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ings nontribal members attached to the Wilderness are summarized here very similarly to the classification of
meanings reported for tribal members to facilitate emphasis on contrasts: (1) environmental protection; (2)
functional, emotional, and symbolic attachments; (3) wildlife and watershed protection; and (4) access, beauty,
privacy, and recrcation. Non-tribal residents of the reservation scem to conform well to the Eurocentric
perspective largely represented in the U.S. Wilderness Act. Recreation, exercise, and exploration in a relatively
pristine and uncrowded environment, along with some acknowledgment of ccosystem services provided to
wildlife and off-site watershed values are common. Among tribal members, however, the additional cultural
significance of this protection, the deep personal and cultural attachments described, and the importance of
frec-flowing water and free-ranging wildlife contribute to a contrasting set of cultural landscape meanings.

Wilderness & International Indigenous & Community Lands & Seas,

Toward 21st Century Wilderness Conservation
Sharon Shay Sloan, WILD Foundation

This interactive panel presentation explored cross-cultural notions of “nature” and “Wilderness,” and the
implications to Indigenous Peoples (1P) and local communities (LC) and their ancestral lands and waters.
While some [P have celebrated, influenced and enhanced “Wilderness,” others have rejected, been challenged
by - and in some cases harmed - through various forms of Wilderness and protected arcas policies, and their
applications. Session highlighted examples of challenges and benefits of the Wilderness concept, and conclud-
ed with suggestions for a concept for 21st Century conservation and generating a new legacy for Wilderness,
including redressing past and current injustices, engaging processes of dialogue, reconciliation and trust build-
ing, and re-defining Wilderness as “well-conserved nature that intrinsically includes people” (WILD10).

Indigenous Peoples and local communities traditional knowledge systems, customary rights, governance
and practices have sustained “Wilderness” for thousands of years. Currently, 1P total 5% of the world pop-
ulation, have traditional land claims to 24% of the Earth’s lands and scas—containing 80% of the planet’s
biodiversity — and inhabit 80% of Protected Arcas. Their lands and scas are some of the best protected on the
planet. That said, in the majority ol cases, conservation schemes have been developed and superimposed on
their territories, without consultation or inclusion of these long-time carctakers. Colonialism generally, and
1hi‘5 process specifically have resulted in gross violations of rights. Further, the majority of the conservation
priorities for this century are on 1P lands. 1P are currently the stewards of at least the same amount of wild
nature as all regional and national governments and conservation organizations combined (110%).

Key findings: The future of Wilderness and Protected Areas in part depends on the ability to bridge the
priorities of conservation and Indigenous Peoples. A new legacy for Wilderness is paramount. 21st Century
Wilderness conservation must be rooted in the best practices of Indigenous Peoples and institutional and con-
temporary conservation. These can be defined as enhancing the protection of all life—wild nature and human
communities, cultural and biological diversity.

Findings suggest:
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Processes of reconciliation, trust building, and explicit dialogue between 1P and conservation leaders are
paramount

. ‘(nnacrvzmon stakceholders need (o redress and remedy past injustices, affirm 1P sovereignty and rights,
implement Free Prior and Informed Consent and other measures in accordance with international
mstruments, including the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP; 2007)

* Multiple, cross-cultural notions of Wilderness, nature and culture need to be included in a redefinition of
Wilderness, and strengthened through a collaborative, global Wilderness movement and community.
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