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Executive Summary1
1. Developing Criteria and Indicators of Community
Managed Forests as Assessment and Learning Tools
This report explores criteria and indicators (C&I) for monitoring and assessing the sustainability
of community managed forests (CMFs), and offers some insights to methodological tools and
conceptual approaches for C&I development. It does so by analysing and reporting on the
results of tests of criteria and indicators for CMFs carried out by the Center for International
Forestry Research (CIFOR) and its partner institutions in three countries between March 1997
and February 1998.
The research was initiated originally in response to the recognition of the high potential
value of C&I to organisations and policy makers concerned with rural development and its
integration with national policy frameworks. Equally, institutions such as forest certification
bodies, which work to promote the economic viability of community forest management, also
generated demand for greater understanding of C&I in community forest contexts. The research
was intended to explore the potential value of C&I to forest communities, their partners and
their representative organisations as a means to legitimise and enhance management, including
the strengthening of control over forest resources and facilitating the equitable distribution of
the costs and benefits of forest management.
The three C&I for CMF tests involved six forest communities and their partners, and
were located in Central province, Cameroon, the Amazonian state of Pará, Brazil, and West
Kalimantan, Indonesia.2 Each test took approximately one month to complete, and was led by
an interdisciplinary team of in-country specialists. The core teams – each made up of an ecologist,
a social scientist and a forest management specialist – field tested the C&I in collaboration with
community members at the test sites and partner institutions. This local involvement was an
essential element of the research process. Facilitators were recruited to enable the active
participation of community members in the critical appraisal of the C&I. Each field test was
followed by a three-day workshop at which the emergent ‘draft’ C&I were subjected to a final
review by a wider audience of academics, policy makers, representatives of local and national
non-governmental organisations, and representatives of other forest communities. A total of
756 statements of principles, criteria, indicators and verifiers were generated by the tests: 246
in Indonesia; 218 in Cameroon; and 292 in Brazil.
The final outcomes of the research include an evaluation of C&I testing processes and
C&I for CMF development methodologies, as well as an analysis of the C&I for CMF themselves.
The former are introduced in this report, and elaborated in greater detail in Burford de Oliveira
(1999) and Ritchie et al. (2000). The latter is described in depth in this report, and a practical
synthesis and example are offered in Ritchie et al. (2000).
The comprehensive coverage of issues related to the sustainability of CMFs hopefully
makes this report a valuable reference, not only for those interested in implementing C&I for

1
2

Compiled by Nicolette Burford de Oliveira and Cynthia McDougall.
The communities were: Cachoeira do Maró and São Pedro (Pará, Brazil), Akak/Bitetele and Eyek II (Central
province, Cameroon) and Bedigong and Darok villages (Sanggau, West Kalimantan). We express our gratitude
and recognise the lead contribution of the community members in generating the insights in this report. This
work would have been impossible without their participation and contributions.
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CMF, but also for a number other users and purposes. These might range from: researchers or
policy makers analysing intersectoral impacts on CMFs; to practitioners assessing and developing
collaborative CMF initiatives; to development planners and project managers evaluating or planning
initiatives; to professors seeking guidance on incorporating community forestry into academic
and technical curricula for rural development, forestry and anthropology students. This report
is complemented by its two sister CIFOR reports mentioned above – one of which offers
reflection on the C&I for CMF research and C&I development from the perspective of local
participation (Burford de Oliveira 1999). The other is an initial draft of a manual or guide for
implementing CMF C&I (Ritchie et al. 2000). All feedback on these reports is welcome.

