








Subela Kaguna, Tharaka community leader. Photo: P. Malmer

positive impact towards sustainability at local, national and
international levels.

Scientific contributions that were observed were for example
the new storage of the seeds, in the huge metal silos; the use
of zai pits (farm water harvesting storage). The community
was aware of the phenomena of climate change and its
impact on their environment and livelihoods. The changes
in climate are already visible in the community eco-cultural
calendars; though the scientific knowledge and information
brought in tools related to agroecology to help them under-
stand and deal with these challenges. Specifically, soil erosion
measurement and terracing were observed as methods
brought in from agroecology science. Another example was
pest control — communities have a natural but integrated
approach to manage them. Also soil enrichment was well
understood by local farmers where they added organic
matter to improve soil fertility.

Valuable traditional knowledges were observed, such as
systematic observations of when some flowers appear, when
trees become green — which is a sign of when rain is coming or
ending. Also, they had some observations that could inform
them of impending drought, such as wind, the appearance of
certain bird species and insects. It was commented that some
knowledge that was previously seen as traditional, is now
perceived as scientific. How do we really understand and defined
the difference? Do we need to agree on what is science and
what is traditional? Will local knowledge be more respected
if we argue it is science? Or should we rather insist that it is

THARAKA WALKING WORKSHOP

equally valid on its own terms, without arguing that it’s the
same; as science is a method and a value system, and we have
our own, with its own integrity.

Maria commented; all knowledge systems have one thing
in common and that is they are localised. That’s to say, they
are based on what is observed, experienced and practised in
the place where they are lived.

Strong points that had bearing on the traditional knowledge
that participants brought up was that innovations on the
farms were taking into account that the cultural dimension is
inseparable from the development of livelihood; such as seed
management and sharing, and the need for formal structures,
the local conditions; all these were still there and even
strengthened. For example, the culture of sharing was
strengthened in the way they “store for the winter”; in their
generosity to share with other communities and to share with
those who are not members of their formal community group.

“People can talk about how there was a transformation in
their lives, from food insecurity with no income to increased
food security and that they now have surplus production to
market and can now pay for some of the finance of education
of their children and basic health care.”

The next question was about ways in which a MEB
approach can help bridging knowledge in the farmer’s realities.
Making knowledge systems equally valid and contributing
valid knowledge from different sources for good decisions on
biodiversity governance and management is important. If ILK

is being recognised and accepted, that would lead to better
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solutions in many situations. In the groups, there was then a
lot of inspired discussion — on what a MEB approach is and
what it can lead to if taken seriously in all practices of sharing

knowledge, for example with agricultural extension services.

Sharing knowledge on equal footing, what can be done?
Many suggestion came up in the group discussions about
how we can strengthen the mobilisation of indigenous and
local knowledge through a Multiple Evidence Base approach
and in other ways:

Local level: We can promote intergenerational learning and
local languages, we can arrange exchange visits and strengthen
local community research and document it, through filming
etc., and support/create cultural learning centres. We can

also “localise the MEB approach and spread to other
communities”, and ensure that we have communities that are
empowered and aware that they have certain rights, and they
should have pride in their knowledge. This in turn would
support and strengthen local governance systems and its
embedded knowledge. We can also support local products,
that come from traditional knowledge, like the food and
drinks we were served in the community visit this morning.
Communities can support in educating scientists to under-
stand what indigenous and local knowledge is, and how they
can benefit from it, by applying a Multiple Evidence Base
approach. Likewise, it’s a learning for the young, to appreciate
their local knowledge as equally important as scientific
knowledge, at school and elsewhere.

National level: It was expressed that there are several rich cases
shared here, about how communities have brought forward
their knowledge to demand their rights and put forward
suggestions. From the government side, it is important to pro-
mote an inclusive approach at national level decision making.

Generally, community people need to have confidence to
mobilise and get their knowledge documented, but it can
very much be part of the documenting process to build that
confidence. Community protocol can protect the communities’
knowledge, and their knowledge should never leave the
community without Free, Prior and Informed Consent.
Provided that is ensured, advocacy based on locally mobilised
knowledge and evidence towards the national level can make
a difference. This is the experience from several of the MEB
pilot cases, and other experiences we have been sharing here.
These are all examples of how locally mobilised knowledge
can have impacts on scales beyond the local.

