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Abstract 

As carbon markets and payment for ecosystem services (PES) become central to global 

climate governance, Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation 

(REDD+) projects are increasingly framed by corporations as effective climate mitigation 

and development tools. This degree project investigates how major fossil fuel entities 

construct discursive legitimacy around carbon offsetting, focusing specifically on the Spanish 

multi-energy corporation Repsol and its REDD+ portfolios in the Peruvian Amazon and the 

Colombian Pacific regions. Guided by the field of Communication for Development, this 

study addresses three central inquiries: how corporate actors construct legitimacy around 

offsetting; how these narratives align or conflict with emerging independent scientific 

evaluations; and how Indigenous and local community counter-narratives contest these 

dominant frameworks. The study adopts a qualitative methodological approach combining 

Critical Discourse Analysis and Narrative Analysis. The empirical corpus includes 

sustainability reports, public statements, testimonies and Indigenous’ communities public 

declarations. 

The project critically examines communication as a site of power within climate governance. 

It concludes that carbon offsetting commodifies subaltern ecosystems to maintain fossil fuel 

hegemony while externalising socio-environmental costs to the Global South. Ultimately, this 

research contributes new insights to debates on climate justice, development communication, 

and the politics of sustainability.  

 

Keywords: Carbon offsetting, REDD+, decoloniality, critical discourse analysis, narrative 

analysis  
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Positionality statement 

I (she/her) am a White, Spanish descendant of Argentinian immigrants holding a Bachelor of 

Arts in Global Studies. I bring my Latin American heritage to my practice, as well as 

myexperience working with communities affected by the climate crisis, acquired through 

volunteer work in Brazil. I acknowledge that the subject under study is directly linked to my 

experience as a resident of Tarragona, where the company Repsol has a significant economic, 

social and environmental presence, and that my connection to and knowledge of the subject 

under research stem from my experience working for the NGO Engineers Without Borders.  

 

I recognises the histories of my academic fields as tools of colonisation, as well as my 

privilege in being able to access certain resources and strive to be aware of my own biases 

and recognise how they may shape this research. I am committed to improving my 

understanding and practice around decolonising research, guided by feminist and Indigenist 

perspectives and by people with lived experiences different from my own.  
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1. Introduction 

In the context of the global climate emergency, forests have taken on a leading role as crucial 

carbon sinks for mitigating greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions (Haya et al., 2023). Among the 

most widely used international strategies is the Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and 

Forest Degradation (REDD+) mechanism, originally conceived to provide economic 

compensation to developing countries for conserving their forest ecosystems 

(Montoya-Zumaeta and Naime, 2022). Despite its global expansion and reputation as a 

cost-effective mitigation option, the actual effectiveness of REDD+ remains under intense 

scientific and social scrutiny. 

 

The voluntary carbon market, where large corporations operate to offset their emissions, has 

shown signs of instability due to growing concerns about the environmental integrity of the 

credits (World Bank, 2024). Recent studies suggest that a vast majority of issued Certified 

Emission Reductions (CERs) do not represent actual reductions in atmospheric emissions, 

primarily due to the use of inflated baselines and flaws in additionality and leakage criteria 

(Atmadja et al., 2022). This disconnect between technical quantification and climate reality 

has generated a crisis of legitimacy that threatens the long-term sustainability of these 

projects (Haya et al., 2023). In countries like Colombia and Peru, where REDD+ has a 

massive presence, the implementation of these projects has revealed deep tensions with the 

ethnic and local communities that inhabit the forests. Sources document critical problems 

with transparency and communication, where private companies have been accused of 

persuading communities to sign contracts with confidentiality clauses and in foreign 

languages, limiting their understanding of the commitments they have made. Furthermore, 

there is evidence that the payments received by communities often do not fairly compensate 

for the opportunity costs of abandoning their traditional subsistence activities, such as 

agriculture or selective logging (Larios Ruiz, 2023). 

 

Beyond the technical and economic impacts, the deployment of REDD+ has been criticised 

as a form of "green neocolonialism" that allows powerful actors from the Global North to 

appropriate territorial governance under the guise of sustainable development (Lagneaux et 

al., 2024). Corporate narratives often present these initiatives as climate-neutral and 
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beneficial solutions, while Indigenous voices reject REDD+ as a "false solution" that triggers 

territorial conflict, criminalises traditional subsistence practices, and erodes ancestral spiritual 

rights. These ontologies contrast the corporate view of forests as "measurable financial 

assets" with the Indigenous vision of forests as “Life Plans”: sacred spaces of life, memory, 

and intergenerational continuity that cannot be reduced to carbon stores. 

 

This project aims to critically analyse these material and discursive contradictions through a 

qualitative lens, utilising Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and Narrative Analysis. By 

focusing on Repsol's initiatives in the Amazon and the Pacific regions, the research is guided 

by three central questions: 

1.​ How do corporate actors frame REDD+ projects as legitimate climate solutions? 

2.​ How do these corporate narratives align or conflict with the prevailing scientific 

evidence on additionality and baseline integrity? 

3.​ How do Indigenous and local community narratives challenge dominant discourses 

and offer alternative visions of forest governance and climate justice? 

The research will examine how the company Repsol constructs discursive legitimacy through 

its sustainability reports and net-zero emissions strategies, contrasting these narratives with 

scientific evidence of ineffectiveness and community counter-narratives that denounce 

processes of exclusion and territorial loss. 

Ultimately, this study seeks to contribute to a deeper understanding of how communication 

operates as a site of power within global climate governance, revealing how corporate 

discourse often silences those at the frontlines of conservation while scientific evidence 

suggests a fundamental failure in the market-based approach. 
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2. Literature review 

REDD+ stands for “Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation”. The 

plus signifies the inclusion of additional activities: conservation of forest carbon stocks, 

sustainable management of forests, and the enhancement of forest carbon stocks. The 

mechanism was conceived as a way to provide financial compensation to developing nations 

for the costs incurred in protecting and managing their forests rather than converting them to 

alternative land uses. 

The origins of REDD+ are rooted in the 1992 UN Framework Convention on Climate 

Change (UNFCCC), where countries established "common but differentiated responsibilities" 

to mitigate GHG emissions. While early scientific concepts of "carbon banks" through 

fast-growing trees appeared in the 1970s, formal policy began with the Activities 

Implemented Jointly (AIJ) pilot phase in 1995. By the time of the Marrakesh Accords in 

2001, forest-based activities were officially integrated into the Kyoto Protocol's Clean 

Development Mechanism (CDM).  

However, the idea of making payments to discourage deforestation and forest degradation 

was rejected in the negotiations leading to the Kyoto Protocol because of four fundamental 

problems: leakage, additionality, permanence and measurement (Lang, 2023). Leakage refers 

to the fact that while deforestation might be avoided in one place, the forest destroyers might 

move to another forest or to a different country. Additionality refers to the impossibility of 

predicting what might have happened in the absence of the REDD project (Lang, 2016b). 

Permanence refers to the fact that carbon stored in trees is only temporarily stored; when they 

die, carbon is released back to the atmosphere. Finally, measurement is extremely complex 

and error-prone, particularly when estimating the amount of carbon stored in forests and 

forest soils. 

 

REDD+ developed from a proposal in 2005 by a group of countries, led by Papua New 

Guinea, calling themselves the “Coalition for Rainforest Nations”. Two years later, the 

proposal was taken up at the Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC in Bali (COP13). In 

December 2010, at COP16, REDD formed part of the Cancun Agreements, in the Outcome 
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of the Ad Hoc Working Group on long-term Cooperative Action under the Convention. 

REDD+ is described in paragraph 70 of the AWG/LCA outcome: 

 

‘Encourages developing country Parties to contribute to mitigation actions in the forest sector by 

undertaking the following activities, as deemed appropriate by each Party and in accordance with 

their respective capabilities and national circumstances:​

(a) Reducing emissions from deforestation;​

(b) Reducing emissions from forest degradation;​

(c) Conservation of forest carbon stocks;​

(d) Sustainable management of forest;​

(e) Enhancement of forest carbon stocks’  

(United Nations, 2011, p. 12) 

 

The structural evolution of REDD+ from a peripheral conservation initiative into a 

multibillion-dollar pillar of the Voluntary Carbon Market (VCM) represents a fundamental 

realignment of global environmental governance (Bumpus & Liverman, 2008; Scoones, 

2016). This shift is defined by what scholars call "green governmentality": a regime of 

climate management that utilises techno-scientific "eco-knowledges" to translate ecological 

crises into standardised metrics that are manageable by global capital (Bäckstrand & 

Lövbrand, 2006; Scoones, 2016). While early international frameworks like the Kyoto 

Protocol initially prioritised state-led mitigation, the subsequent institutionalisation of 

market-based mechanisms has effectively decentralised governance, transferring regulatory 

authority to private registries, auditing firms, and third-party verifiers like the Verified 

Carbon Standard (VCS) and the American Carbon Registry (ACR) (Bäckstrand & Lövbrand, 

2006; Bumpus & Liverman, 2008; Paterson & Stripple, 2012). 

 

This corporate capture of forest governance has transformed the ontological status of the 

forest itself. Within the early pilot phases of AIJ, forests were valued primarily for their local 

biodiversity and ecological stability (Bäckstrand & Lövbrand, 2006; Fairhead et al., 2012). 

Under the contemporary VCM architecture, however, the forest is fragmented, quantified, 

and rendered legible as a financial abstraction: the CER (Bumpus & Liverman, 2008; 

Paterson & Stripple, 2012). This financialisation relies on an epistemic framework of 

commensuration that assumes a perfect, frictionless equivalence between a metric ton of 
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fossilised carbon burned in the Global North and a metric ton of volatile carbon provisionally 

sequestered in a tropical canopy (Bumpus & Liverman, 2008; Fairhead et al., 2012; Paterson 

& Stripple, 2012). By prioritising market liquidity over local ecological permanence, this 

governance architecture creates systemic structural incentives for project developers 

(frequently termed "carbon cowboys") to maximise credit generation (Bumpus & Liverman, 

2008). This dynamic directly inflates counterfactual baselines, establishing a speculative 

market in which corporate virtue and compliance are bought at the expense of real 

atmospheric and territorial integrity (Bumpus & Liverman, 2008; Fairhead et al., 2012; 

Paterson & Stripple, 2012). 

