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The IFL Method — Overview

Furpose
To map and mondbor forest degradation over large, possily
Inacoessib: areas (2.0. for a country, a continens, or the word)

Degradation
Diefinad hare 3 loss of ecolngical integrity {intactress ), or loss of
“gegrees of fneedom” 1o make trade-offs

Assessnsent Loglc

= & binary dassiication of the indscape (sither inkack or nok)

= Inverse kgic (Bndscape conskdensd inbact until proven otk )
 Tiwn types of criterla (akermtion and fragmentation)

Data
SatelRe inages (Landsat or finer), publicly avallable maps

Characteristics

& Method - whale ares (no sampling ), tested, resdy to usae,
replicable, sebabie for ronioning, adsptable, non-probibiehe cost

# Results - Spatialy cuplcht, consistent in time 2nd space

The IFL Method — Methodology

A Classification of the Landscape
In reality - a gradiest
| ]
Degraded Imtact

In tie 1AL mesthad - efthier intact o nat

Degraded Intact

B! Method allows mone chisses

The IFL Method — Methodology
Definition

An fnfact Forest Landeeape (1AL) I
& an unbroken expanse of natural ecosystems
« with o signs of significant human aciy

* and lrge enough 0 malntan all rative S sy,
Inchating viable populations of wile-ranging speckes.

An IFL maiy contsin significant portions of naturally bes-less

ecosyshems.
Mirdnoins slze: 50 000 hactares

Imtact — mo loss of freedom to make trade-odfs

The IFL Method — Methodology
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Step 1: Assums entie shudy soea io be intac
Step 2! Collect evidence of human influsnoe
Step 3: Rgect all arcas where svidence Is sufficient

Step 4! Inkact areas apgear 25 & residal

The IFL Method — Methedology

Criteria, 1 - Human Cau Altaratio

[What's Inside 5 poksgan)
= Setthements (including a buffer 2one of L km}

= Transport infrastructure, including roads (exoept unpaved
tralks), ralways, nawigehle watenways (inchiding seashaore),
plpddines, and power transmission lines (indeding in all cases 5
EBuffer zone of 1 km on ether side);

= Agriculture amd forest plantations;

@ Inadustrial activitkes during thi kst 30-710 years, such ac loggleg,
mining, ol and gas exploration and extraction, peat
extraction, wr.

* Burmid aneas sijacent 10 infrastrucbune o deseioped ansas

1Jid or low inbensity humas influsce & corsidened fepnins, eg.
diffuse grazing By domestic animals, low-intensiy seective kgqing,

and hurting.
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The IFL Method — Methodology

itaria Type Z — Frag

(The geometry of a polysgon )

= Minimal &rea of 2t least 50,000 hectares (500 ksl

& Minimal Width of at least 10 km (e dizeneber of 8 argest
circle that cam be 2 inside the centoor of an anea)

= Corrkdars or af dages of wnas ting mdedmal ares
aradl vekith criberla must hase a misimum width of 2 ken

The IFL Method — Methodology

1. Deefinie The Ares of Study

Included

Forest land scapes with a canapy density of at keast 20%
Maturally tres-liss aneas within forest landscapes
Excluded

Seraall pernote fonest patchies (less than 4 g, lo)

The IFL Method — Methedology

The IFL Method — Comclusion

= Sukatie for 2l countries and continents.

= Cheag and quick to apply.

« Data froen poblic satelie Images

* Rigonousty defined, replcable, indeperdently senfiabie
# Sukable for mondtoring

& Can b sdapted and refined, &.0. to assess smaller
L Y

= Sukable tor remote and inaccessible landscapes

& Results are consistens and comparable i time and
space

# The: resudl is 2 map with has many uses
& The mathod ks tested and ready &0 use
= High lewel of transparency

The IFL Metihod — Comclusion

+ Skills in (15 and image nbepretation ane requined.
& Mizasures the presence/absence of human npact

& Current criteria ane only sultabibe for laege snas
{provinee, country, region, the workd )

« Current criteria ane not gesgraphically differentiated
& Fire clssfeation s an ke

& Thiz method cani be s

» Aleration criserla cas admit mone Ruman infleence

= Fragmentation criteria can adeit smaller aneas

® Classess of akeration and fragmentation can ke creabed

# Criberia can be goographically differentioted
[“quilt” type assessment)
differentisfion may o inss of oomsitemoyt

Thi IFL Method — Conclusion

= FL method & ready to use

# IFLs are strongly associated with permanonce,
hicdiversity, indigenous peoples

= IFLs allow countries to make MEV-able commibments
In earty phases of implementation

# InEegrate In emenging “REDO-Fus” mechanism

= Malnkain conskstency within study area

= Consider adding classes of aberation/fragmentation

= Integrabe in FRA {global and/or national asessments )
= Inbegrake in "REDD-Flus”

= (307

= Support addbonal deselopment and assessment veork
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Groupes de travail 2 - présentation

Definition

» Reduction of the capacity of
a forest to provide goods
and service

» Agreed that the definition was sufficient
and no need to refine

Key issues / conclusions

» Degradation is location-specific

+ Degradation is scale dependent {spatial
and temporal)

» Degradation is both a state and a process
(threshalds)

+ Obvious need for flexibility but also need
for some indicators that permit cross site
comparability

Categories of ecosystem function

« Carbon (biomass)
» Biodiversity

» Food

» Water

* Soil

« Aligns broadly with MA
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Possible indicators (from cards)

+ Soll / water quality

+ Watershed quality

+ Species composition
+ Species richness

+ Species presence [ absence

+ Comparison to «natural » refersnce
+ Biomass

Questions forWG 2

<What is the appropriata scak(s) to considar
degradation; Doas the cumant dafinition
sufficiently address the issus of scake?
«What ar tha bast indicators?