It can be critical to ensure the relevant national government
department responsible for specific issues is informed about
their obligations to, for example, fulfil ratified treaties, like
the CBD, or UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples. Equally, it is important that communities know their
governments have these obligations, and that they have their

rights confirmed and backed up by UN decisions.

International and regional level: There are several regional
and international networks that engage in support for the
mobilisation and inclusion of indigenous and local knowledge
where it’s generated locally for monitoring and assessment,
and make it nationally and regionally relevant. For example,
the Network of Indigenous and Local Knowledge Centres
of Distinction, that ABN is part of. The Centres of
Distinction have been evolving through the IPBES
engagement by IPLCs, in developing methods for including
indigenous and local knowledge in their assessments. The
“Local Biodiversity Outlook”?” was launched at CBD
COP13 in Mexico, and put forward locally based examples
on how indigenous monitoring are supporting the
achievements of all the Aichi targets locally. These cases can
also be aggregated globally and are made visible for their
comprehensive impact. ICCAs?! and the ICCA Consortium
is another example of networks that are strengthening local
experiences of ILK, and bringing it to global policy processes,
such as the CBD. Indigenous peoples and local communities
can take advantage of international meetings that take place
related to these bodies, and argue for their knowledge and
how it can contribute, and also be protected and promoted.

Bringing evidence from the local to the global
In all groups, documentation was a key point of the delibera-
tions. But how to document is the critical issue. That matters so
much because of the experiences of biopiracy and patenting,
that indigenous people’s knowledge has been used — misused
— by others, sometimes they have earned money, without
sharing the benefits, but it is also sometimes relating to
values and the fact that the meaning of the knowledge will
change when the context is moved away from the initial one.
There is a need to find out how documentation can be done
in each case, and to let certain levels of knowledge, also if
documented, be kept secret within the family or community.
That is part of a risk-assessment, that should always be done.
Community protocols can be an important tool to ensure
recognition and control of the community’s resources, values
and rights. FPIC is always important to consider before
sharing. When documentation is in place, the communities
also need to be aware that their knowledge is recognised, and
that it has a value — that is part of an empowerment process.
Communities need to understand the rights that they have.

The community group pointed out that if outsiders are
involved in documentation, it has to be done in a way that
local people understand. They were very confident about the
gazetting of the sacred sites along Kathita river, and the way
it provides them with the assurance that they are recognised
and respected.

The role of the NGOs and the academy was discussed,

and the involvement in communities of practice that share
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Wild fruits in the biocultural landscape. Photo: P. Malmer

experiences. There are also many good advocacy groups
supporting indigenous peoples. “We have many times not
been successful in supporting local people to represent them-
selves. The more successful they are in the articulation of
their arguments and their rights themselves, and in bringing
this evidence from the local to the global level, the stronger
and more efficient their arguments will be.”

In the Machakos county, where we are now, there are
several representatives from the community level, that can
put forward demands and suggestions, based on locally
mobilised evidence. Masinga Farmers’ Network are based
in Yacasa County. They are able to engage our county

governments, that are not doing much at the moment.

Recognition of local knowledge for better ecosystem
governance and policy decisions

The farmers we visited in the morning, were practicing agro-
ecology on their farm. County government is not doing much
to support them, it was commented. But when hearing about
farmers’ seeds and ecological farming — the county government
would support the ecological as much as industrial farming.
Farmers should always have a choice in the extension service
they are offered — make sure to also have facilitation around
ecological farming. The water resource users’ association
would engage in the water catchment areas, and communities
need to be involved in the control of the rivers and the
sharing of water in the water points. This process we see
here, in the international exchange meeting, in the case of
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Tharaka, started in a dialogue on the water sources and

came to be the process of ecocultural mapping. The elders’
knowledge about the abundance of water that once existed,
and how it was regulated, including the role of the sacred sites
to keep the connection and control through the river, was
important in that process. It would be important to engage the
national government, and ensure they are recognising the local
people’s knowledges about their resources, and their needs,
and work to influence them. This is not least important in light
of the planned dam building where Kathita and Tana river
meet, where the second days walking workshop took place,
that will also drown the most potent sacred site.