 

The material and political disenfranchisement caused by market-driven resource management 

is not merely a theoretical postulation; it represents a tangible crisis I directly observed 

volunteering in Brazil. Working alongside local communities in São Paulo, São Sebastião, 

and the Rio Doce basin, I witnessed how the privatisation of essential common goods 

facilitates a lack of public oversight, which frequently degenerates into corporate and 

municipal corruption. The immediate casualties of this structural failure are vulnerable 

families, whose fundamental rights to access clean water and energy are commodified or cut 

off entirely. Throughout my interactions with affected populations, I observed a pervasive 

pattern of institutional non-communication and active disinformation. Project developers and 

corporate foundations deliberately withhold transparent information regarding environmental 

risks, public safety, and legal rights. By restricting access to clear, localised, and culturally 

appropriate information, institutional structures effectively strip communities of their 

communicative agency, silencing subaltern grievances and severely hindering their ability to 

legally and socially mobilise for their rights.  

2.1 Mechanism and Carbon Credits 

REDD+ operates as a PES scheme. At its core, the mechanism is designed to assign a 

monetary value to the carbon storage capacity of standing forests, creating a financial 

incentive for conservation over extraction. However, the operationalisation of REDD+ 

requires a highly complex, techno-scientific architecture that commodifies natural ecosystems 

into standardised financial assets known as voluntary carbon credits. This process unfolds 

through a series of rigid accounting and validation phases.  
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1.​ Establishment of a counterfactual baseline: Project developers must mathematically 

project a hypothetical "business-as-usual" scenario. This baseline predicts the exact 

trajectory of deforestation that would allegedly occur over a designated timeframe 

(often decades) in the absence of project intervention.  

2.​ Carbon accounting: The quantitative climate benefit of the project is calculated by 

subtracting the actual, measured emissions of the standing forest from the speculative, 

inflated emissions of the projected counterfactual baseline.  

3.​ Issuance of credits: For every metric ton of CO2 calculated as "avoided" or 

"removed" relative to the baseline, one CER or "carbon credit" is issued. 

4.​ Verification and registries: Private registries such as the VCS/Verra, ACR, and 

Climate Action Reserve (CAR) establish protocols and oversee third-party 

verification  to audit project claims and guarantee credit validity.  

 

The entire financial and ecological legitimacy of the REDD+ market hinges upon four highly 

unstable pillars of carbon accounting integrity.  

1.​ Additionality: This criterion dictates that the emission reductions achieved by the 

project must be entirely supplementary, meaning the forest would have undeniably 

been destroyed without the influx of carbon market capital.   

2.​ Accurate baselines: Refering to an accurate calculation of the deforestation predicted. 

3.​ Leakage: This phenomenon refers to the displacement of deforestation. If a REDD+ 

project successfully prevents logging within its exact geographic perimeter, but the 

logging companies or subsistence farmers simply move their operations to an 

adjacent, unmonitored tract of forest, the net atmospheric benefit is zero.  

4.​ Durability: Unlike geologically sequestered fossil emissions, carbon stored in forest 

biomass is inherently temporary and vulnerable. The risk of permanence reversal, 

where stored carbon is abruptly re-released into the atmosphere due to wildfires, 

pests, climate-induced dieback, or political instability, can represent a flaw to the 

long-term validity of these credits.  

2.1.1 Current Market Situation 

Carbon markets are categorised into compliance markets, regulated by mandatory national or 

international regimes, and VCM, where private corporations purchase credits to meet internal 
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"net-zero" or sustainability pledges (Atmadja et al., 2022; World Bank, 2024). Historically, 

REDD+ has been the most popular nature-based project type in the VCM, accounting for 

two-thirds of land-use carbon offsets traded in 2021 with a total value of USD 1.3 billion 

(West et al, 2023). 

However, the market is currently at a critical inflexion point characterised by a significant 

crisis of legitimacy. In 2023, the market value of traded carbon credits declined from USD 

1.87 billion to USD 723 million, primarily due to mounting scientific evidence of widespread 

over-crediting. Major investigations, including a landmark study published in Science (West 

et al, 2023), revealed that many projects used inflated baselines (projecting higher 

deforestation than would have occurred in reality), resulting in credits that do not represent 

real-world atmospheric reductions (Figure 1). The research estimates that for certain major 

projects, only about 6% of issued credits were likely associated with additional carbon 

reductions. 
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Figure 1  

Cumulative post-2000 deforestation in the REDD+ project sites and synthetic control (SC) 

areas versus the baseline scenarios adopted by the REDD+ projects 

 
Note. Cumulative post-2000 deforestation in the REDD+ project sites (dashed red line) and synthetic control 
(SC) areas (solid blue line) versus the baseline scenarios adopted by the REDD+ projects (solid orange line). 
Dashed black lines indicate the project implementation year. Asterisks indicate a significant reduction in 
deforestation in the REDD+ site compared to the SC (note: scales differ). From “Action needed to make carbon 
offsets from forest conservation work for climate change mitigation” by West, T. A. P., Wunder, S., Sills, E. O., 
Börner, J., Rifai, S. W., Neidermeier, A. N., Frey, G. P., & Kontoleon, A. (2023), Science, 381(6660), 873-877. 
 

To address these failures, the global climate regime is shifting toward more robust accounting 

under Article 6 of the Paris Agreement. Article 6.4 aims to create a centralised 

UN-supervised multilateral market, while Article 6.2 facilitates bilateral trading between 

nations. Despite these efforts, experts warn that these new mechanisms may still lack 

sufficient safeguards to prevent the reproduction of integrity challenges seen in earlier 

systems like the CDM. As a result of these integrity concerns, new alternative funding 

models are gaining traction, such as the "contribution approach". This model allows 

corporations to provide financial support for forest conservation without claiming "offsetting" 
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equivalence, thereby reducing the legal and reputational risks associated with greenwashing. 

For REDD+ to fulfil its original promise, scientists emphasise the need for "dynamic 

baselines" that use real-time control plots rather than historical extrapolations, ensuring that 

carbon credits represent real, additional, and durable climate mitigation. 

 

It is not only scientific evidence that is causing the market to falter, but also the statements 

and declarations made by the Indigenous peoples native to the territories where the projects 

are being carried out. In September 2025, following the “Meeting of Indigenous Peoples on 

Carbon Markets: Impacts, Initiatives and Resistance,” the organisations issued the 

“Declaration of Túpac Amaru”, which serves as a definitive counter-narrative to the 

neoliberal framing of forest governance. The declaration states: ‘We reject the violations of 

our fundamental, collective, spiritual, and ancestral rights, as well as the conflicts over land 

ownership, the division and disharmony of our communities and representative 

organisations, and the loss of autonomy caused by the expansion of carbon markets, such as 

REDD+, and other green economy mechanisms that are false solutions to the climate crisis 

and biodiversity loss’. (IDL on Facebook, 2025). 

Despite these challenges, countries like Colombia and Peru continue to be primary providers 

of credits, even as they face ongoing investigations regarding transparency and their impact 

on local ethnic and Indigenous communities. 

2.2 REDD+ in Peru  

The development of REDD+ in Peru is deeply intertwined with the country's legislative 

evolution regarding forest governance and land tenure (Lagneaux et al., 2024). While the 

regional conservation movement began as early as the 1970s with the creation of the Manu 

National Park, a significant shift toward private and participatory conservation occurred 

around the turn of the century (idem). Key legislative milestones include the 1997 Law of 

Protected Areas, which established Private Conservation Areas (ACPs), and the 2000 

Forestry and Wildlife Law, which created various concession modalities on state-owned land, 

including conservation and ecotourism concessions. These legal frameworks allowed 

previously informal or invisible conservation initiatives to become formalised and eligible for 
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market-based mechanisms (idem). Since 2008, approximately 35 early REDD+ initiatives 

have been implemented across the Peruvian Amazon (Simonet et al., 2018). 

Peru's current commitment to REDD+ is a cornerstone of its Nationally Determined 

Contributions (NDCs) under the Paris Agreement (Montoya-Zumaeta and Naime, 2022). The 

government aims for an unconditional 30% reduction in GHG emissions by 2030, with a 

potential 40% reduction conditioned on international financing. This is critical given that 

over half of Peru's GHG emissions stem from land-use change, primarily the expansion of the 

agricultural frontier (idem). To meet these goals, the Ministry of the Environment (MINAM) 

has identified eight specific REDD+ actions, ranging from sustainable agro-productive 

systems and community forest management to the titling and governance of Indigenous 

territories. This makes the conservation landscape in Peru highly diverse, as evidenced by the 

case study of Madre de Dios, often referred to as the "capital of biodiversity" (Lagneaux et 

al., 2024). In this region alone, researchers identified 590 privately conserved areas covering 

over a million hectares, roughly 12% of the department's surface. These initiatives are 

distributed across several categories: 

●​ Conservation and Ecotourism Concessions: Rights granted by the state for up to 40 

years to protect flora and fauna or develop low-impact tourism. 

●​ Non-Timber Forest Product (NTFP) Concessions: Primarily focused on Brazil nuts, 

with a large-scale REDD+ project involving over 400 voluntary participants. 

●​ Certified Timber Concessions: Implementing sustainable management plans and 

reduced-impact logging under standards like FSC or REDD+. 

The actors involved range from individual families and local communities to large for-profit 

corporations and international NGOs. While individuals and families hold nearly 79% of the 

total number of initiatives, for-profit companies manage approximately half of the total 

surface area privately protected in regions like Madre de Dios (idem). 

Despite its rapid expansion, the effectiveness of REDD+ in Peru remains under intense 

scientific scrutiny (Montoya-Zumaeta & Naime, 2022; West et al., 2023). Some evaluations 

of early subnational projects, such as those in Madre de Dios and Ucayali, indicate that they 

have not yet achieved significant impacts on reducing deforestation or increasing household 

incomes (Montoya-Zumaeta & Naime, 2022; Naime et al., 2022). Research suggests that 
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some projects were implemented in areas with naturally low deforestation risk, leading to 

minimal additional climate benefit (Montoya-Zumaeta & Naime, 2022). Furthermore, Peru 

faces the global challenge of over-crediting; historical baselines used to project future 

deforestation are often seen as inflated, meaning many issued carbon credits may not 

represent real-world emissions reductions (West et al., 2023). 