2. Background on CIFOR C&I Research
From Assessing the Sustainability of Forest Management to Adaptive
Co-Management
The C&I for CMFs research was initiated in 1997 under CIFOR’s project ‘Assessing the
Sustainability of Forest Management’. It continues to be linked to prior and ongoing CIFOR
C&I research for commercial forest management units in the newly initiated CIFOR research
programme ‘Local People, Devolution, and Adaptive Co-Management (ACM)’.

a) The starting point: developing and testing C&I for sustainable forest
management in (commercial) Forest Management Units (FMUs).
This research was undertaken in response to a high demand for consistent and cost-effective
C&I for assessing timber management for certification purposes. It began by developing
methodologies to test the relevance and utility of some of the more widely applied existing sets
of C&I for commercial timber production in natural forest areas. Five tests of pre-existing C&I
were undertaken in forest management units in the Ivory Coast, Brazil, Indonesia, Austria and
Germany.3 These tests were conducted by interdisciplinary teams, involved field testing of
C&I, and took approximately one month each to complete.

b) Expanding the scope: developing and testing C&I for CMFs4
The research on C&I for commercial forest management units revealed an inadequacy in most
existing C&I sets in their evaluation of social impacts or equity issues in forest management.
A strong need for greater understanding of the social dimensions of forest management by
forest stakeholders and policy makers was identified in general. In addition, the specific issues
of commercial forestry effects on local livelihoods, conflict of interests between commercial
forest managers and local forest inhabitants, and the distribution of costs and benefits between
these forest stakeholders were highlighted. In response to these needs, CIFOR’s research project
on ‘Assessing the Sustainability of Forest Management’ identified two areas of priority C&I
research:
1. The development of C&I for assessing the wider significance of social relations between
commercial forest management and other forest stakeholder groups, including forest
communities that occur within or adjacent to forest concession areas.
2. The development and testing of C&I for community managed forests.

3
4

See Prabhu et al. (1996).
See Burford de Oliveira et al. (1999).
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The latter of these two components is the subject of this report. (See CIFOR Criteria and
Indicator Toolbox Series, Tools No. 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 & 8 for information, the C&I and methods
relating to the first priority area). CIFOR expanded its focus and undertook the testing of C&I
suitable for CMFs at community sites in Brazil, Cameroon and Indonesia. Like the FMU tests,
these tests were conducted by interdisciplinary teams, each composed of an ecologist, a forest
management specialist and a social scientist. The intention was originally for this component to
provide an independent perspective of community forest management, to parallel that of forest
concessions located in uninhabited areas. Needless to say, as has been found with nearly all
commercial forest concessions, community managed forests rarely operate free from the influence
or presence of other forest interest groups.

3. Research Objectives
The objective of the C&I for CMF tests was to develop C&I that reflect the dynamic trends
determining the sustainability of the test site CMFs. Conflicting trends often operate continuously,
simultaneously promoting and inhibiting sustainability. Identification of these trends is an initial
step towards understanding the dynamic pressures governing sustainability. Analysis of these
site-specific C&I sets (and trends) creates a basis for the identification of elements of CMF
sustainability and indicators of movement towards or away from sustainability more generally.
Additionally, the tests were intended to lay the preliminary groundwork for C&I for CMF
development and assessment methods and tools.
The tests aimed to take into account the assessment/monitoring interests, needs and
capabilities of a wide range of potential C&I for CMF users, such as diverse local forest managers
(including illiterate or semi-literate forest farmers) and their representative organisations (e.g.,
farmers’ associations, etc.), non-governmental organisations, other CMF partners (e.g.,
departments of forestry, donor organisations and development projects) and policy makers.
With this in mind, each test aimed to:
• Identify key issues that affect the sustainability of forest management by the community,
and generate (ideally minimum) sets of principles, criteria, indicators and verifiers (P,
C, I & Vs) for assessing the ecological, forest management and social dimensions of
these key issues.5 The intention was to draw on P, C, I & Vs from existing sources
when possible, as well as to develop new ones as necessary.
• Examine the rationale and assumptions behind C&I selected, adapted or developed.
• Assess the extent to which the C&I developed specifically for assessing the test site
can be extrapolated to CMFs in diverse geographic locations (i.e., generalizability).
• Critically review and improve the methodologies, including participatory appraisal
methods, used to test and develop the C&I, and recommend methodological refinements
and alternatives for future C&I for CMF development.
The participation of local community members was encouraged during various research phases
to better ensure:
• accuracy of information regarding factors influencing sustainability;
• the inclusion of ‘C&I’ (or informal monitoring mechanisms) already used or desired by
members of the community;