What inspired the community to come together in the
ecocultural mapping process was the importance of the river
and its sacred sites; they are recognised now, and that is
critical for the community and its motivation to continue to
struggle to save the river. The whole process was facilitated
by ICE, but the process was not about ICE. It was about
them, the community, and they articulate through the process
what they feel should be done.

Identifying champions for ILK, at universities and
governments is important. What kind of knowledge and
support can the community get from science? The community
group responded that there are insights about river Kathita
we can share with scientists — much like the current meeting is
a forum to reflect. It is important to share a discussion about
values, and the diversity of values, with researchers — for

helping to articulate the values of others, and for identifying
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arenas and opportunities of research engagement with
communities.

The community has formed a monitoring and evaluation
committee, and they are contributing information and

collaborating with government officials.

Weaving knowledge systems

Regarding the role of science, it was also reflected that learning
and integration/cross-fertilisation with science can be part of
capacity building, for both sides. New insights and thoughts,
and skills in analysing, and methods for monitoring and
evaluations with representation from different actors were
also put forward. One scientist concurred that scientists can
also be advocates for indigenous and local knowledge.

Sometimes ILK is demonized. It is important to have an
interfaith dialogue, bringing people with different faiths
together to discuss how diverse knowledge systems can
co-exist in harmony. This is not about ”taking people back
to where they came from”, but about weaving knowledge
systems and advancing forward together, in interaction, it was
reflected. Social scientists, artists, poets and other bringing in
and reflecting different perspectives are very important in
this process. It is a trend that we should work with those
who have comprehensive understanding, and are respected
and can support the recognition of other knowledge systems
and practices.

The representatives of the National Museum of Kenya
said that also if most of their work is based on scientific
evidence, they still support indigenous knowledge systems, and
recognise the importance of its role. “With a background, as

an African, growing up in rural area, you can see indigenous

knowledge is key to conservation. Along River Tana the
World Bank funded a project where there were endangered
species of monkeys that were endemic and not found
anywhere else. So, in that case scientists could explain the
uniqueness of the monkey, and we could discuss how can we
conserve them. Another example is aquatic resources, that
scientists studied, but also did interviews with local people
about water quality and the community management
approaches. The river is so close to the hearth of these
peoples. Every clan has a share of that river. So, scientific
knowledge was used to confirm the multiple use and
importance of the river for the people. Therefore, to promote
visibility of local knowledge, for example in scientific papers,

is important.”

Evening celebrations and concluding
ceremony

In the evening, the hosts from Tharaka community invited
the group to a cultural evening where the best of Tharaka
traditional food was served. Everyone was invited to join the
traditional dancing and singing and there was much joy. All
the international guests contributed some glimpse of their
cultures. The evening was finalised with a grand process of
awarding certificates for the participation, all in a spirit of
joint learning. It was with a strong feeling of thankfulness for
new friends and insights, and for the creation of a common
ground across cultures and diversity that the group left the
celebration this last evening. Together we had achieved a
much better understanding of what sharing knowledge and
creating synergies by learning across knowledge systems is
all about.
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Reflections on walking workshop process and outcomes

During the walking workshop and meeting in Tharaka, we
demonstrated in practice that it is possible to meet across
knowledge systems. Local communities and elders from all
parts of the world, practitioners and advocacy leaders, and
scientists of different disciplines met and enjoyed the same
activities and shared knowledge on biodiversity governance
on an equal level, where all contributed. We were also able
to reflect and develop insights around good conditions for
sharing knowledge and learning together.

A walking workshop provides a setting for inquiry, sharing
and innovative thinking for new solutions embedded in the
local biocultural system, with possible relevance for national
and global levels. Discussing the joint experience of the bio-
cultural landscapes with local knowledge holders can bring
about new reflections and insights of other places and contexts,
as well as understandings of a more general nature. Sharing
and learning between different indigenous knowledge systems
are as important and valid as sharing between science and
indigenous knowledge, or between scientific disciplines.