From a social perspective, while many participants perceive non-tangible benefits such as 

improved monitoring capacity and forest governance, there are significant concerns regarding 

transparency and communication. Some communities have reported deep dissatisfaction with 

the distribution of benefits and the bureaucratic complexity of maintaining legal recognition 

and concessions (Lagneaux et al., 2024; Montoya-Zumaeta & Naime, 2022). Additionally, 

there is a risk of "green-grabbing," where local resource rights are transferred to foreign or 

wealthy actors under the guise of conservation (Lagneaux et al., 2024).  

 

Finally, in some cases, like Parque Nacional Cordillera Azul (PNCAZ), Indigenous people 

lost the use of and access to their traditional territories inside the parks and forests where 

REDD+ projects are implemented. In this specific case, the Kichwa Indigenous People have 

denounced that both the creation of the National Park and the subsequent PNCAZ REDD+ 

project were established without their free, prior and informed consent. This systematic lack 

of consultation extended even to international recognition; the park was included in the 

International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Green List in 2018 without any prior 

discussion with the Kichwa or their representative organisations. Consequently, Indigenous 

leaders describe this as a social injustice resulting from dispossession, leading to ongoing 

lawsuits and the self-demarcation of ancestral territories as communities reject a conservation 

model funded by major polluting corporations (Lang, 2025b). 

2.3 REDD+ in Colombia 

Colombia currently maintains the second-largest REDD+ strategy worldwide, with 47 

ongoing REDD+ projects across the country as of recent assessments (Larios Ruiz, 2023). 

These projects are predominantly located in two critical biomes: the Amazon (36%) and the 

Pacific (32%). While the number of projects is similar between these regions, the physical 

extension of REDD+ activities in the Amazon biome is nine times larger than that in the 
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Pacific. Most of these initiatives are long-term commitments, typically spanning 30 years, 

though some developers have planned for up to 100 years (idem). 

A defining characteristic of the Colombian REDD+ landscape is the central role of local 

communities, as 79% of ongoing projects are implemented in ethnic territories, involving 43 

Indigenous reservations and 33 Afro-Colombian communal lands (idem). Beyond these 

communities, stakeholders include NGOs, foundations, universities, private firms, and local 

producer associations. The motivations for participation vary; while ethnic communities often 

rely on projects for subsistence and development, some non-ethnic landowners have 

transferred their credit rights to public entities solely for monitoring and conservation 

purposes (idem). However, the prospect of carbon payments has frequently disrupted 

community cohesion, triggering internal divisions and conflicts over fund distribution 

(Schmid & Castro Osorio, 2025).  

The Colombian REDD+ initiative faces significant crises of transparency and information 

accessibility. Larios Ruiz (2023) indicates substantial discrepancies between registries, 

specifically between the official national platform (RENARE) and international databases. 

Furthermore, there is no official national REDD+ map, and the maps provided in various 

reports differ significantly. Communication with local communities has also been identified 

as a critical failure point. Project developers, often referred to as "carbon cowboys", have 

been accused of withholding full information and persuading communities to sign contracts 

containing confidentiality clauses in languages different from their own, or even developing 

projects without informing them first (Lang, 2025a; Larios Ruiz, 2023). From a 

Communication for Development (ComDev) perspective, this asymmetry represents a total 

breakdown of Free, Prior, and Informed Consent (FPIC) as a communicative right, 

transforming what should be a transparent, dialogic process into a mechanism of structural 

exclusion (Servaes & Malikhao, 2008). By utilising linguistic barriers and confidentiality 

clauses, corporate actors practice a form of oppressive, monologic communication that treats 

information as a tool of containment rather than empowerment, mirroring what Freire (1970) 

terms the "banking concept" of communication, where marginalised actors are treated as 

passive recipients rather than active agents of development.  Furthermore, projects often 

suffer from elite capture, where community or association leaders dominate decision-making, 

undermining project legitimacy (Schmid & Castro Osorio, 2025). In the framework of 

17 



 

 

participatory communication theory, this phenomenon exposes the acute limitations of 

superficial "stakeholder engagement" models (Chambers, 1994, 2005). When communication 

channels are weaponised or monopolized by local elites, the communicative space becomes 

exclusionary. Instead of fostering authentic, horizontal participation where collective 

community agency is exercised, these practices reduce communication to a performance of 

consensus, effectively silencing marginalised sub-groups within the community, reinforcing 

historical power inequalities, and inducing what has been theorised as epistemic injustice 

(Fricker, 2007). Recently, the Colombian Constitutional Court issued a ruling, Sentencia 

T-248-24, reaffirming the requirement for free, prior, and informed consultation in these 

projects to protect ancestral rights (Schmid & Castro Osorio, 2025).  

Regarding environmental impact, studies of ethnic communities suggest participation in 

REDD+ has resulted in a decrease in annual forest loss of approximately 0.1 percentage 

points, indicating that while deforestation continues, it does so at a decreasing rate (Larios 

Ruiz, 2023). However, broader evaluations of Colombian projects found no statistically 

significant average impact on annual deforestation across certain samples, suggesting that 

actual reductions are often substantially lower than the inflated baselines proposed by 

developers (West et al., 2023). For REDD+ to be equitable, revenues must compensate for the 

opportunity cost of traditional activities, estimated for Colombian ethnic communities at an 

average of 15–16 USD per ton of CO2 equivalent (Larios Ruiz, 2023).  

2.4 Repsol 

Repsol is a global multi-energy provider headquartered in Madrid, Spain. It ranks as one of 

the world’s major publicly traded oil and gas companies, maintaining a significant presence 

across the entire value chain, including exploration, production, refining, and marketing. To 

achieve its "net-zero" strategy, the company relies heavily on the voluntary carbon market to 

"offset” the emissions generated by its fossil fuel operations, found in the two countries 

studied in this project: Peru and Colombia.  

 

In 2020, it purchased credits from the Madre de Dios Amazon REDD+ Project and the 

PNCAZ in Peru. Between 2020 and 2025, the company retired a total of 53,355 credits for 

compensation purposes from these two projects (Repsol, 2025e). The company’s relationship 

18 



 

 

with Colombia has shifted recently from industrial operations to consumer-focused offsetting. 

Repsol sold its industrial stakes in Colombia in 2024 and no longer has active extraction 

activities in the country (Repsol, 2025e). Despite this, it continues to link its brand to 

Colombian conservation through its Waylet app, which offers customers the chance to 

"compensate" for their fuel emissions by supporting projects in Colombian forests (Repsol, 

2024). The company has been denounced by Indigenous communities for undertaking 

activities which have had impacts that threaten the physical and cultural survival of 

communities. As explained by Campanario Baqué and Gracía Hierro (2013), the company 

has implemented strategies to undermine the organisational unity of the communities, 

encouraging the creation of “pro-oil” organisations to weaken legitimate claims. In Block 39, 

Repsol and the Peruvian State have been accused of blatantly denying the existence of 

uncontacted Indigenous peoples. This is done to clear the block of humanitarian and 

environmental obstacles, ignoring anthropological findings that confirm the presence of these 

vulnerable groups. On the other side,  in the community of Tsoroja, it was reported that 

Indigenous workers were working gruelling shifts of up to 13 hours a day for 25 days on end, 

in conditions reminiscent of the exploitative systems of colonial times.  

 

Repsol not only carries out reforestation and carbon offsetting projects in Latin America, but 

also recently started the Motor Verde (green motor) reforestation project in Spain. This 

project, in partnership with the Sylvestris Group, currently aims to reforest seven forests on 

the Iberian Peninsula that have been affected by fires or are currently wasteland. Both 

companies and individuals can choose which forest they wish to support and contribute to the 

reforestation effort through one-off or monthly donations. It is organised as follows: there is a 

fixed price for each tree that donors choose to support, and each donor must select the 

number of trees they wish to sponsor. The project operates on the premise of short-term 

benefits through the creation of rural jobs and the restoration of biodiversity, and long-term 

benefits through the creation of future carbon sinks. Furthermore, it is presented as a very 

attractive proposition for companies as “an opportunity to further advance your corporate 

social responsibility strategy and reaffirm your commitment to ESG principles” (Fundación 

Repsol, 2023). 

On its website, this project claims to generate environmental, social and economic impact 

through a commitment to transparency, innovation and official certification. As can be seen in 
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the analysis section, all these areas are also mentioned and form the cornerstones of REDD+ 

projects in Latin America. This shows how these strategies are not issues exclusive to the 

Global South, but rather are expanding and, having been tested and systematised in 

vulnerable countries, are being exported to territories such as the EU. 

While transparency is presented as one of the core values of the company, it is worth 

mentioning the fact that both webpages where Repsol explained their offsetting projects in 

Peru and Colombia disappeared between January and March of 2026, and the previous link 

now shows a general webpage explaining what emission compensations are and an overview 

of certification and implementation mechanisms. For the development of this degree project, 

it was necessary to use the Wayback Machine of the Internet Archive to access the previous 

versions of the website where the REDD+ projects were detailed (Repsol 2025c; 2025d).  
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3. Theoretical Framework 

This research is anchored in a multidimensional theoretical framework that bridges CDA with 

Narrative Analysis, grounded in decolonial and feminist scholarship. The framework is 

designed to interrogate the tension between dominant corporate climate narratives and the 

lived realities of those at the frontlines of carbon compensation. 

 

The primary analytical lens employed is CDA, used to examine how power relations, 

ideologies, and specific forms of knowledge are embedded within and naturalised through 

language. By applying the theories of Fairclough (1992) and Van Dijk (1998), this framework 

allows for the scrutiny of Repsol’s corporate communications to reveal how linguistic choices 

sustain dominant market-based ideologies. 

 

Complementing the linguistic focus of CDA, the framework integrates narrative analysis to 

foreground the perspectives of Indigenous and local communities affected by forest-based 

carbon projects. This approach recognises that narratives are not merely descriptive; they 

constitute situated forms of knowledge through which marginalised groups make sense of 

environmental change, dispossession, and shifting power relations. Following Riessman 

(2008b), this research treats storytelling as an essential analytical material. This responds 

directly to the limitations of technocratic climate discourses, which frequently marginalise or 

erase the voices of those most affected by offsetting initiatives. 