5

Members of the test team were thus asked to formulate and test C&I for assessing all aspects of forest
management or use represented at their test site, including those connected with hunting and fishing, nontimber forest products (NTFPs), shifting cultivation within the forest, forest service functions and the social
dimensions of forest interventions.
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• local peoples’ critical appraisal of the C&I (i.e., contributing to the actual utility and
appeal to local people as C&I users); and
• the creation of a commonly understood and appreciated vocabulary of C&I and
‘sustainability reference points’ (i.e., to enhance the likelihood of assessment results
leading to appropriate and well-coordinated responses from the different forest actors).
The final comparative analysis of the more than 700 P, C, I & V generated by all the tests sought
to:
• identify the common C&I that were proposed on all three tests; and
• consider the wider significance of the various C&I proposed (i.e., what they reveal
about CMFs and sustainability, and thus the degree to which they are generalizable).
This analysis is outlined in detail in this report (see also an overview in Ritchie et al. 2000).

4. The Context: CMF and C&I
Communities and community managed forest systems are immensely diverse and complex.
Interestingly, although they are viable systems and significant in their own right, CMFs have
tended to be perceived in development planning and theory through the lenses of, or as constructs
or extensions of, other natural resource or development foci. In academia, for example, the
social and natural sciences are perceived as lenses through which to view CMFs. Timber,
agriculture and education sectors and policies, likewise, all offer umbrellas which with to embrace
CMF issues. But perspectives that look ‘out onto the world from within CMFs’, have historically
been deemed largely irrelevant or redundant. This widespread reluctance to perceive community
managed forestry as a field in its own right is evidenced, for example, by the virtual absence
until recently, of community forestry as an independent subject in the curricula of tertiary
forestry and rural development courses.
Over the last few decades this has gradually been changing. The traditional approach to
government-assisted community development, wherein the community was cast as the passive
‘recipient’ of assistance, and which was designed with little local consultation, has given way to
more active community participation in decision making processes. This shift has allowed
community-based perspectives to emerge as foci around which development initiatives can be
coordinated. Community forest management systems are similarly being found increasingly
worthy of being the prime focus of applied, interdisciplinary research.
The results of the C&I for CMF tests thus add to a growing body of research articulating
a new perspective and resilient framework for understanding and enhancing CMF systems.
Each of the C&I sets generated by the tests represent attempts at a synthesis of issues, concepts
and perspectives related to the CMF system. More importantly, the sets can be understood to
‘map’ an enormous and dynamic ‘territory’ or ‘network’ of internal social and biophysical
pathways, junctures and leverage points of communities, as well as interfaces with the external
world. The value of the understanding generated is, furthermore, enhanced by the C&I
development process of pooling and integrating diverse knowledge, perspectives and disciplines.
Criteria and indicators thus offer more than a simple ‘litmus test’ of whether or not a
CMF is sustainable. They are diagnostic tools which assist users in identifying and exploring the
fundamental elements of individual (and unique) CMFs, the linkages between the internal and
external elements of a CMF system, and the cause and effect relationship of these elements
(and actions) to sustainability and social justice. This makes them potentially powerful problemsolving tools.
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5. Methodologies: C&I Development for CMF
Many of the methodological elements used for the C&I for CMF tests were developed and
tested during previous CIFOR tests of C&I for commercial timber management (Prabhu et al.
1996).6 All C&I, for example, were organised into a hierarchical framework of Principles,
Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers.7 In addition, the tests were designed around an iterative
process of C&I refinement, involving a four-stage ‘filtering’ process. The filters helped eliminate
redundant, ambiguous and/or difficult or costly to apply C&I. Each filter provided a new set of
opportunities for improvement as well as introducing new C&I.
The four filters used in the C&I for CMF test are identical to those employed on the
earlier CIFOR tests of C&I for commercial timber management.
Filter 1. The selection of C&I from existing Base Sets (or guidelines)
For each test, the interdisciplinary team members – an ecologist, a social scientist and a
forest manager – were presented with the same Base Sets or guidelines.8 (The Base Sets
varied from one test to the next – a deviation from the Phase 1 methodology). The team
members individually selected those C&I from the Base Sets which they thought relevant
to the assessment of CMFs from their own disciplinary perspective, and developed
additional ones for important issues not covered by the Base Sets. It resulted in three
preliminary subsets of C&I (one for each discipline: ecology, socio-economics and
technical management), each organised according to the hierarchical framework outlined
in Box 1.
Filter 2. Team revision of initial C& I subsets
This filter consisted of an initial interdisciplinary team revision of the first C&I subsets,
and produced improved draft C&I sets.
Filter 3. Field testing of the C&I for CMF draft sets
C&I for CMF field testing involved formal and informal assessment by interdisciplinary
team members and members of the local communities over a period of 10-14 days.
Community members’ active participation in C&I development and selection was enhanced
in some cases by the support of trained facilitators. This filter produced the third version
of C&I for CMF subsets.
Filter 4. C&I for CMF review in concluding workshop
The C&I for CMF subsets were subjected to a fourth review by participants at the
concluding workshops. Participants of the workshops included local, regional and national
government representatives, academics and representatives of NGOs, as well as
community members from the test site. The workshop participants were asked to assess
the applicability of the C&I selected to other (non-C&I test site) CMFs with which they
were familiar.

