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AIDESEP 
 

STATEMENT 
  

Without indigenous territories, rights and consultation no REDD, forests, oil and 
environmental services concession is possible 

 
 
 
 

To the authorities of the executive and legislative power 
To the  regional governments and Presidential candidates for 2011 

To the World Bank, UNDP, UNFCCC and national and international public opinion 
 
 
 

The current government and its political and entrepreneurial allies, rather than stopping the law on indigenous 
peoples consultation, suspiciously pretend  to impose decisions that affect the Amazon and the rights of 
indigenous peoples, passing on to the new government, both central and regional,  more social and environmental 
conflicts than those that currently exist. The issue is about the redistribution of land and Amazon forests, by means 
of oil, timber, touristic, REDD (carbon market) and environmental services concessions. We have proposed 
alternatives to the government , that we are summarizing below, urging the current government not to sow wind 
that will produce whirlwind for the new central and regional governments.  
 
 

 
 

Regularization of land titles for indigenous peoples, to avoid conflicts due to overlapping concessions 
 
The proposed forestry law (draft bill 4141),  carbon market (REDD), and environmental servi titles to 

1(timber concessions, plantations, conservation projects, REDD etc) in occupied territories, that still require 

communities that are legally recognized, but have not been taken care of as regards their right to land titling. Hundreds of 
indigenous communities that need land enlargement, since their land has been titled 40 years ago, and population has 
increased, thereby threatening their survival due to shortage of natural resources. Eight territorial reserves for Peoples in 
Voluntary Isolation, or initial contact, whose studies have been concluded, and that have not been recognized by the State:  
Napo Tigre, Yavari Mirim, Tapiche Blanco Yaquerana, Sierra del Divisor Occidental, Cacataibo.  Proposal: forbid concessions in 
areas owned by indigenous peoples, Prioritize policies and public expenditure, central and regional, to processes of 
recognition and titling for communities, and we call for a prompt resolution of communal and territorial reserves; 
 
No to discrimination, but promotion of community forest self-management 
 
There are many decisions to promote large forest concessions (timber, plantation, REDD, tourism, etc) and few superficial 
articles on community forest management. There is a discrimination by the State in favour of  
large forest capital, thereby marginalizing communities, that have to be dealt with as the main social actor in the forests and 
not as supposedly disabled, given the more than 12 million hectares of forests existing in our territories, Proposal: a) ratify 
the validity of R.J. 232-2006-INRENA as the unique legislation for community forest management; b) establi

                                                           
1 See note 2 below 
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studies, inclusion of municipal and regional funds for promotion of community forest management in SNIP. Intercultural 
adjustment of INRENA legislation related to sanctions against forest irregularities, with a view to support communities to get 

2that the State cannot amend. Drafting of a specific law to promote community forest 
management.  
 
Effective guarantees for indigenous peoples rights  
 
The three processes (forestry law, REDD and environmental services) do not mainstream the full validity of ILO Convention 
169 as well as the UN Declaration on the rights of indigenous peoples. The draft forestry law  No. 4141-2009/PE, is 
contradicting, since in the part related to its principles excludes the two referred norms but then it only refers to the Prior 
Informed Consultation as per ILO 169. There are 10 articles (from 77 to 86) on forests in native communities that would have 
no support nor reference in the section on principles since no reference is made to ILO 169. REDD policies and contracts as 
well do not contain effective guarantees for the mentioned indigenous rights. Are we indigenous peo
biodiversity or decentralization that are in fact mentioned? Is it that in reality communities do not count much and they are 
mentioned just out of pure rhetoric? Peoples in voluntary isolation are dealt with in an irresponsible manner in the forestry 

they meet them. Among the root causes of illegal logging are the lack of State control , institutionalized racism, corruption 
and impunity of certain officials, entrepreneurs and professionals. The result is that communities are the victims of the 
destruction of their forests. This begins with the so- rest can 

t 
Proposal: a) mainstream respect of R.L 26253 ILO Convention 169 and the UN 

title to 

illegal logging. C) establish prevention areas where peoples in voluntary isolation or initial contact can transit, so that access 
under titles  