 

To critically deconstruct how transnational corporate communication normalises this market 

architecture, this project deepens its reliance on decolonial and subaltern communication 

theories. Following Spivak’s seminal critique of the subaltern voice (1988), this framework 

interrogates not only what is communicated by corporate actors, but who is systematically 

and structurally precluded from speaking within institutional climate arenas. In the context of 

global carbon offsetting, the Kichwa and Tikuna peoples do not merely lack access to 

communication platforms; rather, the very idiom of global climate diplomacy (dominated by 

technocratic, English-language, data-driven frameworks) acts as an exclusionary mechanism. 
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This dynamic constitutes a textbook manifestation of Fricker’s concept of epistemic injustice 

(2007), specifically in its testimonial and hermeneutic forms. Testimonial injustice occurs 

when corporate registries and state entities systematically downgrade the credibility of 

Indigenous alerts regarding territorial encroachment or lack of FPIC. Hermeneutic injustice 

manifests when the structural interpretive resources of global governance are so heavily 

market-centric that subaltern concepts are rendered unintelligible or invalid within 

environmental impact assessments. By incorporating narrative analysis not as a passive 

decorative supplement but as an active counter-epistemology, this framework challenges the 

epistemic monopolies of corporate sustainability reporting. It re-centres storytelling as a 

legitimate tool of political resistance, capable of exposing the fractures where corporate 

discourse attempts to bridge the irreconcilable gap between capital accumulation and genuine 

environmental preservation. 

 

By combining these methodologies, the framework seeks to make visible the social, cultural, 

and territorial impacts of carbon compensation in contexts marked by historical colonial 

inequalities. This dual approach ensures that corporate nature-based solutions are not 

analysed in a vacuum, but are held in direct conversation with the forms of resistance and 

local knowledge that challenge their legitimacy. 
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4. Methodology 

4.1 Research design 

This research adopts a qualitative methodological approach grounded in CDA and Narrative 

Analysis to examine how carbon markets are discursively constructed as legitimate climate 

solutions by large fossil fuel corporations.  

 

CDA is employed to examine the ideological and power-laden dimensions of corporate 

climate discourse, while narrative analysis complements this approach by adding first-hand 

experiences on the implementation and consequences of REDD+ projects. Together, these 

methods allow for an integrative analysis of both micro-linguistic features (e.g. lexical 

choices, agency) and macro-discursive formations (e.g. neoliberal environmental governance, 

green capitalism) while giving voice to the affected communities and vulnerable subjects of 

these discourses.  

4.2 Data selection and corpus 

4.2.1 Critical Discourse Analysis 

The empirical corpus consists of publicly available materials produced by Repsol about three 

REDD+ projects in Peru and Colombia, including: 

●​ Annual sustainability and climate reports 

●​ Corporate net-zero and decarbonisation strategies 

●​ Press releases related to carbon offsetting and forest conservation 

●​ Official webpages describing carbon credit projects and “nature-based solutions” 

●​ Public statements and speeches by corporate representatives 

 

These documents were selected due to their role in shaping public and institutional 

understandings of carbon markets and corporate climate responsibility. Corporate discourse is 

treated not merely as descriptive but as performative, actively contributing to the 

normalisation of carbon offsetting as a legitimate response to climate change (Fairclough, 
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1995). These will be compared to the available scientific knowledge and information about 

the efficiency of these projects in targeting global climate change and changes in atmospheric 

pollution.  

4.2.2 Narrative Analysis 

Narratives are drawn from a qualitative corpus composed of: 

●​ Testimonies and interviews with affected community members 

●​ Reports and documentation produced by local and international NGOs 

●​ Community statements, declarations, and collective letters 

These materials are treated as first-order narratives, produced by individuals and communities 

directly experiencing the impacts of carbon offsetting. Where narrative writing is employed, 

it follows an ethical commitment to faithfully represent community voices, avoiding 

extraction or reinterpretation that would depoliticise or instrumentalise lived experiences. 

4.3 Critical discourse analysis  

The analysis focuses on how Repsol’s discourse constructs carbon offsetting as (1) a 

legitimate and necessary continuation of fossil fuel production, (2) a technically effective and 

morally acceptable climate solution, (3) a neutral market-based mechanism detached from 

political and social conflict, and (4) a practice that externalises environmental and social costs 

to the Global South. 

Drawing on Fairclough’s three-dimensional model, the analysis considers the textual level 

(linguistic and rhetorical features of the texts),  discursive practice (production, circulation, 

and intertextuality) and social practice (broader political-economic and colonial contexts of 

carbon markets).  

4.3.1 Analytical categories and coding framework 

The CDA focuses on six interrelated discursive dimensions derived from the literature on 

environmental discourse, greenwashing, and carbon markets (Bäckstrand & Lövbrand, 2006; 

Lyon & Montgomery, 2015; Van Leeuwen, 2007).  
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Figure 2 

Coding framework for the analysis of Repsol’s carbon offsetting discourse 

Discursive Dimension Analytical Focus Key Indicators / Linguistic 
Features 

Legitimation Strategies Justification of continued 
emissions and fossil fuel 
extraction 

Authorisation (UN, science, 
standards); rationalisation 
(efficiency, inevitability); 
moral evaluation; narratives of 
transition 

Framing of Carbon Markets Construction of offsetting as 
effective climate action 

Technocratic language; 
quantitative metrics; win–win 
narratives; depoliticised 
problem framing 

Agency and Responsibility Attribution or concealment of 
responsibility 

Passive voice; nominalisation; 
vague or absent actors; abstract 
processes 

Representation of Global South 
Communities 

Discursive positioning of 
affected populations 

Communities framed as 
beneficiaries or stewards; 
absence of voice; development 
discourse 

Naturalisation of the Right to 
Pollute 

Normalisation of emissions 
through offsetting 

Taken-for-granted 
assumptions; equivalence 
between reduction and 
compensation; future-oriented 
promises 

Greenwashing and Corporate 
Environmentalism 

Symbolic environmental 
responsibility 

Positive evaluative language; 
strategic ambiguity; 
contradictions between 
discourse and business 
practices 

4.4 Narrative Analysis 

Narrative analysis is used to examine how affected individuals and communities construct 

meaning around carbon projects and forest enclosures. Rather than seeking representativeness 

or generalisation, the analysis prioritises depth, positionality, and relational understanding 

(Riessman, 2008a). 
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The analysis focuses on three interrelated dimensions: 

 

a) Narratives of displacement and territorial loss 

The study examines how community members describe experiences of displacement, 

restricted access to land, and transformations of everyday life resulting from forest 

conservation and carbon compensation initiatives. Particular attention is paid to: 

●​ Language used to describe loss, enclosure, and dispossession 

●​ Temporal references linking present impacts to historical land struggles 

●​ Emotional and affective dimensions of displacement 

 

b) Meanings of forests beyond economic value 

The analysis explores how forests are narrated not as carbon sinks or market assets, but as: 

●​ Ancestral territories 

●​ Sources of livelihood, spirituality, and collective identity 

●​ Spaces of care, memory, and intergenerational continuity 

 

c) Counter-narratives to corporate sustainability discourse 

Community narratives are analysed as counter-narratives that challenge corporate claims of 

sustainability, participation, and co-benefits. The analysis focuses on: 

●​ Discrepancies between corporate promises and lived realities 

●​ Experiences of exclusion from decision-making processes 

●​ Contestation of the legitimacy of carbon projects 

 

By placing these narratives in dialogue with Repsol’s corporate discourse, the research 

exposes the discursive and material contradictions underlying forest-based carbon offsetting 

and reveals how greenwashing operates through the silencing of affected populations. 

4.5 Corpus overview 

The corpus comprises 20 different sources, ranging from corporate reports and websites to 

articles and Indigenous leaders’ declarations. The data was collected between January and 

May 2026. The content relating to Repsol consists of material that has been publicly available 
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since 2024. As for the articles and testimonies used for the narrative analysis, these date from 

2016 to the present day. Figure 3 shows the classification of the sources used in the analysis, 

categorised by type of analysis and type of source. 

Figure 3 

Corpus overview 

Analysis Category Source Type of source 

Critical Discourse 

Analysis 

Informe de Gestión Consolidado 2025 Corporate report 

Repsol Climate Change 2024 (CDP 

Questionnaire) 

Technic questionnaire 

Repsol Climate Policy Engagement 

Review 2025 

Policy report 

Cómo mitigar el cambio climático - 

Acciones e iniciativas 

Webpage 

Proyecto Páramos y Bosques Webpage (Wayback 

Machine) 

Proyecto de Compensación de Emisiones - 

Madre de Dios 

Webpage (Wayback 

Machine) 

Repsol’s response to the paper “Driving 

ecologically unequal exchange”  

Declaration/Official 

reponse 

Soluciones Basadas en la Naturaleza: qué 

son y ejemplos 

Webpage 

¿Qué es el consumo compensado con 

Waylet? 

Webpage 

Proyecto de reforestación Motor Verde 

(Fundación Repsol) 

Webpage 

Narrative Analysis Declaración de Túpac Amaru Collective declaration 
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El caso de la empresa española Repsol 

(Campanario & García) 

NGO Report / Case 

study 

Enmascarando la destrucción: REDD en la 

Amazonía peruana (WRM) 

NGO Report 

The Misak Indigenous People, Colombia: 

“We don't want a development plan. What 

we want is a Life Plan”  

Interview /Testimony 

Illegal gold mining inside the REDD 

Project in Brazil Nut Concessions in 

Madre de Dios, Peru  

Substack Article  

Study in the Colombian Amazon reveals 

that REDD projects exacerbate conflict in 

Indigenous communities  

Substack Article / 

Reserach summary 

Once again, Chevron has been caught 

buying carbon credits from a REDD 

project in Colombia that was developed 

without Indigenous Peoples knowing 

about it  

Substack Article 

Smurfit Kappa is destroying Indigenous 

Peoples' land in Colombia while claiming 

to be “sustainable”.   

Substack Article 

Threats to Indigenous Peoples' collective 

rights and territories in Peru. Interview 

with Tom Younger  

Interview 

Testimonio sobre despojo y créditos de 
carbono en el Parque Nacional Cordillera 
Azul 

Declaraion / Video 
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4.6 Epistemological and ethical considerations 

Because this research relies entirely on secondary data and publicly accessible documents, it 

did not require direct institutional human subjects review. Nonetheless, the compilation and 

analysis of the empirical corpus adhere strictly to the ethical standards of intellectual 

integrity, linguistic accountability, and epistemic justice. 

First, regarding the corporate texts and NGO documentation, all analysed materials are 

documents within the public domain. Their collection, archiving, and analysis comply with 

the principles of academic "Fair Use" for critical research purposes. 