6

7

8

As elaborated in the Methodology (Introduction) section of this report, the need to keep a similar methodology
for the purpose of later comparisons meant that the tests, although participatory, were not as communitydriven as would have been ideal. The current CIFOR C&I for CMF research framework is now more able to
implement a more community-driven research approach.
Members of the research team were given the Tropenbos hierarchy (Lammerts van Bueren and Blom 1997)
as a reference, as well as definitions from CIFOR and examples from other sources. Examples of the CIFOR
hierarchy and definitions are available in CIFOR’s reference The CIFOR Criteria and Indicators generic
template (CIFOR C&I Team 1999).
The selection of Base Sets and guidelines (which included Lammerts van Bueren and Blom 1997 as a reference
for a C&I heirarchy) is presented in Annex 5 of this report.
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Following the Cameroonian workshop, the Forest Management C&I subset was subjected
to a final fifth review by the forest management specialist. Some of the Brazilian and Indonesian
team members also made final amendments to their C&I subsets following the workshops but
on a lesser scale.
In line with the objectives, the C&I development methodologies were assessed, and the
contents of the final C&I sets were compared and analysed to identify commonalities and the
broader significance (meaning and generalizability) of the C&I to CMF systems and monitoring.
Additionally, the significance of associations or linkages between C&I (i.e., C&I ‘complexes’)
was also examined.
Box 1: Hierarchical Structure

6. Outcomes: The C&I for CMF
Criteria and indicators reveal key points of complex scenarios; much like pixels lighting up at
different points, the information and knowledge they provide gradually ‘fill the space of the
unknown’ in a CMF context. The emerging image is one that constantly changes, reflecting a
changing reality. The C&I generated from the field tests therefore cannot possibly cover all
aspects affecting sustainability and social equity for all CMFs for all time. Their cautious
comparison however does reveal themes and patterns of significance.
Provided below is a very brief synopsis of some of the key issues which emerged.

Ecology C&I
C&I on ecosystem integrity, biodiversity, watershed management, hunting, forest structure
and natural regeneration were developed by all the test teams. Soil considerations and the
protection of endangered species are stressed most by the Indonesian ecology subset. The
Cameroonian ecology subset includes detail on hunting strategies and the impact of agricultural
systems (including pest management methods) on forest sustainability. Its address of the forestrelated psychological and physical well-being of the human population is perhaps broadest,
extending into forest provisions for cultural and aesthetic uses. Additionally it includes quite a
large number of C&I for evaluating local fishing practices which, at the Cameroonian test site,
are of marked economic significance, especially to women.
The largest number of C&I on fishing is, however, to be found in the Brazilian ecology
and forest management sets. Hunting is covered in most detail by the Brazilian ecology set; this
coverage also differs from the Cameroonian approach in that the former dwells on quantification
while the latter emphasises methods and processes. The Brazilian ecology set also includes a
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comparatively large number of C&I to investigate forest fragmentation patterns and processes,
water quality and the conservation role of forest reserves.
The causes and incidence of forest fires are substantially elaborated upon by the Brazilian
ecology and the Indonesian and Brazilian management subsets. Complexes of C&I for the
assessment of local NTFP harvesting and processing methods occur in the Cameroonian and
Brazilian ecology and forest management subsets, and in the Indonesian management subset.