A long process may, however, be needed to be able to
reflect on your own knowledge system, build awareness of its
values and uniqueness, and then meet others for sharing and
enriching, with curiosity, respect and self-confidence. This
insight is as valid for scientific as well as for indigenous and
local knowledge systems.

Mobilisation of knowledge by the knowledge holders
themselves is critical before a continued process of translation

and negotiation, and further interactions with others’ know-
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ledge, based on equal values, reciprocity and usefulness for
all involved can proceed. This is also critical for empowering
communities to be spokespersons for their own knowledge
and to collaborate with other knowledge systems as equal
partners (when undergoing the tasks of translation,
negotiation, and synthesis). It is equally valid for interactions
with governments and other decision making bodies that
impact their lives.

At the meeting, there was strong recognition that validation
of knowledge happens within knowledge systems, with
insights and examples from a range of knowledge systems,
and rich discussion of what validation means in your
knowledge systems and which key persons, institutions,
rituals and practices are critical.

Proposals for moving forward:

It happens in the field! It is by walking through the landscape
together and sharing experiences that we can deepen the
learning across knowledge systems for enhanced ecosystem
governance.

Suggested key activities are firstly, to further explore the
potential of a MEB approach in exchange across knowledge
systems, and at different scales.

There is a particular need to ensure spaces available for
women and men, youth and elders in communities to meet
and independently mobilise their knowledge to engage with
issues at hand, and for ongoing reflections. This will support
local innovations within knowledge systems, and will further
enhance the quality of multi-actor
dialogues and exchanges, including
interaction with governments and
other decision making bodies that
impact the lives of communities.
Local research groups and cultural
centres are examples of such
spaces.

Another example is thematic
walking workshops, such as for
specific biocultural systems and
practices, aimed at finding solutions
to be applied across scales. For
example, pastoralists from
different cultures and ecosystems,
representing different ILK experi-
ences can meet, along with eco-
logists and social scientists with
deep interest and knowledge of

diverse social-ecological landscapes,

Acknowledging diversity of seeds. A new sorghum variety was identified at the seed celebration. Photo: P. Malmer
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Wild fruits are nutritious and thrive even when the weather is harsh. Photo: African Biodiversity Network

lawyers with relevant knowledges about environment, land
and human rights, and others.

In such walking workshops, while first agreeing that there
are problems and common challenges to be addressed, new
solutions can be found through cross-fertilisation and weaving
of diverse knowledges. Practices that can be applied locally,
may also be manifested in knowledge that can be transferred
and aggregated across scales, for better policy and decision
making and enhanced ecosystem governance. It is critical that
knowledge holders are part of the translation, negotiation,
and synthesis in such processes, to ensure the integrity of the
knowledge systems.

Indigenous peoples and local communities are important
actors in generating and mobilising knowledge for better
local to global policies and decisions. Old and new methods
for Community Based Monitoring and Information Systems
can be explored and developed further by communities, in
the first instance to the benefit of local management and
resource control, but also for generation of important
knowledge to feed into assessments, such as for the IPBES
assessments and for monitoring of the CBD Aichi targets.
Networks of indigenous peoples and local communities’
organisations, such as the “Indigenous and local knowledge

Centres of Distinctions”, ABN and IIFB, are important



actors for bridging across scales and knowledge systems.
There is a need to educate scientists in ways of peaceful
and enriching co-existence and cross-fertilisation between
western scientific and other knowledge systems. Communities
and holders of ILK can support in educating scientists
to understand what indigenous and local knowledge is,
and how they can benefit from it, by applying a Multiple
Evidence Base approach. Likewise, it is an opportunity for
learning for the young, to appreciate their local knowledge
as equally important as scientific knowledge, at school and
elsewhere. Curriculum for children’s basic education should
always recognise and support different knowledge systems
and worldviews. Mainstreaming women’s knowledges, work
and practice would also be valuable in influencing education

policy.

Practical insights about what needs to be done well:
Creating an environment of trust, respect, equality, reciprocity
and transparency is indispensable in all sharing across
knowledge systems. This has to be paid attention to through
all relations and scales when a dialogue or walking walkshop
is planned for.