 
Towards an indigenous REDD outside of carbon market negotiations 
 
 
There is pressure from the State , companies and certain NGOs on to indigenous peoples to blindly support REDD 
policies and projects with promises, and without analyzing the conflicts created by REDD in the world, related to 
the disappointment of communities due to the fact that these receive scarce benefits while intermediaries 
benefits are much higher; limitations to their livelihoods due to control over forests; land invasion by third parties 
to negotiate REDD contracts, and also the immorality of multinational companies  that continue to pollute and 
destroy land and the Amazon, and pay little or nothing for others to collect the garbage they produce. This 

ivatizing model of Mother Earth, that has led to the brink of a planetary 
suicide.  
Land management by indigenous peoples has shown its efficiency for productive conservation of forests and their ecosystem 
values (water, climate, carbon, soil, biodiversity) and we have a right to OTHER forms of international cooperation, another 

-requisite of completing land titling for 
indigenous peoples that is still pending; respect and guarantees for our rights, prioritizing ILO169 and the UNDRIP in the 

distributions of benefits; a direct relationship with indigenous peoples without intermediaries; capacity building and 
empowerment of indigenous peoples in issues related to carbon; full control  of forests by peoples; exclusion of any kind of 
monocultural plantations. We urge the respect of the proposals mad by COICA at COP16 in Cancun with reference to REDD, 
the principles, the NEVER negotiable rights, the REDD contracts that have to be forbidden, among others.  
 
Prior and informed consultation in accordance to Congress agreement of May 2010 
 

                                                           
2 old system of logging by mafias of entre
manipulate communities by paying them upfront for timber to be logged and having them sign illegal documents, and 
whereas the communities and not those responsible are eventually sanctioned  - note of the translator 
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The three public policies (forestry, REDD and environmental services ) have to be subject to 

rate proposals that would imply access to 
information, negotiation, discussion and sufficient time and space. The possible way  to consult each indigenous 
people in the Amazon would be to carry out a consultation in all the 63 local indigenous federations associated 
with AIDESEP, were community leaders from forests that are likely to be subject to legislation would participate. 
Proposal: if there is so much sense of urgency for forestry, environmental services laws and REDD projects, we 
call for the same sense of urgency to ratify the law on prior consultation with indigenous peoples approved by the 
National Congress on May 19, 2010. The consultation has to be based on principles and processes mentioned 
above that would imply at least the consultation - holding all the meetings that will be necessary - of each local 

 , that in the case of AIDESEP amount to 63 associated 
organizations. 
 

We call for international solidarity to our proposals and to the just struggle of indigenous peoples of Rio   
río Marañón (Nauta) against oil contamination, and of those brothers  

under trial  for defending Mother Earth! 
 
 
Lima, October 28, 2010 
 
 AIDESEP  Managing Committee:    
President, Alberto Pizango Chota     Vice President, Daysi Zapata   
Secretary, Saúl Puerta Peña:     Treasurer, Henderson Renjifo 
Spokesperson, Walter Kategari:  
 
 
Regional organizations of AIDESEP : 
CORPI (Loreto) : Mamerto Maicúa Pérez     ORPIO (Loreto): Gabriel Paima 
ORAU (Ucayali): Félix Rojas       ARPI (Selva Central): David Barboza 
ORPIAN (Amazonas, Cajamarca): Cervando Puerta Peña                                         COMARU (Cusco): Walter Kategari   
FENAMAD (Madre de Dios): Julio Pareja 
CODEPISAM (San Martin): Juan de Dios Sangama Salas 
 
Local organizations of AIDESEP : 
CARE (Río Ene): Ruth Buendía 
FECONACO (Río Corrientes): Petronila Chumpi Rosales 
OIRA (Atalaya): Daniel Marsano 
ODECOFROC (Cenepa): Idelfonso Espejo Tiwi 
 
 
 


