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Country Context — Mozambique

Mozambique is one of the poorest countries in the world, -
about 46% of the population below the poverty line,
predominantly rural; Zambezia and Manica amongst the poorest
provinces!

Also one the most vulnerable to climate change impacts;
extreme weather events, floods, droughts;

Poverty and hunger are intrinsically linked, with food insecurity
being prevalent in rural areas, about 24% of households suffer
from chronic food insecurity;

Considered rich in natural resources, including land, native forest
and other resources. Forest area has seen an alarming decrease,
according to data from the last national forest inventory of 2018,
from 2007 to 2018 - loss of 21% of the total forest area and 36%
of the productive forest area.

In 11 years, Mozambique lost 8 374 128 ha of native forest;




Tabela | Média anual do desmatamento dos periodos 1972 - 1990 ¢ 1991 - 2002

Forests VS Monoculture Plantations — the Case of Portucel Mocambique

Desmatamento (ha*ano)
STovincla 1972 - 1990 (Saket, 1994) 19911-1%7()1\131-:011,
Maputo 17600 16000
Gaza 3087 13000
[nhambane 14 573 11000
=== Manica 12289 23000
Sofala 10 740 20000
Tete 16993 27000
===)  7amb¢zia 27749 31000
Nampula 29507 33000
Cabo Delgado 1389 25000
Niassa 8 246 21000
Total 152173 219000

Manica and Zambezia Provinces are among
the most affected by deforestation and forest

degradation;

Manica and Zambezia were also among the
richest in forest areas;
With very good agroecological conditions for
food production — Manica!

Tabela 4 Area de florestas estimada por provincia para os anos 2003, 2013 e 2016,
Provincia 2003 2013 2016
Niassa 835435143 | 802233784 | 7979 440,13
Zambézia 5031 363,05 | 517152042 | 5101 225,43
Inhambane 441504535 | 4383 021,54 | 4381 875,77
Tete 4120 701,06 | 39760 457,08 | 3908 110,20
Cabo Delgado 4 117471,25 | 3975773,56 | 3 962 592,38
Gaza 3 28981940 | 3220 654,87 | 3 223 145,73
Manica 230030347 | 200002899 | 1945513,72
Sofala 202305979 | 173771267 | 1 700956,70
Nampula 2232072,34 | 1485263,70 [ 1405006949
Maputo 439 700,51 436 199,70 436 199,70
Cidade de Maputo 1 550,35 | 550,35 1 550,35
Pais 30997 498,59 | 34417 120,74 | 34 171 685,60




Resisting Monoculture Plantations — the Case of Portucel Mocambique

- Portucel Mozambique was established in April 2009 and is part of
the Navigator group (80%) and IFC (20%);

- Acquired 356 000 hectares and affected over 24 000 families, mostly
local subsistence farmers, in two provinces Zambezia and Manica;

Province Districts Hectares |Affected Families
Barue
Manica
Manica Mossurize 183000 11000
Gondola
Sussundenga
lle
Zambeézia Mulevala 173000 13000
Namarroi




2015 2016 2017 2018

169 57 146 92 120 46 120 42
75x 25x% B1x 39« 72 28 T4x 26
Total 227 238 166 162

FMaxirmuem planbaien arsa

Up to 237 473 ha
13468 ha

M AMNICA

PROVIMNCE

Humber of families in DUAT area (est.): 11 407
Food insecurity: 3270

Moe-income families: 137

Families with annual income below 57 USD: 747
Stable production of cassava / corn; 62% / 299%
Families owning livestock: 42%

Adult illiteracy: 27

Schools with access to drinking water: 557

cases of malaria per year per child (0-4 years): 2 7

ZAMBEZIA
FROVINCE
Humber of families in DUAT area (est.): 12 754
Food insecurity: 3270

Me-income families: 227

Families with annual income below 57 USD: 027
stable production of cassava / corn; 23% / 76%

Families owning livesteck: 227

0T a0 D04 -
Bbarrismr ol DT O
Tour ol merwrd: S0CG Adult illiteracy: 52%

PFiarfstion srex ¢ o 0 504 g Planfafion srex: o io 720 2450 fa schoels with access to drinking water: 23%

Pinrded wraa (D JIIEC (000 e Plarfss] sran (D JIEe © 000 -0 cases of malaria per year per child (0-4 years): 2 2
Blaldicts Bare Tordca Ve eg Yormer o Einlvliciy- = hameeso Yulbecsls w2 Rokooee

DT e 50 EEC Ry
harnbar ol DiTa: -
For of swvwrd: 00

Wi e S



Portucel Monoculture Plantations — Impacts on Local Communities ;= ..
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Loss of access to fertile and productive land leading to food insecurity; B =
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Increased corruption and bribery, especially to ensure work g R, BB

opportunities in the company;

Those who refused to give away their land were left with no
compensation and surrounded by trees; 7‘)»7[
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Refusal to provide information on the land acquisition process, on the

compensation process and on the environmental and social P b ceg titu t nape
monitoring reports; vy
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Forced sexual favors in exchange for promises of employment and
access to social responsibility programs; Women, children and the
elderly are the most affected!
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Resisting Monoculture Plantations — Whose interests are we fighting against?

* Portucel is a high priority project for the Mozambique government - the Reforestation strategy and REDD
strategy have been developed to fulfill the needs of investments such as Portucel;

* Changes in national forest definition to include monoculture plantation - Reforestation strategy and REDD
strategy — facilitate redd schemes and carbon markets; - who funds these changes?

* The national land use mapping identifies areas for food production, but many of the areas were atributed
to plantation companies, including Portucel;

* Huge lobby from the global north and corporations — to implemente false solutions, REDD+ schemes, NBS;
climate smart agriculture, etc; huge interests;
* National Land Policy under review;
* National Forest Law under review

Navigator company sustainability report 2016 — 2018

* “Access to land for planting forests is preceded by agreements with communities and families, in a
voluntary process. These agreements are witnessed by traditional leaders and administrative Authorities
and then are archived. Through compliance with the rules of free, prior and informed consent”

* At the end of 2018, the Company had concluded agreements with around 3,500 families. — lllegal
agreements!



Final Considerations

Any option or proposed “solution” that requires more incentives for corporations will be perpetuating and
reinforcing capitalism and corporate power.

Allowing corporations to get hold even more power and influence is not ever an option for the future we want
to see. Adopting false solutions will only reinforce corporate impunity and human rights violations, we
have no examples whatsoever of “fair or sustainable” being implemented by corporate forestry projects...

Allowing or promoting false solutions will only further exacerbate Lack of will and funding to implement the
real solutions for structural and holistic change that already exist to the climate, biodiversity and food
crises;
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