Mobilisation of knowledge by each knowledge system has
been critical in all cases both for articulating the knowledge
that has been brought forward and, for the opportunity to
explore further tasks in a process where knowledge systems
meet.

Translation — is a critical task in dialogues, between
languages, but also between knowledge systems, concerning
the ways and forms in which knowledge is expressed and
shared, and the words, practices, and terminology used.
People with the capacity to act as bridges are critical for this
to work.

Negotiation — the active discussion of what is considered
valid knowledge in an actual context, and whether
different sources of knowledge are converging, diverging
or complementary. This needs to be done carefully with
mutual appreciation and respect for the integrity of the
validation process of each knowledge system.

Synthesis — this does not imply that you have to agree
across knowledge systems — or across scientific disciplines
— what is the truth. Rather, you conclude where you have
convergence and divergence, and leave the points where you
cannot agree for further careful dialogue and investigations
— with potential for new insights and learning to emerge.

Spiritual values are important to ensure sustainable bio-
diversity conservation. Reclaiming lost and disappearing
cultural traditions and indigenous knowledge is becoming
critical, as it would help to address the environmental
degradation and strengthen the resilience of the territory.

Activities like synthesis and applying knowledge for
biodiversity governance and policy at different scales are
not independent, but interdependent and need to be linked.

Transformative change about how to build in indigenous and
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local knowledge in collaborations, for the benefit of community
well-being and sustainable governance of ecosystems, relies
on strong synergies and interdependence between knowledge
systems. and need to be linked.

Free, Prior and Informed Consent in all meetings
across knowledge systems

For everyone to feel safe and free to share in a meeting across
knowledge systems, it is important to discuss where and how
the learning and information will travel. Community
protocols can be an important tool to ensure recognition

and control of communities’ resources, values and rights. If
outsiders are involved in documentation of knowledges held
by community members, it has to be done in a way that local
people understand. When documentation is in place, the
communities also need to be aware that their knowledge

is recognised, and that it has a value. That is part of an
empowerment process.

Free, Prior and Informed Consent should apply in all
meetings across knowledge systems. Anyone taking part in a
conversation across knowledge systems can decide that they
do not want particular information to be documented or
shared outside of the meeting. In the case of this workshop,
it was agreed by all that representatives for the bridging
organisations at the workshop, who are trusted by communities
and who are easier to communicate with over internet, be the
“guardians” of the use of the knowledge and insights from
communities they work with. That means that any use
will be discussed and approved by them. They will seek
approval from the local communities, as required.

The Multiple Evidence Base approach has been shown to
be particularly helpful in dialogues where there are power
imbalances among actors, and where bridging is urgently
needed to take advantage of synergies from the richness of
experiences, perspectives and worldviews across diverse
knowledge systems and practices. This is also to be recog-
nised in the relation between men and women’s knowledges.

In its procedures for working with indigenous and local
knowledge, IPBES calls for the development of methods and
practices that facilitate mobilisation of relevant indigenous
and local knowledge. IPBES also calls for ensuring validation
through the indigenous and local knowledge system from
which the knowledge comes, while avoiding the loss of
legitimacy.

This walking workshop in Tharaka hopes to have
contributed progress on this challenge. It is important to
continue to explore and encourage in practice the process
of validation across knowledge systems based on equity
and reciprocity, and with respect for the integrity of each
knowledge system, along a Multiple Evidence Base approach.
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ANNEX 1: Workshop schedule

Mobilisation of indigenous and local knowledge for community and ecosystem wellbeing
Experiences from piloting a Multiple Evidence Base approach
Report from international exchange meeting and walking workshop Tharaka, Kenya, 6-11 March 2017

Organised by: Tharaka Community, ICE Kenya, African Biodiversity Network and SwedBio at Stockholm Resilience Centre Venues:
+ SACDEP Centre, Thika, for arrival day 6 March, and final night 11 March
+ Baobab Lodge in Tharaka 6 March — 10 March

Monday 6 March 2017

During the day

National and international participants arrive.