Second, to maintain textual and interpretive integrity during the CDA process, all corporate 

statements are analysed within their macro-textual and rhetorical contexts. Extracts, semantic 

choices, and specific climate metrics are examined without intentional distortion or 

decontextualization, ensuring that corporate ideologies are evaluated fairly based on their 

actual structural delivery. 

Third, from an ethical standpoint aligned with ComDev, this thesis treats the 

counter-narratives of Indigenous and local communities with strict narrative dignity.  This 

narrative approach is informed by decolonial and feminist scholarship that emphasises the 

political importance of listening to subaltern voices and recognising storytelling as a form of 

resistance and knowledge production (Spivak, 1988; Smith, 2008). Rather than treating 

community narratives as anecdotal or supplementary, the research positions them as central 

analytical material, capable of destabilising dominant climate governance narratives. Where 

public reports explicitly identify vulnerable local actors or Indigenous leaders, this research 

focuses on the structural and collective dimensions of their testimonies rather than individual 

identities, thereby prioritizing the communicative safety and sovereignty of the affected 

communities over sensationalized reporting. Finally, the translation of text segments across 

languages (Spanish and English) has been executed with strict semantic fidelity to ensure that 

no meanings were manipulated or lost in translation. 

Through the methodological approach, narrative analysis functions not only as a 

methodological tool but also as an ethical stance, seeking to counter epistemic injustice and 
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to re-centre those whose lives and territories are rendered expendable by market-based 

climate solutions. 
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5. Analysis 

5.1 Critical Discourse Analysis 

Following the operational framework outlined in Figure 2, this analysis evaluates selected 

corporate discourses from Repsol’s public documents and online interfaces, translated here 

from the original Spanish.  

Legitimation strategies 

‘At Repsol, we remain committed to the responsible exploration and production of oil and gas, two 

energy sources that will continue to be essential to society for decades to come’ (Repsol, 2025b) 

This assertion is consistent with the narrative of cost efficiency and economic realism 

described by Bäckstrand and Lövbrand (2006), in which the continuation of the current 

model is presented as a technical inevitability. This constitutes an instrumental 

rationalisation, in which the practice is justified based on its ‘usefulness’ and perceived social 

objectives (Van Leeuwen, 2007). 
 

‘The alignment of the energy transition strategy (...) can be assessed by comparing it with the C1 

scenarios developed by the IPCC’ (Repsol, 2025b) 

Expert authorisation is employed. This use of scientific precision is a feature of green 

governmentality, which employs expert metrics to exercise ‘planetary carbon control’ and 

legitimise corporate management (Bäckstrand & Lövbrand, 2006). 

Framing of carbon markets 

‘We have selected projects that fall under the international “REDD+” mechanism developed by the 

UNFCCC’ (Repsol, 2025d). Guaranteed by the highest international standards with Verra 

certification’ (Repsol, 2025e) 
Lyon and Montgomery (2015) describe this as the selective disclosure of ‘hard’ (verifiable) 

information in order to project an image of absolute integrity, whilst concealing 

non-measurable negative impacts. The use of standards such as Verra or the CCB Gold level 

aligns with the narrative of carbon standardisation and control (Bäckstrand & Lövbrand, 
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2006). This transforms the forest into a measurable financial asset, which theory identifies as 

part of the discourse of ecological modernisation that seeks market-based solutions to 

environmental problems. Repsol uses quantitative metrics to ‘depoliticise’ the impact of its 

emissions, presenting them as a zero-sum equation where the damage is offset by the 

purchase of credits. 

Agency and responsibility 

‘Repsol’s sale of the fossil fuels demanded by the market generates indirect CO₂ emissions (Scope 3)’ 

(Repsol, 2025b) 

Agency shifts from the producer to the consumer and to an abstract entity (‘the market’). Van 

Leeuwen (2007) refers to this as the suppression or exclusion of the actor, whereby corporate 

responsibility is rendered invisible behind systemic processes. For Lyon and Montgomery 

(2015), if these statements are not accompanied by substantive changes in production, they 

can be considered “cheap talk”, designed to appease sceptical investors without altering the 

business model 

Representation of Global South communities 

‘We are working with the Acapa – Bajo Mira Frontera and Mutatá projects (...) to help achieve the 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)’ (Repsol, 2025d) 

This approach is reflected in the concept of ‘Social Carbon’, which seeks to add value to 

sustainable development through carbon projects. Bäckstrand and Lövbrand (2006) warn that 

this approach can lead to ‘carbon colonialism’, whereby the Global North dictates land use in 

the South to offset its own emissions. Van Leeuwen (2007) notes that the use of abstractions 

such as “development” or “proactive dialogue” serves to moralise the practice, distancing it 

from the real territorial conflicts described in critical sources. Although Repsol mentions 

“community participation”, the voices of these communities are not directly heard and are 

presented as passive beneficiaries; they are framed as custodians of resources for the 

company’s offsetting.  
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Naturalisation of the right to pollute 

‘Repsol estimates that up to 8% of these emissions (...) cannot be eliminated by 2050 through 

technologies applied to its energy production, in which case it would offset them through its own 

natural climate solutions projects or via carbon credits.’ (Repsol, 2025b) 

This illustrates what Lyon and Montgomery (2015) refer to as decoupling: the disconnect 

between long-term climate pledges and current actions that continue to expand fossil-fuel 

infrastructure. The existence of an inescapable polluting legacy is normalised through the 

narrative of market “flexibility” (Bäckstrand& Lövbrand, 2006). 
 

‘Repsol enables its customers to voluntarily contribute to reducing their emissions (...) via Waylet’ 

(Repsol, 2024). ‘Offset the CO₂ footprint of your journey. Collaborate on reforestation and climate 

mitigation projects in the Peruvian Amazon and Colombian Pacific immediately for just a few cents’ 

(prompt presented to users when completing a fuel purchase in the Waylet app). 

This relies heavily on what Van Leeuwen (2007) terms “instrumental rationalisation”. By 

reducing the immensely complex, long-term biological processes of forest carbon 

sequestration into a frictionless, instantaneous digital transaction, the discourse masks the 

material realities of ecological friction. Discursively, the phrasing utilises “nominalisation” 

and “agent deletion”. The carbon footprint is syntactically detached from Repsol's refining 

and extraction infrastructure and re-assigned to the individual consumer’s "journey". 

Furthermore, the use of the term "immediately" creates a profound temporal distortion. It 

establishes a false equivalence between the immediate, definitive release of fossilised carbon 

into the atmosphere and the highly volatile, unverified future storage of carbon in overseas 

forest canopies. This is a manifestation of communication decoupling: while Repsol's internal 

strategy documents state that forest assets are not materially significant to their corporate 

decarbonization matrix until after 2030, the Waylet interface harvests immediate symbolic 

capital and "green" brand loyalty in the present. 

Greenwashing and Corporate Environmentalism 

‘Repsol ranked first in the 2023 Corporate Human Rights Benchmark (CHRB) out of 250 companies, 

and has repeatedly been ranked as the best-performing company in the extractive sector’ (Repsol, 

2025e) 
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The emphasis on external rankings acts as a positive moral evaluation (Van Leeuwen, 2007) 

that seeks to overshadow the material risks and impacts inherent in the extractive industry 

and the environmental conflicts reported elsewhere. 

 

‘Carbon sinks are a pillar that will not be material for the Company at least until after 2030 (...) 

[However] Repsol has implemented commercial initiatives that allow its customers to contribute 

voluntarily’ (Repsol, 2025b) 

There is a strategic ambiguity (or contradiction): whilst the company states that carbon 

offsetting is not material to its core strategy until 2030, it simultaneously uses it as the central 

focus of its marketing to customers via mobile apps right now (Repsol, 2024; 2025b) This 

reflects a strategic ambiguity characteristic of corporate environmentalism that prioritises 

image over climate materiality  (Bäckstrand& Lövbrand, 2006). 

Comparison with scientific discourses 

Independent studies have revealed that the majority of REDD+ projects have not significantly 

reduced deforestation and that, in the few cases where they have been successful, the actual 

reductions were substantially lower than those reported, often amounting to only a third of 

what companies claim in their baselines. This discrepancy is due to the fact that baselines are 

often ‘opportunistically inflated’ (Figure 1) to maximise the issuance of credits, resulting in a 

chronic lack of additionality that compromises the integrity of global carbon accounting 

(West et al, 2023). Furthermore, whilst corporate discourse promotes ‘instant offset’ solutions 

for customers, scientific evidence warns that these mechanisms may, in fact, be exacerbating 

climate change by providing a false sense of mitigation that does not offset the permanent 

damage caused by fossil fuel emissions (Anderegg et al, 2025). 

 

The scientific literature highlights that the current structure of carbon markets suffers from 

systemic failures, including conflicts of interest where auditors are hired by the project 

developers themselves, which has led to the sale of credits representing up to three times 

more CO₂ than was actually avoided (West et al, 2023; Lezak et al, 2026). Moreover, science 

highlights that current protocols ignore critical biophysical factors, such as the warming 

effect caused by changes in albedo when planting trees, and the lack of long-term durability 
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of nature-based solutions, which are vulnerable to fires and droughts exacerbated by global 

warming itself (Anderegg et al, 2025). 

5.2 Narrative Analysis 

This section examines primary testimonies and community statements from Indigenous 

peoples directly impacted by REDD+ projects. Particular emphasis is placed on the 

Declaration of Túpac Amaru (see Appendix 1) as a definitive collective counter-narrative, 

alongside investigative archives curated by Chris Lang in his Substack page named 

“REDD-Monitor”.   

Narratives of displacement and territorial loss 

In September 2025, during the “Meeting of Indigenous Peoples on Carbon Markets: Impacts, 

Initiatives and Resistance”, Marisol García, the president of the Federation of Kechwa 

Chazuta Indigenous Peoples of the Amazon (FEPIKECHA), said that ‘We, as the Kichwa 

people, have been dispossessed and exiled from our ancestral territory to create natural 

protected areas for the purpose of selling carbon credits. We have identified, for example, 

that one of the major oil companies, TotalEnergies, is buying carbon credits from the 

Cordillera Azul National Park, but is building an oil pipeline in Uganda. That’s why we’re 

issuing these warnings that it’s not real, because you can’t clean with your left hand and 

pollute with your right hand’ (Somos Kichwa on TikTok, 2025).  