Forest Management C&I
C&I of sustained yield harvesting strategies occur in all the management subsets. The most
explicit references to matching management methods with resource capacity appear in the
Brazilian and Indonesian management subsets (the former examines it via the issue of zoning).
The Indonesian management C&I highlight locally employed forest technologies, a topic
approached from a complementary angle by the accompanying social subset. References to
technologies are comparatively weak in the other country sets. The Indonesian management
subset also provides the most detailed C&I of agroforestry, presumably because of the widely
recognised economic importance of the tembawang and rubber gardens at the test site
communities.
The Brazilian and the Cameroonian management subsets give prominence to the assessment
of destructive extraction methods. Setting the Cameroonian management subset apart is a C&I
complex on the integration of diverse forest-dependent economic activities. This subset also
includes C&I on demographic trends and forest conversion to agriculture, as well as a number
for assessing the significance of agricultural systems to forest and biodiversity conservation.
These issues are addressed from slightly different angles by the Cameroonian ecology subset.
The Indonesian management C&I make no reference to natural forest conversion, but inquire
into the conversion of agroforests to agriculture. Both the Brazilian and the Cameroonian
management subsets provide various C&I on the timing and frequency of forest interventions
and harvesting activities.
Several C&I about forest product marketing and forest farmer cooperatives appear in
the Brazilian management subset, as does a complex of C&I for assessing community forest
monitoring and patrol activities. These latter issues are also partially addressed by some of the
Cameroonian management C&I about community resistance to the appropriation of their forest
resources by external interest groups.
Compared to the other management subsets, the Brazilian one places special emphasis on
the evaluation of timber management, including C&I on issues such as cutting cycles, directional
felling, height of tree stumps, liberation treatments and forest roads. It stresses evaluating
management strategies in terms of their financial implications. This contrasts with several of
the Indonesian management C&I which give more explicit priority to ecological considerations
in the assessment of timber extraction. Comparison of the Brazilian and Cameroonian management
subsets reveals another dichotomy – the content of the former implies a focus on market
integration, while the latter centres on the stability of a more closed, traditional economic
system based more on reciprocal transactions.

Social C&I
All the social subsets contain C&I on security of land tenure and usufruct rights, forest resource
access, decision making processes and conflict resolution mechanisms, as well as C&I that
either directly or indirectly address forest management cost-benefit distribution patterns. The
Brazilian and, to a lesser extent, the Indonesian social subsets include C&I that explicitly relate
to communally owned resources. All the social subsets direct inquiry into the significance of
local knowledge systems to current forest management methods by including numerous
references to the reproduction and evolution of knowledge. Most of the Indonesian social C&I
on knowledge relate more to the quantity and content of formal education. They aim to
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explore whether, and how, formal education aids the reproduction and evolution of traditional
knowledge systems – a critical line of inquiry in light of the rate at which traditional practices
and knowledge are being sidelined with the introduction of new ideas and technologies.
The Brazilian social C&I on workers’ rights, working conditions and employment relations
provide a good complement to the Brazilian management C&I on market integration. They
embrace the history of labour allocation as well as relations with external actors, labour
legislation and slave labour. No direct mention of these issues occurs in any of the other
subsets. The Brazilian social C&I on community political organisation also represent a focus
not found in any other set. It is among the Brazilian social C&I that we find the most explicit
references to forest dependence (direct and indirect), including issues as diverse as family
planning, food consumption patterns, the protection of cultural heritage sites and the
transmission of traditional knowledge. Many of these issues are dealt with by the other
countries’ sets, but in different C&I contexts, or ‘complexes’.
The compatibility of state laws and policies with local management strategies and
controls is most thoroughly explored by the Cameroonian social C&I. Some C&I in the Indonesian
and Brazilian social subsets do, however, concern similar matters, e.g., how government policies
relate to local forms of land use and community participation in the planning of governmentsupported development programmes.