6.00 pm Dinner at SACDEP Centre
7.00 pm Evening session, introduction among newly arrived participants.
Welcoming by ABN
Participants introduce themselves
Going through practical details and information.
Introduction for newcomers to the MEB project
Tuesday 7 March 2017
7.00am Breakfast
8.00 am Setting off for Tharaka in three buses
12.00 pm Arrival to Baobab lodge, Tharaka, getting settled in rooms and lunch.
2.00 pm + Inauguration ceremony and welcome by Tharaka community.
« Presentation of the community by elders and leaders. Background and status of their ongoing process
of revival of traditional knowledge, agricultural biodiversity and rehabilitation and protection of Kathita river.
Eco-cultural maps and calendars.
« Presentations of participants; all introduce themselves
6.00 pm - Dinner
7.00 pm + Introduction to the dialogue process across knowledge systems, that has been ongoing since

Guna Yala dialogue, Panama, 2012.

Gathuru Mburu, ICE Kenya.

Meeting objectives and The Multiple Evidence Base approach

Pernilla Malmer SwedBio/SRC, Maria Tengd SwedBio/SRC, Simon Mitambo, ABN
Agreement on a meeting protocol, including Free Prior and Informed Consent.
Simon Mitambo, ABN; Pernilla Malmer, Maria Teng0, SwedBio/SRC

.

Wednesday 8 March 2017

7.00 am
8.00am
9.00—-10.00am

Breakfast

Gathering - catching up from yesterday and going through the day’s schedule, preparation for the walk.
Participants walk from Baobab lodge to Nyangumi Stadium for the Seed Festival and Celebration of women’s
knowledge at the Community Cultural Centre

All participants are invited to bring photos, and other material from their countries to show each other.
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10.00 am

12.00 pm
1.00 pm

6.00 pm
7.00 pm

+ Prayer by the elders / women
+ Introduction and welcome
- Entertainment
+ Speeches from:
+ The board chairman
+ Representative from the Philippines
+ Representative from Thailand
+ Representative from Ethiopia
+ Representative from Kenya Government
« Representative from the county government (the area chief)
+ The sitting MCA/Women representative
LAUNCH OF THE PUBLICATION:
Celebrating Rural African Women: Custodians of Seed, Food and Traditional Knowledge for
Climate Change Resilience
Vote of thanks
Walk back to Baobab Lodge and lunch
Reflections from the morning among participants.
Group discussion, sharing of experiences.
+ What did we learn? How does it resonate to your own experiences?
« What are women'’s roles in our different knowledge systems and practices represented in the meeting?
+ What are women’s role in intergenerational learning, and transmission of knowledge onwards.
Co-chairs: Pernilla Malmer and Florence Daguitan
Dinner
Presentations from community partners from other MEB pilot projects:
+ PASD, Hin Lad Nai, Thailand
- Tebtebba, Tinoc, Philippines
+ MELCA, Ginderberet, Ethiopia
Discussion and contributions from other participant’s experiences.
Co-chairs: Sabela Kaguna and Sulemana Abudulai

Thursday 9 March

7.00 am
8.00am

12.00 pm
1.00 pm

6.00 pm
7.00 pm

Breakfast

Setting off (by bus) to the Sacred site Kibuka, where the Kathita River meets Tana River. This sacred site is the most
potent one along Kathita river, but it is also threatened by a planned mega dam, that would drown large parts of
the landscape.

On the site, we walk through the site in smaller groups, and the locals guide us. After the walks, we gatherina
shady place and share experiences from our observations. Roles of custodians? Roles of the sites in the
management of the river? Our communities’ relations to their sacred sites?

Drive back to Baobab lodge and lunch.

How are the ways of valuate knowledge in the communities?

Maria Tengo introduces by telling the story from the validation discussion in our walking workshop in Hin Lad Nai.
Discussions in breakout groups:

« Evaluating knowledge within the community

« Evaluating across knowledge systems, in collaborations and other occasions

+ Evaluating new knowledge, possible to use, or not use.