 

Her words describe a physical and legal exile of the Kichwa people from lands they consider 

ancestral. "Exile" is a deeply political and traumatic word; it implies a forced, violent 

separation from one's homeland, driven by an external sovereign power. By using "exile," the 

speaker frames environmental conservation not as a benevolent protective measure, but as an 

aggressive act of green-grabbing that turns Indigenous peoples into legal aliens on their own 

ancestral lands. When talking about the “conservation areas for the purpose of selling”, she 

characterises the ontological shift of the forest: a "protected area" is no longer created to 

preserve biodiversity or defend Indigenous lifeways, but rather to serve as a physical factory 

for generating financial commodities (carbon credits). It reveals how the climate crisis is 

weaponized to justify new waves of territorial enclosure. The last sentence is the central 

metaphor of the narrative. It visually and bodily conceptualizes corporate decoupling and 
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hypocrisy. The "left hand" represents the invisible, symbolic public relations apparatus 

(buying credits from the PNCAZ to look green), while the "right hand" represents the 

material, high-emitting business model (building a massive oil pipeline in Uganda). It 

brilliantly reduces complex economic structures into a clear, undeniable picture of ecological 

double standards.  

 

In the “Declaration of Túpac Amaru”, posted as a result of that same meeting, they warn that 

‘carbon markets promote the dispossession of our territories and the criminalisation of our 

traditional and subsistence practices through deceptive, abusive, long-term, unclear, and 

unsocialised contracts with our constituents, disregarding our organisational structures and 

procedures’ (IDL on Facebook, 2025).  With this, they describe an exile and dispossession 

also caused by the criminalisation and the disregarding of Indigenous traditions and ways of 

living when implementing carbon offsetting projects. All in all, it is seen as a threat to their 

territories as well as their ways of living. This narrative highlights the fact that corporations 

not only evict traditional communities, but also do so intentionally, deliberately ignoring the 

organisational structures of these groups to carry out ill-informed actions that undermine the 

group’s unity. This meeting and declaration, signed by 16 communities representing 11 

different Indigenous peoples, is a perfect example of their frustration with this situation and 

their willingness to denounce and take actions to change the way REDD+ projects are 

developed.  

 

In the briefing summarising the resistance of the Kichwa people to the PNCAZ and the 

Cordillera Escalera Regional Conservation Area,  Marisol García (FEPIKECHA) writes: ‘We 

are tired of proving that we are a living culture (...) Indigenous peoples do not need to 

deforest to demonstrate ancestral possession. We live a social injustice because we have been 

dispossessed (...) There are wooden poles from old houses within the protected areas, the 

names of sites within the protected areas are Kichwa. Ankash yaku, Kuriyacu — what else? 

The fact that we were not recognised as communities at the time is not our fault. How many 

more years must we prove ourselves? We are not begging for justice’ (Lang, 2025b).  

 

This exposes the epistemic injustice they live. It highlights the psychological and political 

burden placed upon subaltern communities, who are forced by dominant institutions (states, 
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carbon registries, NGOs) to continuously perform their "indigeneity" to justify their own 

survival and land rights. It shifts the gaze from the benevolence of conservation to the 

exhausting bureaucratic violence of the market. The wooden poles she mentions are material 

archaeological evidence (semiotic artefacts) of historical possession, while the toponyms 

(Ankash yaku, Kuriyacu) represent an acoustic and linguistic map present on the landscape 

long before the creation of the park. While the community reads the land through memory 

and language; the carbon project reads it through satellite geometry and financial credits. 

“The fact that [they] were not recognised as communities” highlights the structural violence 

of legal erasure as a precursor to green capital accumulation. By showing that the state's 

failure to formalise their land titles was weaponised to classify their ancestral forests as 

"empty" or "public" land, the speaker unmasks how carbon accounting baselines rely on 

historical legal dispossessions to create their "protected areas". Finally, the word "begging" 

rejects the patronising, colonial framework of corporate Corporate Social Responsibility 

(CSR) or NGO charity, framing land restoration not as a philanthropic gift or a market 

negotiation, but as a historical right.  

Meanings of forests beyond economic value 

‘Since I was a child, I was taught not to cut down too many trees, to respect the river because 

it is also a human being that does us a favor. We were taught that trees give us food, they give 

us to make houses, they give us to exist, they give us medicine, they give us water. But in the 

world of money, it is not worth what we are talking about. It is money, it is dollars, it is 

currency, every day everyone wants to become richer to live better. But in the Indigenous 

world, it's not that.’ is what the leader of the Timbo Rio community in Colombia  told 

Schmid and Osorio (2025) during an interview for their research.  

 

By linguistically granting humanity and sentience to the river, the leader completely subverts 

the Western paradigm that separates "culture" (humans) from "nature" (passive resources). In 

Indigenous people’s worldview, the river is a kin relation, a subject with rights, which 

directly refutes the corporate logic that treats water and forests as passive ecosystem services 

or environmental assets. The forest is narrated as a source of life, memory, and collective 

identity. By saying the verb “exist”, he ties the forest to survival rather than mere economic 

utility.  Trees are narrated as active agents of care (giving food, housing, medicine, water), 
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establishing an economy of gift-giving and mutual survival rather than extraction.  The 

irruption of privatisation and REDD+ projects changes this paradigm and places nature under 

a market-driven logic that disregards the Indigenous world, that “it’s not that”. This is why in 

the “Declaration of Túpac Amaru” (IDL on Facebook, 2025), their demand is ‘our 

Indigenous territories to be valued as spaces for life and conservation, based on our 

historical ancestral practices and knowledge that we have been practising for millennia, 

without the need to create additional categories of imposed conservation. We demand that 

Pachamama be respected and recognised as a subject of law to guarantee the well-being of 

future generations.’ 

 

On the 21st of March 2026 (International Day of Forests), the UN Food and Agriculture 

Organisation’s (FAO) theme was “Forests and Economies,” with the tagline “Forests mean 

business” (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations [FAO], 2026). This 

caused consternation and prompted reactions from various Indigenous and forest 

conservation groups. The Global Forest Coalition (2026) responded to FAO’s message with 

the slogan “Forests mean life, not business!” and wrote that ‘The FAO’s framing values 

forests according to “economic interests”, contradicting the UN Convention on Biological 

Diversity’s (CBD) precautionary principle and undermining the multiple, irreplaceable, 

life-supporting functions that forests provide: climate regulation, biodiversity conservation, 

water cycles, and the sustenance of forest-dependent and Indigenous Peoples. At a time when 

forests are already under immense pressure, promoting increased extraction, whether for 

biomass energy, industrial roundwood, or disposable products, only deepens ecological and 

social harm’. The Global Forest Coalition’s response “Forests mean life, not business!” is an 

act of semiotic subversion. It reclaims the linguistic space by creating a binary opposition 

between capital accumulation ("business”) and biological/cultural survival ("life"). 

Additionally, this message strategically uses “institutional authorisation” to fight institutional 

authorisation by invoking the UN CBD "precautionary principle”. They weaponise the UN’s 

own legal agreements against the FAO's PR strategy, turning the debate from an emotional 

protest into a legal and structural contradiction within global governance itself. 

 

Liliana Muelas, a Misak leader, clearly explains the difference between state-promoted 

development plans, which are written from an economic perspective and her community’s 
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Life Plan: ‘We don’t want a development plan. What we want is a life plan. And what is life 

for us? It is territory, our languages, our own customs, our oral traditions. The state brings 

its development plan model with its specific projects and we say, ‘No Mr. State. That is your 

model. Our model is the life plan. That comes from our autonomy and puts forward our vision 

of education, our vision of health care, our vision of how we want to live and be’ (Lang, 

2016).  

 

The "Development Plan" represents the top-down, Eurocentric, linear model of 

modernisation that treats territory as an under-utilised asset to be financialised. The "Life 

Plan" is a radical alternative,  an Indigenous-led mechanism that refuses the economic logic 

of growth and instead centres cultural and biological permanence. With the direct, 

conversational address ("No, Mr State"), she enacts a political boundary-marking. The 

grammar creates a sharp division between "Your model" (extractivist, state-sanctioned, 

corporate-friendly) and "Our model" (autonomous, historical, self-determined). It is a 

linguistic refusal of assimilation, cutting off the state's paternalistic claim to know what is 

best for the community. Autonomy is the political pivot of the entire narrative. The speaker 

establishes that true development communication and planning cannot be handed down as a 

charity project by the state or funded as an ESG initiative by a corporation like Repsol; it 

must emerge organically from the internal, self-governing sovereignty of the community.  

Counter-narratives to corporate sustainability discourse 

Indigenous narratives and experiences constitute in themselves a counter-narrative to 

corporate sustainability discourses. However, there are also more explicit statements, such as 

when ‘[They] condemn the fact that the buyers of carbon credits are the world’s leading 

polluters’ (IDL on Facebook, 2025). The verb "condemn" elevates the discourse from a 

passive complaint to an active, moral, and political judgment, explicitly identifying the credit 

buyers as the "world's leading polluters." This punctures the corporate myth of the VCM as a 

mechanism fighting the climate crisis.  

They also ‘denounce that the carbon projects underway in several of our territories have 

failed to meet the required safeguards, let alone deliver the promised benefits’ (IDL on 

Facebook, 2025). By using the institutional vocabulary of the green economy, specifically 
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"safeguards" (such as Cancun safeguards or Verra's socio-environmental criteria), the 

counter-narrative executes an internal critique. The declaration turns the market's own 

bureaucratic rules against it, proving that even by the market's own highly managed criteria, 

the projects are failing on the ground, exposing a deficit in regulatory enforcement and 

corporate accountability.  

While corporations use “net-zero” as a slogan, Pepe Cham García, a Tikuna Indigenous 

leader and legal representative, turns it around and criticises it for being ‘zero on all counts: 

zero information, zero participation, zero benefits. We have no documents, we don't know 

what was sold, and we do not know what it was invested in’ (Lang, 2025a).  

 

This powerful account hijacks the mathematical concept of "zero" from the corporate 

framework of "net-zero emissions." While corporations like Repsol use "zero" to signal 

environmental perfection, climate neutrality, and ethical progress, the subaltern narrative 

redefines "zero" as an absolute vacuum of human and democratic rights. The final phrase 

highlights the active weaponisation of secrecy. Carbon markets operate on complex legal 

contracts, digital registries, and proprietary data. By keeping the communities in a state of 

absolute document-less ignorance, project developers commodify and "sell" the carbon 

capacity of ancestral lands without the inhabitants ever knowing the terms of the transaction.  