C&I on Community Participation
The Indonesian C&I contains the most detailed and explicit references to assessing the
participation of community members in local affairs and politics and in government
community development initiatives. However, several statements relating to collective action
and collaboration between community members occur in the Cameroonian social and forest
management subsets. In addition, the Brazilian social subset includes some C&I on community
participation in the planning and monitoring of management interventions. All the country
sets include several C&I that refer to diverse groups’ participation, e.g., groups (or ‘categories’)
defined according to interests, age or gender. In contrast, only very few statements single out
a particular interest or minority group, and nearly all of those that do so focus on women’s
participation in debates. This explicit recognition of women (in contrast to general reference to
other forms of diversity) created some concern regarding the sets’ ability to capture the interests
and special needs of other minority, oppressed or poorly represented groups or categories of
people within the communities.

7.

Observations: C&I development and application, and
the role of local knowledge

The C&I for CMF tests generated some key insights about C&I for CMF development and
application, as well as about the role of local knowledge in the development of C&I.

7.1 Lessons about C&I for CMF development and application
The C&I for CMF tests aimed to both develop C&I for CMF ‘prototypes’ in each community
(i.e., a minimum set of C&I necessary to assess the overall sustainability of the CMF site),9 and
to contribute to the development of a ‘generic’10 C&I for CMF set if possible and desirable.

9

10

To satisfy the ‘minimum’ requirement, only those C&I that are the most relevant, powerful, easy to use and
cost effective qualify.
The term ‘generic’ should not be understood to imply a characteristic of ‘blanket applicability without
modification’. In CIFOR usage, a ‘generic’ set of C&I is meant to provide a base, or skeleton, C&I framework
that is modified to suit each local circumstance. This also applies to the CIFOR C&I Generic Template for
Forest Management Units (CIFOR C&I Team 1999).
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Such a set was envisioned as providing a basis for comparable, and yet site relevant, assessments
of sustainability across different CMF sites. This goal was heavily debated on all three tests.
A number of lessons relating to these aims and other C&I issues were learned and/or
confirmed by the test experiences and discussions.

1) There is some degree of generalizability in C&I for CMF sustainability
Comparative analysis of the C&I for CMF across sites indicated that some types of C&I do
have generalizable relevance (across geographical and time scales). Critical, however, is the
fact that this is not consistently true for all C&I (or C&I types). Many descriptive indicators,
for example, are likely to be of wider geographic relevance than are prescriptive indicators.
Clearly, the pervasiveness of certain CMF elements or phenomena (e.g., NTFP use) is a key
determinant of the degree to which it is ‘generically’ applicable. However this issue is not
straightforward or easily addressed. Large aggregate indicators (that may obscure contributory
factors) may appear generic, because the variation at lower levels of aggregation is overlooked,
yet they are not truly generalizable. These observations are further considered in the Discussion
section of this report.

2) C&I sets need to be tailored to their users: perspectives & ‘complexes’
The field test methodologies of the C&I for CMF were based on the earlier CIFOR C&I for
FMU methodologies. This meant that although the tests incorporated a participatory element to
the tests, they still inherited the ‘expert-based teams’ backbone of the earlier approach. While
this provided the necessary ‘scientific’ perspectives on sustainability, it also introduced certain
biases in perspective and C&I organisation (or C&I ‘complexes’). The basic organisation of
C&I along the lines of traditional academic or scientific disciplines (i.e., ecology, social and
forest management), is incompatible with the earlier allusion to the need to ‘look out on the
world from within CMFs’, rather than imposing external perspectives. While the research
constraints necessitated this approach, actual C&I for CMF development and application by
communities or communities and partners does not. In these circumstances, organising the
C&I into ‘complexes’ that reflect internal CMF realities is an important foundation of practical
and useful monitoring systems. (see Ritchie et al. 2000, for examples of community-based
organisation of C&I ‘complexes’, using the C&I generated in these CIFOR tests.)