Co-chairs: Maria Teng6, Gathuru Mburu and Simon Mitambo

Dinner

Continuation of discussions. What makes us believe in different knowledges that we meet?
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Kenya

Tharaka Community Members
Sabella Kaguna
Jane Mugao
Venanzio Mukundi
Evalyn Kathambi
Benjamin Kithetu
Protasio Mwarania
Reuben Ruuji
Agostine Mwaniki
Mwere Gakindu
Gervacio Anampiu

Meru Community Members
Dinah Kubania
Geovasio Muturia

Kivaa Community Members
Judith Kaloki

Luka Kioko

Francisca Mbuli Kitheka
Samuel K. Wathome

Embu Community Members
Rosemary Mbuya

Kamburu Community Members
Magdalene Mitugo

Institute for Culture and Ecology (ICE) Staff
Martin Muriuki

Elijah Kamau

Hannah Kigamba

Gathuru Mburu

Rural Initiatives Development Programme (RIDEP)
Nicholas Kimathi

Indigenous Livelihoods Enhancement Partners (ILEPA)
Easter Kinyua

Mainyoito Pastoralists Integrated Development
Organization (MPIDO)
Eunice Sinore Nkopio

Journalists from Media Houses in Kenya
George Kebaso — People Daily
Wangari Ndirangu — Kenya News Agency (KNA)

African Biodiversity Network(ABN) Regional office
Simon Mitambo

Jane Kinya

Karen Nekesa

Fassil Gebeyehu

Janet Taabu Mwikya

Anne Murimi

National Museums of Kenya
Dr. Taita Terer
Dr. Njuguna Gichere

Uganda
National Association of Professional Environmentalists (NAPE)
Denis Tabaro Natukunda

South Africa

Earthlore Foundation:
Takalani Mashudu

Ghana
Regional Advisory Information and Network Systems (RAINS)
Dr. Sulemana Abudulai

Benin

Groupe De Rechrche Et D’Action Pour Le Bien-Etre AU Benin
(GRABE Benin)

Appolinaire Oussou Lio

Zimbabwe
Chikukwa Ecological Land Use Community Trust (CELUCT)
Chester Chenjerai Chituwu

Ethiopia

Movement for Ecological Learning and Community Action
(MELCA)

Bereket Weldegiorgis Degu

Abebayehu Kassaye

Aman Mame (farmer)

Thailand

Pgakenyaw Association for Sustainable Development (PASD)
Trakansuphakon Nutdanai

Daochai Siri (farmer)

Chaiprasert Phokha (farmer)

The Philippines
Tebtebba Foundation
Florence Daguitan
Josephine Pelila (farmer)
Olubalang Allan (farmer)

Tanzania
University of Dar es Salaam
Prof. Roza Mwaipopo Ako

Sweden

SwedBio at Stockholm Resilience Centre
Pernilla Malmer

Dr. Maria Tengo
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ANNEX 3: Evaluation of the Dialogue by the Participants

Summary
39 (of 47) persons completed the evaluation questionnaire.

Question 1:
Two things I learned from this workshop:

Values: Participants’ comments indicated that the workshop
provided an opportunity for a process by which participants were
able to value both the knowledge and the way they learnt during
the workshop. Comments also indicated that participants valued
respect, recognition and equality between knowledge holders,
collaboration, identity, and the importance of diversity of
knowledge. Communities and the recognition of their knowledge
also received much attention and appreciation.

Strategies (concrete ways to put into practice the values that
were brought up): Activities during the workshop were noted as
useful for finding new ways for empowerment and to develop
methods for working with communities and facilitating that their
knowledge contributes to policy. Some examples mentioned
were: seed conservation, walking workshops as a means to share,
documenting knowledge as a way to empower communities
and inform policy makers, and listening to other people’s visions.
The Multiple Evidence Base featured prominently in these
perspectives.

Conceptual understanding: Comments indicated abstract
learning, and reflections on methods and conceptualisation
regarding validation of knowledge, and differences and
similarities between knowledge systems.

Question 2:
What can be improved?

Time management: Participants found the entire event
stimulating and indicated that they wanted it to last longer. One
of the reasons participants suggested this, was the desire to
have a more relaxed schedule with shorter sessions and more
breaks. Participants commented often on the necessity of
allocating more time for discussing topics such as experiences
of applying the multiple evidence base approach, ensuring locals
have enough time to show and talk about their seeds, and
include a full day of fieldwork, etc.