#Which indicators are bast for national-level
raporting ?

“Which might also ba proxy indicators for
saveral differant aspects of degradation?

« Which alre ady have adaquate dafinitions and
assassment mathods?

« What further actions are neseded to facilitats
ragular monitaring of the indicators?
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Frimary intact fore st

SMF forzsts

UISMF ar naturally -casad changs

GChange or leva| of degradation

Non-for st

Thresholds

* Thrashalds may sxist andws nesd to lock for
theam over time with data trends.

+ Differant threshalds for different indicators

= O, thresholds might be st for sociopolitical
rEasong;

* The ulility of thresholds is more apparent at the
k=zal leval and less apparant at highsr levals.

Lavals are:
- Glabal
- Regiznal
- Mational
- Sub-national by forast typs
- Local by landscaps
- Stand

+ Landscapas can ba defined biophysically, functionally, social
eonstruct

+ Or landscaps can be a local level constct.

= Soma leval of sub-national forsst typing

= Appropriate scale is rslative to the goods and services being
detarminsd.

= Time scale of s porting, deps nds on what you ars measuring.
« Time Scale is relative 1o the indicator or process which you ans
measuring.

Soales
Incizakrs Global Ragional  Mational Forssttyps  Local
Sail quality X X
Erosion rae X
HaD cantity X X X X
H2D quality X X X X
Species comp. X X X X X
Forest stand
Wariables anop, sezbngate) X X
Landscaps variables
Bard zaver, Fragra nimian, stz x X X X X
Carbon pools i5) X X X X X

For thess indicators, which ones alrsady haws adequale
definiticns and assessment methodologies?

Agread that methods am available for all.
Lund's proposed comman greund indicators:
Sl
Bicckearsity
Biomass {carbon)

- Az a minimum to dafine dagradation we need to measure spacies
composition, landscaps pattam, and carban pooks in soms way

Further actions neaded to faziiate regular menitoring of thess
indizators i2.9. harmenization of definiions, capacity building, RaD).
2.q., NFls not in all countries and nat standardized

By wham?

A method for illustration
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Groupes de travail 3 - présentation

Complex issues with many
confounding factors and drivers

+ Globalization

— Pension fund in Europe funding
US bank funding industrial
company funding local investor
logging in Sarawak...}

= * Policy environment and legal
provide goods and W | framework

- socio-economic N * Societal choices . .
K . — Use of natural capital to build
Services physical capital
* Institutional settings
— Lack of capacity to manage
control

Forest degradation:
! Reduced capacity to

Forest products

A wicked problem {goods)

Goods differ (wood and
wood-based, NTFP...)
Indicators can be

Prehlens Atbe: CATPy Epicirem

Simple Problems Wicked Profilems
Definition Clear all ago=s Frozy, onch disngreement developed at thff forest
Dhifectives Singls Mubiplk management unit level
Skl e Algied Frigmeaizd X - )
Fastioes Infloenciig Few, controllsbls My, baod ool * FMU level indicators
ohpetives = 5
i - - can be scaled up to
Redalive ks Low vabilry High variatiliy national or
Rnk.:ﬂx e Lludrx:deu cheice Infoems chaicas international levels
Cogiag smiegies Netoantentions Coonterrioms
Deckicn amakpus Less valrable Mlore vahuble

Socio-economic
services

Linked to the “goods” but
in a non-linear, monotonic
way |2 secondary indic.)

* Indicators can be
developed at the forest
management unit level

GO0DSE: ETOCES SUSTAINABLE FRODUCTION
*Timnber * Standing timber LEVELS [SFLs]

* Frahasoaod + Deadwood

*Medicines *Fic._ . = - .
~Mgtwonmeberries KWS::E'_—'S;;GI * FMU level indicators
Tt conzamption |APLs} cannot be scaled up to
*Huany 4 i 1
Etc_. Indicator: set of national or international

ratios SPL/AP levels
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Agroforests vs. clonal plantations

BicveTTity,
Eoowysbem services
FoOmE

Mo blodiversity
S BEOSYETRN SENIDE
Feach Biigger income

Comparison of different smallholders' plantations
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Possible socio-
economic indicators | .

* Local demographic
trends

Mational population
trends

* Employment (forest
and extra-sectoral)

% Household income
from forest goods

Recommendations

* Develop meaningful macro-economic
indicators for national scale socio-economic
services

* Pravide training and capacity building to assess
indicators at local level

* Use a common
conceptual framewark
to analyze indicators

94



