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Despite decades of international development efforts, tenure rights to the vast majority of
rural resources and lands continue to be contested. For commercial, energy, and
infrastructure investments and public conservation set-asides, government sanctioned
land acquisition activities often occur at the expense of the livelihoods of local and
Indigenous Peoples.
Developing country governments increasingly rely on investment in their natural
resource wealth as revenue, infrastructure development, and jobs. Investors are looking
further afield for exploitable reserves of natural resources and arable land. Rising prices
have helped bolster margins and offset country risk, making the developing world a more
viable destination for investment funds.
Forests and drylands in developing countries constitute almost 40 % of the Earth’s land
surface (over 6 billion hectares) and house over 40% of the Earth's population.1 These
more than 3 billion people are among the poorest and most marginalized, with legally
unrecognized customary land and resource rights and thus vulnerable to land grabbing,
deforestation and ecosystem degradation.
In Africa alone, the area for which access and rights are governed by customary land
tenure potentially extends to almost 1.5 billion hectares.2 In Sub-Saharan Africa, some
5% of all lands have been “grabbed” in the past 5 years.
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Globally, the area of forest recognized as legally owned or controlled by Indigenous
Peoples and communities has increased from 10 percent in 2002 to 15 % today.3
A new slate of rigorous research makes it clear that the recognition of traditional rights
has strong social, economic, and environmental benefits—and delivers conservation
goals. Recognized Indigenous Peoples’ and community-managed forests and territories
outperform public protected areas in preventing deforestation and are more effective
than state-controlled forests in sequestering carbon and increasing household incomes.
The recognition of rights has also played a key role in saving and strengthening the
unique cultures of many Indigenous Peoples and communities.
The bad news, however, is that the bulk of this progress has been made in only a few
countries, most of them in Latin America. The majority of governments continue to resist
the large-scale recognition of community land rights, and many continue to deny that
Indigenous Peoples have any claim to their customary lands.
There is no organization, fund, or mechanism whose primary and measurable objective
is to directly support communities and governments to secure local land and forest
tenure rights.
Dollar for dollar, we know that community conservation is more effective and more
affordable in 80% of HCV areas, and stretches government investments further whether
alone or as part of a co-management structure4.

How can the design of NRGF tools and knowledge reinforce progress in addressing
scale?










We need to provide evidence of the positive benefits for private sector investors and
governments seeking fiscal revenues of tenure security and recognition of customary
rights, including reduced risks from civil conflict, local protests and reduced costs from
avoided delays, cancellations and avoided security services.
We need to compile evidence of the cost savings and greater sustainability over the
long-term of community-grounded conservation and resource management, both in
capital and cash outlay and salaries and public institutional investment.
We need to understand the adaptability of communities with secure tenure and rights to
the on-going and anticipated impacts of climate change and the impact on their
conservation efforts and potential contribution to conservation.
Gather and disseminate lessons learned worldwide on how to generate enhanced and
accelerated global and national actions to support community land rights
Establish measurable targets to monitor global progress on community land rights
security, and improve our systems for collecting relevant data
Work toward the establishment of a broad-based global partnership to better support the
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efforts of rural communities to have their land and natural resource rights recognized,
respected and protected
REPEATED FROM SCALE DOCUMENT: We need to look at the power dynamics
between the consolidation and expansion of public conservation set-asides and the
maintenance/strengthening/expansion of community-based, Indigenous and local
frameworks8.
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