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There is a lot of misinformation about REDD+.  Here are some of the most common myths.

1. If Cambodia implements REDD+, people living in or near the forest will no longer be able to harvest vegetables or other products from the forest.
Forests, like farmland, can be managed in a way that maintains long-term productivity.  This is called “sustainable management”.  REDD+ is a mechanism to promote sustainable forest management.  Harvesting vegetables or other products for family consumption or local use is consistent with sustainable management, and so would certainly be allowed in a REDD+ programme.  

2. In a Cambodia REDD+ programme, no trees can be cut.
As above, the goal of REDD+ is to promote sustainable management of forests.  If trees are cut carefully and at a rate that does not exceed the growth rate of the forest, this can be sustainable, because new trees will grow to replace the ones harvested.  Therefore trees can still be harvested under a REDD+ programme, provided appropriate rules and procedures are followed.

3. There is no role for communities in REDD+.
Many communities manage forests, and many more which do not have community forests makes use of forest areas, for gathering food or other purposes.  Since a REDD+ programme covers all forests in the country, everyone who contributes to management of forests will have a role to play.

4. All benefits from REDD+ will go to the government.
Developed countries will be providing the money to implement REDD+ in Cambodia.  Donors currently supporting REDD+ readiness are demanding that there are clear and effective processes in place to ensure that all stakeholders who contribute to reducing greenhouse gas emissions from forests receive their fair share of the benefits.  It is highly likely that this will be the case for REDD+ implementation.

5. It is impossible to stop illegal logging or land grabbing by powerful people.
Both illegal logging and land grabbing are difficult to stop because of the large amounts of money that can be made and, as a result, the involvement of powerful individuals.  However, these processes can be stopped – other countries have succeeded.  Part of the solution involves strengthening forest law enforcement and establishing open (“transparent”) processes for reporting and prosecuting crimes.

6. If local people’s rights are not respected, there is nothing they can do about it.
Just as for the myth about benefits, the developed countries that will provide the money for REDD+, are demanding that Cambodia ensure full and effective participation of all stakeholders.  A grievance mechanism to allow stakeholders to highlight cases where they feel their rights may not be respected will be established to support full and effective participation.

7. Implementing REDD+ will have a negative impact on biodiversity (wildlife)
If forests are managed more sustainably by implementing REDD+, the quality of the forest will improve, which will result in increased biodiversity.  Ultimately, healthier forests with more biodiversity will yield greater benefits to those who depend on forests

8. REDD+ will never happen in Cambodia because the government will not agree to “selling” credits
Although REDD+ is not the same as the voluntary carbon market, it is conceivable that the government may not agree to receive payments from developed countries.  However, given the commitment of the government in preparing to implement REDD+, this risk seems to be rather small.
