, 
agricultural, etc.) leading to overlapping and ag cu tu a , etc ) ead g to o e app g a d
contradictory policies and authority

 Pluralistic land ownership – no clarityp y

 Many good mechanisms failing – e.g. hutan 
desa in Indonesia
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Initial lessons for REDD+
 Risk of supporting ‘land acquisition/ grabbing’ at the cost of 

local people

 REDD+ needs integration in national development policy

 REDD+ needs to build on existing mechanisms – e.g. in g g
Vietnam it should be linked with FSC and FLEGT.

 REDD+ may need to be landscape based and regional and 
not project based to benefit the country and prevent leakage

 REDD+ must match the drivers of deforestation in countries –
e.g. in Indonesia concessional and illegal logging to meet 
global demand; e.g. in Cameroon – the deforestation is 
through small-holders etcthrough small holders, etc.
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Still to be done

 Digest the information per country

 Make comparisions

 Further analysis
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