Participation: There were many suggestions for including
additional relevant participants, such as local experts and
custodians, additional local and foreign communities and even
more people from SRC and SwedBio staff. This would still require
that adequate time was allocated for everyone, and more time
to participate and contribute.

Design of the event: Participants expressed the desire for even
more activities at the field sites that were visited.

Content: Ideas of additional contents that could be included

in the workshop were to give more attention to the need of a
paradigm shift, and further explanation about: mechanisms to
bring together knowledge systems, the practice of documentation
of indigenous knowledge, organic farming and planting trees;
and seeds.






About the report

This report is a summary of the “International exchange
meeting and walking workshop: Experiences from piloting
a Multiple Evidence Base approach for mobilisation of
indigenous and local knowledge for community and
ecosystem wellbeing”, held in Tharaka, Kenya 6-11
March 2017. The workshop dealt with how indigenous
and local knowledges, values and practices are mobilised,
generated and shared across knowledge systems for the
benefit of biocultural diversity, nature’s contribution to
people and human wellbeing. The workshop was held as
a contribution to an on-going dialogue process aiming
at nurturing and investigating methods for learning and
exchange on an equal level across local, indigenous and
scientific knowledge systems and between partner
organisations making up a community of practice that
is passionate about these issues, including the IIFB
(International Indigenous Forum for Biodiversity)
network, the African Biodiversity Network and their
partner organisations.

The workshop practiced and further explored a
Multiple Evidence Approach where indigenous, local and
scientific knowledge systems are seen as equally valid and
contributing useful knowledge for ecosystem governance.
It further used an interactive “walking workshop”
method, facilitating participants to interact with the
farming landscape of Tharaka, articulate their experiences
and talk to community representatives and others. It
brought together community representatives from Kenya,
Ethiopia, the Philippines, and Thailand, and researchers
and representatives from organisations working with
communities from Kenya, Tanzania, Benin, Ghana, South
Africa, Zimbabwe, Uganda and Sweden.

African Biodiversity Network

African Biodiversity Network is a network of individuals
and organisations working passionately across Africa in
12 countries at local, national, regional and internation-

al levels to avert social injustices and environmental
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destruction arising from the contemporary development
paradigms in order to enable local communities control
their lives and livelihoods while celebrating their social,
cultural, spiritual and ecological diversity. ABN envisages
vibrant and resilient African communities rooted in
their own biological, cultural, and spiritual diversity,
governing their own lives and livelihoods, in harmony
with healthy ecosystems. Institute for Culture and
Ecology (ICE) is one of ABN partner organisations
working to empower communities to harness indigenous

knowledge for healthy people and ecosystems.

ICE

The Institute for Culture and Ecology (ICE) is a national
indigenous non-governmental organisation registered with
the NGO Coordination Board in Kenya. ICE mandate is
to promote environmental conservation and natural
resource management through buttressing traditional
knowledge in community-based environmental and
resource management initiatives and facilitating
cultural-based learning that would lead to social and
ecological wellbeing of the earth community. ICE
accompanies communities as they rediscover the value
of local knowledge and naturally endowed resources/
potentials in the processes of livelihoods improvement and
environmental conservation. ICE works with community
groups and schools in Tharaka Nithi, Machakos, Meru,
Murang’a, Embu and Kiambu Counties in Kenya.

SwedBio

SwedBio is a knowledge interface at Stockholm Resilience
Centre contributing to poverty alleviation, equity,
sustainable livelihoods and social-ecological systems
rich in biodiversity that persist, adapt and transform
under global change such as climate change. SwedBio
enables knowledge generation, dialogue and exchange
between practitioners, policy makers and scientists for
development and implementation of policies and methods
at multiple scales.

SwedBio at Stockholm Resilience Centre,

Stockholm University, SE — 106 91 Stockholm, Sweden
Visiting address: Kraftriket 2b

Telephone: +46 8 674 70 70

Email: swedbio@su.se

www.swed.bio, www.stockholmresilience.su.se

SwedBio is funded by the Swedish International
Development Cooperation Agency (Sida)