   

“We reject the violations of our fundamental, collective, spiritual, and ancestral rights, as 

well as the conflicts over land ownership, the division and disharmony of our communities 

and representative organisations, and the loss of autonomy caused by the expansion of 

carbon markets, such as REDD+, and other green economy mechanisms that are false 

solutions to the climate crisis and biodiversity loss” (IDL in Facebook, 2025). This fragment 

represents an ontological and epistemic break from dominant environmental governance 

discourses. While Repsol and its project partners frame REDD+ as a benevolent vehicle for 

sustainable development and socio-economic inclusion, the declaration exposes these 

mechanisms as structural tools of green neocolonialism. By explicitly naming the "division 

and disharmony" and the "loss of autonomy," the counter-narrative reveals the social friction 

that corporate public relations deliberately erases. The corporate narrative attempts to reduce 

Indigenous territories to carbon pools; the Declaration of Túpac Amaru re-centres them as 

spaces of "spiritual, ancestral, and collective rights." 
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During my field placement in Brazil, the theoretical abstractions of privatisation, 

non-conusltation and structural non-communication materialised into lived realities. 

Throughout my journey along the Rio Doce —from the ghost communities of Bento 

Rodrigues in Mariana to the roadside stalls of Periquito— I observed how the privatisation of 

natural resources and critical energy infrastructure under corporate consortia structurally 

detaches infrastructure from public accountability. This corporate insulation fosters an 

environment where institutional transparency collapses into corruption, directly threatening 

vulnerable families' access to basic survival resources. Nine years after the Fundão dam 

disaster, I sat with displaced families who still lacked secure access to clean water, forced to 

look for untainted springs because the privatised entities tasked with remediation prioritised 

financial containment over human rights. Crucially, I witnessed how this material 

dispossession is systematically sustained through deliberate non-communication and 

corporate disinformation. From silent or missing emergency sirens during environmental 

collapses to complex, multi-layered legal compensation frameworks delivered in technocratic 

jargon, impacted populations are systematically kept in an informational void. By 

weaponising language and engineering corporate silence, institutional actors actively obscure 

local rights, fracturing the communities' capacity to collectively organise and stand up for 

their territorial sovereignty.  

5.3 Key findings 

The analysis of Repsol’s discourse reveals that the company constructs carbon offsetting as a 

legitimate and necessary continuation of fossil fuel production by framing it as both a 

technically effective and morally acceptable climate solution. This is achieved through 

legitimation strategies such as rationalisation, where the production of oil and gas is 

presented as a technical inevitability and essential to society, and expert authorisation, which 

uses scientific metrics from the IPCC to exercise planetary carbon control. By employing 

technocratic language and quantitative metrics like Verra and international registry 

certifications, Repsol frames carbon markets in a way that transforms forests into measurable 

financial assets, depoliticising the impact of its emissions by presenting them as a zero-sum 

equation. Furthermore, the company shifts agency and responsibility away from itself and 

onto the consumer or an abstract market, effectively rendering corporate responsibility 
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invisible through the use of passive voice and nominalisation that syntactically detaches GHG 

emissions from refining and extraction infrastructure.  

 

The representation of Global South communities within this discourse often positions them as 

passive beneficiaries or stewards of resources for the company's offsetting. This discourse 

further naturalises the right to pollute through a process called decoupling, where long-term 

climate pledges are disconnected from current actions that continue to expand fossil-fuel 

infrastructure. Greenwashing is evident in the company’s strategic ambiguity, such as using 

positive moral evaluations from external rankings to overshadow material risks and 

promoting instant offsetting to customers by gamifying transactions via mobile apps like 

Waylet, while simultaneously stating in internal strategies that carbon sinks are not material 

to its core strategy until after 2030. This environment of strategic ambiguity is structurally 

facilitated by a crisis of transparency, exemplified by the deletion and subsequent archiving 

of project-specific public data.  

 

These corporate narratives stand in sharp contrast to scientific findings, which indicate that 

REDD+ baselines are often opportunistically inflated through speculative counterfactual 

modelling to maximise credit issuance. Quantitative mapping demonstrates a chronic lack of 

additionality and a systematic failure in carbon accounting, proving that up to 94% of 

voluntary credits generated in these protected zones fail to reflect real-world emissions 

reductions. 

 

Indigenous and local community narratives further challenge the corporate discourse by 

describing experiences of dispossession, exile, and the criminalisation of traditional practices. 

Narrative analysis of these counter-discourses exposes a state of profound epistemic and 

hermeneutic injustice, where state-enforced, corporate-backed “conservation” causes legal 

erasure and community fragmentation. This structural violence is resisted through the 

preservation of material and linguistic archives, such as ancestral toponyms like Ankash yaku 

and Kuriyacu and physical remnants of habitations, which superimpose an Indigenous 

geography over market maps. For these communities, forests are not market assets but 

ancestral territories and sentient beings that serve as sources of livelihood, spirituality, and 

collective identity. Their counter-narratives represent a total systemic rejection of marketised 
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forest governance, defining REDD+ explicitly as a "false solution" and a form of green 

neocolonialism in manifestos like the Declaration of Túpac Amaru. They actively contest 

state-promoted development frameworks by asserting their own autonomous, self-determined 

Plan de Vida (Life Plan). Ultimately, these narratives condemn the double standards of 

leading polluters buying credits without curbing their activities, unmasking predatory 

contract tactics, and highlighting a lived reality of an informational vacuum defined as "zero 

information, zero participation, and zero benefits". This local resistance aligns with broader 

institutional fractures, where international civil society uses counter-slogans like "Forests 

mean life, not business" to expose legal contradictions within global bodies like the FAO. 

Overall, the analysis shows that carbon offsetting serves as a highly sophisticated, 

multi-scalar market-based mechanism that externalises environmental and social costs to the 

Global South while maintaining the legitimacy and hegemony of the fossil fuel industry. 
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6. Conclusions 

This research has critically examined the discursive construction of legitimacy within the 

voluntary carbon market, specifically focusing on how the fossil fuel giant Repsol utilises 

REDD+ initiatives in Peru and Colombia to maintain its operational license amidst a global 

climate emergency. By placing corporate narratives in direct conversation with scientific 

evidence and Indigenous counter-narratives, this study has exposed a crisis of legitimacy and 

transparency that characterises the current state of forest-based carbon offsetting.  

Main findings and results 

The CDA revealed that Repsol’s communication strategy is built upon several key pillars of 

legitimation. Firstly, by rationalisation and inevitability, framing the continued extraction of 

oil and gas as a "technical inevitability" and an "essential" social service. This narrative 

effectively naturalises the "right to pollute" by suggesting that fossil fuels are a bridge that 

cannot yet be crossed. Secondly, with technocratic language and expert authorisation,  

aligning with international mechanisms (UNFCCC, Verra) and scientific metrics (IPCC), the 

company employs "green governmentality" to present carbon offsetting as a neutral, 

zero-sum equation. This transforms complex forest ecosystems into measurable, tradable 

financial assets. Finally, a significant finding was the discrepancy between Repsol’s 

long-term strategy, which claims carbon sinks will not be "material" until after 2030, and its 

immediate marketing efforts through apps like Waylet, which offer "instant offsetting" to 

consumers today. This decoupling allows the company to reap reputational benefits without 

fundamentally altering its business model. 

 

The Narrative Analysis provided the essential counterweight to these corporate claims and an 

insight into lived experiences of affected communities. Indigenous testimonies from the 

Kichwa and Tikuna peoples, among others, describe a reality of green neocolonialism. Where 

Repsol sees "carbon sinks," local communities see "ancestral territories" and "sentient 

beings". The success of these projects is challenged by accounts of physical and legal exile, 

as communities describe being dispossessed and exiled from their lands to make way for 

protected areas that generate credits for Global North corporations. The research highlighted 
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a pervasive "zero information, zero participation, and zero benefits" reality for those at the 

frontlines. Contracts are often signed in foreign languages with confidentiality clauses, and 

sometimes they are even non-existent, undermining the unity and autonomy of Indigenous 

organisations and causing epistemic injustice.  

Answers to research questions 

The research set out to answer three primary questions, which can now be answered 

definitively based on the analysis: 

1.​ How do corporate actors frame REDD+ projects as legitimate? They do so by 

utilising "Social Carbon" narratives and technocratic standards to present offsetting as 

a morally acceptable and scientifically sound climate solution. 

2.​ How do these narratives align or conflict with scientific evidence? There is a sharp 

conflict. While corporate discourse emphasises CER, scientific studies show that 

many projects use inflated baselines, resulting in credits that do not represent 

real-world atmospheric reductions. For major projects, it is estimated that only 6% of 

credits actually reflect additional carbon reductions. 

3.​ How do Indigenous and local community narratives challenge dominant discourses? 

They do so by redefining the forest's value beyond the economic, framing 

conservation not as a business but as a "Life Plan" (e.g., the Misak Life Plan vs. the 

State's Development Plan). Their narratives expose the double standards of companies 

that "clean with their left hand and pollute with their right hand". 

Engagement with Communication for Development  

This project is situated firmly within the field of ComDev. It moves beyond seeing 

communication as a mere tool for information transmission, instead treating it as a site of 

power. By analysing subaltern voices and prioritising storytelling as resistance, the study 

engages with the decolonial turn in ComDev. It highlights how top-down, market-driven 

communication can lead to carbon colonialism, and it advocates for a participatory approach 

that respects the autonomy and ancestral knowledge of forest-dependent peoples. The project 

underscores that for climate communication to be just, it must account for epistemic injustice 

and the historical inequalities of the Global South. 
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Reflection on study design and workability 

The qualitative methodological approach, combining CDA and Narrative Analysis, proved to 

be a robust framework for unmasking corporate power. CDA allowed for the deconstruction 

of the taken-for-granted assumptions in Repsol’s reports, while Narrative Analysis provided 

the necessary lived experience to counteract those assumptions. 

 

However, the workability of the design faced significant challenges due to the shrinking 

transparency in the carbon market. The disappearance of Repsol’s specific project pages in 

early 2026 required the use of the Wayback Machine to access data, illustrating the strategic 

ambiguity and potential greenwashing tactics where companies remove information as it 

comes under scrutiny. 

Limitations and future research 

This degree project was subject to certain unavoidable limitations. Due to strict word and 

time limits, the analysis was restricted to a specific corpus of documents and testimonies. The  

study relied exclusively on publicly available data, which is inherently filtered by corporate 

PR or NGO advocacy. Finally, while focusing on Peru and Colombia provided deep insights, 

the findings are specific to those contexts, even if the exportation of these models to the 

Global North (e.g., Motor Verde in Spain) is beginning to occur and is worth studying. 