3) C&I need to be tailored to their users: content and collection
The contents of a minimum set of C&I needs to be tailored to each new site. A ‘generic’ set of
C&I is a powerful starting point, and a tool to enhance the utility, breadth and meaning of a
monitoring system – not a ‘ready to go’, ‘off the shelf’ C&I set for all sites. The C&I need to
be adapted to the local social and biophysical context. Equally, the ‘ideal mix’ of C&I would
necessarily reflect the information needs and data collection abilities of the C&I user group at
that site. An indicator that is powerful and cheap to use in the hands of an ecologist, may be
useless to the forest farmer who lacks the technology or tools for collection. Some relatively
‘weak scientific’ indicators may be desirable because they fit readily into regular farmer activities
and collectively provide sound, and understood, information. Because farmers can use and
measure the indicators, they can contribute more to local management and empowerment than
perhaps could more ‘scientifically informative’ C&I.

4) Local ownership of the C&I is key
Points 2 and 3 above underscore another fundamental, yet potentially misunderstood or overlooked
key issue. Underlying these points is the fact that the ‘users’ of the C&I sets themselves necessarily
need to play a key role in the C&I development process. Other stakeholders may support, or
even catalyse this process, but if the ‘users’ (i.e., in the test cases, communities) do not have a
strong sense of ownership over the development process then successful implementation is
extremely unlikely.
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5) C&I sets themselves will evolve and improve over time
Beyond changes in local circumstances and influences, C&I development and monitoring involve
experimental processes and generate incremental knowledge (both about a situation and about
how to understand a situation). The shared learning involved in developing and applying C&I
will itself demand an evolutionary adjustment and improvement in the C&I sets over time. This,
again, acts as a reminder that a generic (or in the case of the test sites, a ‘minimum prototype’)
set of C&I would always need to be adapted – not only geographically, but also temporally.

7.2 Observations relating to local knowledge
A few key points observed related to C&I and the role of local knowledge. These include:
• The more knowledge that exists on a variable, the easier it becomes to identify the most
powerful, easy and cheap to use indicators for the capture of its relevance to sustainability.
Local people usually possess a great deal more knowledge about the local resource
base, community natural resource rules and regulations, etc., than do outsiders. This
makes local knowledge essential to development of useful C&I.
• C&I that reflect local knowledge are more likely to be understood by the local community.
This is of fundamental importance if local forest farmers/managers are to be the users
(and beneficiaries) of the C&I.
• If non-local actors (e.g., policy makers, academics, etc.) use or attempt to develop
C&I whose meaning is not locally understood, then transparency is reduced and a
mistrust by local people can result. This can potentially diminish local interest and
cooperation, and thus ultimately reduce the reliability of results and attainment of C&Irelated objectives.
Furthermore, the following insights emerged regarding knowledge and local vulnerability:
• While holding vast knowledge on some issues, local people in all sites appeared to lack
extensive knowledge on:
♦

natural phenomena that are not visible or easily observed. These include aspects
of natural processes that are otherwise familiar to local people.
♦ the delayed consequences of new developments, e.g., commercial exploitation
by outsiders. Being without precedent, consequences are often unanticipated,
unless there is another source of information.
♦ the full nature of their external context, i.e., outside factors such as economic
and social policies or regional/national political interests, that influence
community affairs. Local people’s capacity to respond constructively to change
is restricted by the extent to which they perceive and understand the external
origins of some local experiences.
• The knowledge deficits (described above) can severely handicap the effects of local
community endeavours to negotiate with outside interest groups. As information relates
to power, these knowledge deficits can endanger access of forest communities to
benefits and control over resources. Experiences in the C&I test communities, and
those known to them, reflect impoverishment, disempowerment and demoralisation
related to trends of resource appropriation from outside communities, which evolved
in contexts of informational disequilibrium.
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8.

