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The Big Business of Biodiversity Destruction 
simone lovera – friends of the earth international 

   

“The issue is whether conservation 
organizations want to remain pure, or 
whether they want to become 
integrated in the trade offs of real life 
society.” 

This was just one of the many 
statements that made eyebrows frown 
during the dialogue organized by 
IUCN-and-business-partners on the 
controversial theme of biodiversity 
offsets. The strong interest of the 
business partners of IUCN in this 
conservation strategy is not surprising: 
seldom has there been a more 
attractive win-win-win option. Now 
mining, oil and other corporations 
cannot only enter a precious 
ecosystem and destroy it, but they can, 
through this destruction, create a 
brilliant business opportunity for 

biodiversity offsets. That is, in 
cooperation with interested partners 
they can set up a cute-looking 
protected area to “compensate” for 
the destruction caused by their 
activities. What an excellent greenwash 
opportunity. Imagine the “Shell Inc. 
Nature Reserve” in the Niger Delta, 
the “Exxon wildlife refuge” in Alaska, 
the “Newmont Forest” in Papua New 
Guinea, and the “Petrobras 
Indigenous Reserve” in Ecuador. 
Doesn’t that sound like a great 
corporate marketing strategy? And of 
course, the third gain is that the local 
communities that used to be opposing 
the project can be nicely divided by 
throwing them a handful of jobs and a 
handful of beads, which means that 
half of the community will become 
dependent on income from the offset. 
And we should not overlook the 
impact these policies will have on the 
NGO community. It cannot be 
denied that the biodiversity offset 
market will provide a natural incentive 
to accept destructive projects. The 
more destructive the project, the larger 
the amount of money will be that will 
be spent on the biodiversity offsets. 
Talking about jobs, beads and 
perverse incentives….. 

Sounds evil? This is just the beginning. 
The naivety with which the CBD 
community is welcoming the business 
community into its ranks is truly 
remarkable. Or maybe we are naïve. 
Maybe the CBD community that 
invited some of the world’s most 
destructive companies to the Business 
and Biodiversity Initiative meeting in 

Sao Paolo last month is very well 
aware of the business opportunities 
that these devils represent. After all, 
hasn’t the very active involvement of 
business in the climate change process 
brought about wonderful business 
opportunities? Who cares about the 
fact that the Papua New Guinea 
proposal to include “avoided 
deforestation” in the Clean 
Development Mechanism1 will totally 
undermine the climate regime. We are 
talking Big Bucks for Biodiversity 
Business!!!  So why bother highlighting 
the total lack of synergy between the 
CBD and a climate regime that 
promotes genetically engineered trees, 
large-scale oil palm plantations, and 
the rapid replacement of natural 
grasslands, cerrado’s, tropical forests 
and other “degraded” lands by oceans 
of soy, sugar cane and eucalypt for 
biomass production. The more 
destruction, the more biodiversity 
business! In fact, even the nuclear 
plants that are currently being 
reopened all over Europe provide 
great biodiversity business 
opportunities, now that 
conservationists discovered that sites 
like Chernobyl are actually great 
wildlife reserves where Wisents and 
other beasts can quietly roam without 
being disturbed by human beings.2 A 
better “synergy” is unthinkable! 

                                                
1 Avoided deforestation? In PNG???? Surely, they must be 
using FAO definitions that do not count the replacement of 
primary rainforest by monoculture oil palm plantations as 
“deforestation”! 
2 Surely, IUCN President Valli Moosa has this biodiversity 
business opportunity in mind when expanding the nuclear 
activities of his company Eskom. 