 

There is an urgent need for broader, longitudinal research that tracks the long-term social 

impacts of REDD+ projects after the initial "carbon cowboys" have left. Future studies 

should aim to bridge the gap between satellite data and community testimonies to create a 

holistic dynamic baseline that includes social safeguards.  

Recommendations for practice and policy 

Policy-makers should move away from the offsetting model toward a contribution approach. 

This would allow corporations to provide financial support for forest conservation without 

claiming equivalence to their emissions, thereby reducing the legal and reputational risks of 

greenwashing. Furthermore, any future initiatives under Article 6 of the Paris Agreement 
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must include legally binding requirements for FPIC in the native language of the 

communities, ensuring that forests are treated as life, not just business. 

 

Ultimately, this study concludes that as long as carbon markets prioritise the "right to pollute" 

over the "right to territory," they will remain a false solution that reproduces colonial power 

dynamics under a green veneer .  
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Statement on the use of Artificial Intelligence (AI) 

In the preparation of this degree project, the author utilised AI tools to assist in the translation 

and synthesis of research materials. The specific applications of these tools are as follows: 

●​ Translation: The AI translation tool DeepL was employed to translate primary source 

materials and draft sections from the original Spanish into English. This was done to 

ensure linguistic accuracy while preserving the technical nuances of the discourse 

analysed. 

●​ Data synthesis and information filtering: AI-driven platforms, specifically 

NotebookLM and Gemini, were used to navigate large volumes of documentation, 

including corporate sustainability reports and Indigenous testimonies. These tools 

assisted in filtering relevant data, identifying key themes across multiple documents, 

and summarising complex information to streamline the analytical process. 

The author maintains full responsibility for the final content of this research. All 

AI-generated summaries and translations were critically reviewed, verified for accuracy 

against the sources, and integrated into the final text through the author’s own intellectual 

analysis and independent writing. 
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Annex 1 

DECLARACIÓN DE TÚPAC AMARU 

Los pueblos, naciones y nacionalidades indígenas de Perú, Ecuador, Colombia, Bolivia y 
Paraguay, reunidos en la comunidad nativa kichwa de Túpac Amaru en el distrito de Chazuta, 
región San Martín en Perú, del 15 al 19 de setiembre del 2025, en el marco del “Encuentro 
de Pueblos Indígenas sobre Mercados de Carbono. Impactos, Iniciativas y Resistencias”, 
declaramos: 

●​ Reafirmamos nuestra espiritualidad, autonomía, autodeterminación y ley de origen de 
nuestros pueblos, naciones y nacionalidades en la lucha contra el despojo de nuestros 
territorios ancestrales. 

●​ Exigimos que nuestros territorios indígenas sean valorados como espacios de vida y 
conservación, por nuestras prácticas y saberes ancestrales históricas que venimos 
realizando milenariamente, sin necesidad de crear categorías adicionales de 
conservación impuesta. 

●​ Rechazamos las violaciones a nuestros derechos fundamentales, colectivos, 
espirituales y ancestrales, así también los conflictos por la tenencia de los territorios, 
la división y la desarmonía de nuestras comunidades y organizaciones representativas, 
así como la pérdida de autonomía, por la expansión de los mercados de carbono, por 
ejemplo, REDD+, y otros mecanismos de economía verde que son falsas soluciones 
ante la crisis climática y la pérdida de la biodiversidad. 

●​ Alertamos que los mercados de carbono promueven el despojo de nuestros territorios, 
la criminalización de nuestras prácticas tradicionales y de subsistencia, a través de 
contratos engañosos, abusivos, de larga duración, poco claros y no socializados con 
nuestras bases, sin respetar nuestras estructuras orgánicas y procedimientos propios. 

●​ Denunciamos que las actividades vinculadas a los mercados de carbono y otras 
formas de extractivismo, generan impactos diferenciados sobre los cuerpos y vidas de 
las mujeres, niños, niñas y adolescentes en los territorios, además de estigmatización, 
persecución y criminalización de las defensoras y defensores. 

●​ Denunciamos que los proyectos de carbono en ejecución en varios de nuestros 
territorios no han cumplido con las salvaguardas requeridas, y menos aún con los 
beneficios prometidos. 

●​ Rechazamos a todos los actores que están involucrados en el funcionamiento de estas 
falsas soluciones, como: las certificadoras VERRA, CER CARBONO, COLCX, 
Biocarbon standard, Gold standard; los desarrolladores como CIMA Cordillera Azul, 
SERNANP y el Ministerio del Ambiente en el Perú, Yauto Sas y Biofix consultorías 
SAS y otros en Colombia; Green Carbon en Bolivia, y otros en Ecuador y Paraguay; 
los organismos de validación y verificación como AENOR International SAU, 
ICONTEC, Ruby Canyon Environmental, Rainforest Alliance y otros en Colombia. 
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●​ Condenamos que los compradores de los bonos de carbono sean los principales 
contaminantes en el mundo, tales como Total Energies, Shell, BHP, Chevron 
Petroleum Company, Glencore, Geopark SAS, Organización Terpel SA y otros. No 
estamos dispuestos a ser cómplices de sus lavados de imágenes y ninguna forma de 
extractivismo. 

●​ Responsabilizamos a los bancos e inversores privados, y sus salvaguardas inservibles 
e ineficaces, por los impactos económicos, sociales y culturales de estos mercados de 
carbono en nuestros territorios, tales como el Banco Mundial, Banco KFW, BID y 
otros, y al mismo tiempo pedimos transparentar sus financiamientos. 

●​ Exhortamos a los Estados a cumplir su rol de garantes de nuestros derechos y 
remediar los impactos que denunciamos, por lo que rechazamos su complicidad e 
inacción. 

●​ Rechazamos las políticas de conservación excluyente de los Estados y de otras 
instituciones privadas, para la creación de Áreas Naturales Protegidas sobre nuestros 
territorios ancestrales, desconociendo nuestro derecho a la consulta previa, libre e 
informada y al consentimiento vinculante a nuestras decisiones. 

●​ Denunciamos que organismos de conservación como la UICN, la Fundación Moore y 
otros, apoyan modelos de conservación excluyente que afectan nuestra visión propia 
de desarrollo y libre determinación. 

●​ Exigimos que se respete y se reconozca a la Pachamama como sujeto de derecho para 
garantizar el buen vivir de las nuevas generaciones. 

Nos declaramos en permanente movilización y suscribimos la presente declaración: 

Bolivia 

●​ Autonomía Guaraní Charagua Iyambae 
●​ Coordinadora Nacional de Autonomías Indígenas de Bolivia (CONAIOC) 
●​ Nación Monkoxɨ de Lomerío 

Paraguay 

●​ Organización de Mujeres – Comunidad Nueva Promesa del pueblo Sanapaná – 
Miembro de la OCUN 

●​ Representantes de la Red de Promotores Jurídicos Indígenas de la región 
Occidental. 

●​ Comunidad El Estribo del Pueblo Enxet – Base de la CLIBCH 

Colombia 

●​ Pueblo Inga del medio Putumayo 
●​ Asociación de Cabildos Indígenas del Municipio de Villagarzón Putumayo 

(ACIMVIP) 
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●​ Asociación de Autoridades Indígenas del Pueblo Cofán (AMPII-CANKE) 
●​ Asociación de Cabildos Indígenas del Norte del Cauca - Çxhab Wala Kiwe 

(ACIN) Pueblo Nasa. 

Perú 

●​ Federación de Pueblos Indígenas Kechwa Chazuta Amazonía (FEPIKECHA) y 
sus bases Túpac Amaru, Rebalse Chazuta, Alto Chazutayacu, Pongo del Huallaga, 
Ankash Yaku de Achinamisa, Sinchi Runa de Llucanayaku y Allima Sachayuk 
Siyambayok Pampa. 

●​ Federación de Pueblos Indígenas Kechwas del Bajo Huallaga San Martín 
(FEPIKBHSAM) y sus bases Shilcayo, Chipeza, Ishkay Urmanayuk Tununtunumba, 
Ricardo Palma y Callanayaku. 

●​ El Consejo Étnico de los Pueblos Kichwa de la Amazonía (CEPKA) y sus bases 
Anak Pillwana, Winkuyaku, Puerto Franco, Mishkiyakillu, Solo del Río Mayo, 
Wayku y Mushuk Belén. 

●​ Gobierno Territorial Autónomo de la Nación Wampis (GTANW) 
●​ Consejo de Mujeres Awajún Wampis Umukai Yawi (COMUAWUY) 

Ecuador 

●​ Nación Shuar 

¡Pueblos indígenas, defensores de la vida! 

56 


	Abstract 
	Table of contents 
	 
	Figures 
	List of acronyms 
	Positionality statement 
	1. Introduction 
	2. Literature review 
	2.1 Mechanism and Carbon Credits 
	2.1.1 Current Market Situation 

	2.2 REDD+ in Peru  
	2.3 REDD+ in Colombia 
	2.4 Repsol 

	 
	3. Theoretical Framework 
	 
	4. Methodology 
	4.1 Research design 
	4.2 Data selection and corpus 
	4.2.1 Critical Discourse Analysis 
	4.2.2 Narrative Analysis 

	4.3 Critical discourse analysis  
	4.3.1 Analytical categories and coding framework 

	4.4 Narrative Analysis 
	4.5 Corpus overview 
	4.6 Epistemological and ethical considerations 

	5. Analysis 
	5.1 Critical Discourse Analysis 
	Legitimation strategies 
	Framing of carbon markets 
	Agency and responsibility 
	Representation of Global South communities 
	Naturalisation of the right to pollute 
	Greenwashing and Corporate Environmentalism 
	Comparison with scientific discourses 

	5.2 Narrative Analysis 
	Narratives of displacement and territorial loss 
	Meanings of forests beyond economic value 
	Counter-narratives to corporate sustainability discourse 

	5.3 Key findings 

	 
	6. Conclusions 
	Main findings and results 
	Answers to research questions 
	Engagement with Communication for Development  
	Reflection on study design and workability 
	Limitations and future research 
	Recommendations for practice and policy 

	Statement on the use of Artificial Intelligence (AI) 
	References 
	Annex 1 
	Bolivia 
	Paraguay 
	Colombia 
	Perú 
	Ecuador 