The Voice of the NGO Community in the 
International Environmental Conventions  

 VOLUME 14, ISSUE 4 
DECEMBER 1, 2005 
AVAILABLE ON THE INTERNET AT WWW.ELCI.ORG AND WWW.UKABC.ORG  

I N  T H I S  I S S U E  
 
Biodiversity Destruction…….....…1 
10(c)………………..……..………..…2 
US Ratification?………………….…3 
Bits n’ Bites  ……………...….……4 
 
ECO has been published by the NGO (non-
governmental organisation) community at 
most Conferences of Parties of the 
International Environmental Conventions. It is 
currently being published at the 11th SBSTTA 
to the Convention on Biological Diversity in 
Montreal, Canada coordinated by the CBD 
Alliance. The opinions, commentaries, and 
articles printed in ECO are the sole opinion of 
the individual authors or organisations, unless 
otherwise expressed.  
 
SUBMISSIONS: Welcome from all civil society 
groups. Please give to Jessica Dempsey at 
morning NGO meetings or submit to 
jdempsey@interchange.ubc.ca  
 
The production of ECO is generously 
supported by SWEDbio. 



 

What?! Real Implementation of the CBD?  
Bringing the CBD home with article 10(c)  

jessica dempsey – CBD Alliance and gavin winter -  Wapich an People  
 

Tuesday evening in the cavernous Assembly Hall II, 
delegates were treated to excellent examples of actual – dare 
we say it – implementation of Article 10(c) of the CBD, which 
requires Parties to “protect and encourage customary use of 
biological resources in accordance with traditional cultural 
practices that are compatible with conservation and 
sustainable use requirements.”  

Presentations from representatives of the Karen and 
Hmong peoples of Thailand and the Wapichan people of 
the South Rupunini Guyana demonstrated the rich 
Indigenous customary management and use of biodiversity 
in addition to the challenges these communities face to 
continue.  

The Wapichan case study focused on customary use within 
the their traditional territory in Guyana where local 
Wapichan researchers (following a protocol for ethical and 
culturally appropriate investigation) compiled maps of 
traditional occupation and use, and documented 
information related to customary use and traditional 
practices. The researchers found that the Wapichan 
institutions and knowledge promote ‘sensible’ (sustainable) 
use of resources.  

For example, the kaponaa tin pia’o: “hunting line owner”:  

“When my father knew he was soon going to die, he 
sat me down one day. He said: ‘this line is now yours. 
…Don’t ever forget this line and do not be too stingy 
when others come to you to ask if they may use it. He 
also told me: ‘puzruuyan diri puwaka dani, aonaa pu 
antamikitiana. Kaiwe piaipan karanat: If you kill too many, 
you will waste. Do not punish it. Only use what you 
need’ [Simon Marcello, Aishara Ton 02/05]  

However, these customary and traditional practices uses are 
not secure. Existing and proposed government legislation 
and policies do not provide adequate protections for the 
extensive system of Wapichan traditional land use. Current 
land titles cover only a limited extent of the area of 
customary use, while access rights can be extinguished or 
restricted by the government. Under the Draft 2005 
Amerindian Bill, the State will not recognise collective 
holding of land title by several indigenous communities, 
undermining the traditional system of land governance. The 
Draft Bill also plans to subject traditional access rights of 
indigenous peoples to the rights of leaseholders, including 
concession holders. In short, if concessions or leases are 
sold over traditional Wapichan lands, their traditional 
practices risk being curtailed or lost completely. At the 
same time, while Wapichan communities exercise 

traditional protective jurisdiction over biological resources 
in their ancestral territory, this customary jurisdiction is not 
recognised by the State. 

The IMPECT case focused on customary uses in 
indigenous hill tribe communities in Northwest Thailand 
and also involved community mapping and the tracking of 
traditional practices. The summary included a presentation 
of highly sophisticated maps based on traditional land use 
categories. These maps have been created by the 
communities with their own technicians trained under a 
project supported by the Forest Peoples Programme. Like 
the Guyana case, participants heard how traditional 
institutions and customs promote sustainable use according 
to the regeneration capacity of natural resources, while 
some cultural and spiritual beliefs identify certain habitats as 
off-limits to regular use. The practice of rotational 
agriculture was highlighted as an important traditional 
practice that maintains agro-biodiversity and provides food 
security for the communities as well contributing to local 
biodiversity of plants and animals. 