Applications and directions for future research

This research is part of a larger learning process. It is not ‘complete’, nor does it present an
undisputable ‘truth’ about CMFs and C&I. Undoubtedly there are gaps that need further research
and there are certainly issues in which alternative explanations and/or reasoning exist beyond
what is included here. Our hope is that, nonetheless, the report is successful in highlighting a
range of issues and relationships, as well as relevant C&I, which will be useful in engendering
further learning, and in the practical application of C&I in CMFs.
In terms of immediate application, community-based groups and partners might consider
adapting one of the generated C&I sets included here, and/or select C&I from the three sets, as
part of their own assessment process. This report should provide some in-depth insights,
background and hopefully wisdom on many key CMF issues for this type of practical application.
Additionally, this report is complemented by its sister research report on Participation in C&I
Processes (Burford de Oliveira 1999). The third publication in this set is a manual or Guide to
Developing and Implementing C&I for CMF Monitoring Systems. It draws from and synthesises
the research experience to date, to outline possible strategies and C&I for CMF ‘complexes’ for
participatory monitoring of CMFs.
This phase of the research also highlighted a number of other priority research areas and
ideas. Further field research is needed to clarify, refine understanding, and enhance the
generalizability of the C&I for CMF generated. At a very practical level, more work is needed
on the C&I produced from this research in terms of adapting language11 and the organisation of
the C&I complexes (i.e., shifting from a disciplinary perspective to more a community-based
perspective on organisation), as well as identifying and filling in gaps that exist in the C&I. This
work is already under way at CIFOR in the exploration and participatory action research
application of frameworks of C&I for CMF. These C&I sets may be drawn from the field test
sets, but they will move away from organization along disciplinary lines, and they will be intended
for adaptation to local contexts by local users.
At a more conceptual level, more field research and accompanying analysis is needed to
further the understanding of the conditions under which C&I are relevant and informative.
This will help pave the way for simpler and more efficient application of C&I by users, by
informing both C&I base sets themselves and adaptation methodologies. Another important
avenue for possible future research is to further investigate the merits of different conceptual
perspectives or frameworks for organising complexes of C&I in order to accurately reflect
local perceptions. As has been initiated in the CIFOR draft C&I for CMF manual (Ritchie et al.
2000), developing complexes of interdisciplinary C&I around selected local themes might be a
more useful approach than separating issues into disciplinary C&I subsets, as was done in these
tests. This could be explored through participatory action research initiatives in communities.
Finally, the research increased awareness of how C&I development methods and
applications can create opportunities for shared learning between and within stakeholder groups
(see also Burford de Oliveira 1999). Our preliminary research results indicate the powerful
nature of processes that pool diverse knowledge bases such as local and traditional wisdom
held by communities with ‘scientific’ and/or other stakeholder knowledge. Such knowledgesharing processes may not only exchange knowledge, but contain scope for the creation of
new knowledge through cross-fertilisation of the wisdom contributed by different groups. The
potential role for C&I as a tool in creating constructive dialogue, and ultimately collaboration,
among stakeholders needs further investigation.

11

A limitation of the C&I for CMFs tests has been the academic bias of the C&I developed and the academic
reporting style used. In their present form of presentation, the results of the tests are inaccessible to the vast
majority of forest inhabitants in the tropics.
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Chapter 1.
Introduction: Testing and Developing Criteria
and Indicators for Community Managed Forests1
1.1 Research Overview
This report presents and discusses in depth the results of three tests of Criteria and Indicators
(C&I) for assessing the social, ecological and management aspects of Community Managed
Forests (CMF) undertaken by CIFOR and partners. The tests, conducted between March 1997
and February 1998, focused on six forest communities located in Central Cameroon, Indonesia
(West Kalimantan) and the Brazilian Amazonian State of Pará, respectively (henceforth be referred
to as the test sites)2.
The C&I for CMF tests aimed to identify C&I that could be used by various forest
interest groups, including forest communities themselves, to assess the sustainability of forest
resources and management at the test and other CMF sites. C&I included those for the assessment
of ecosystem health, technical forest interventions, and the distribution of costs and benefits
associated with CMF. Special efforts were made to encourage the participation of the forest
community at each test site, in order to ground the C&I sets in local realities. As a result of this
kind of exchange between local peoples, researchers and others, the C&I testing and development
processes helped different forest stakeholder groups better understand how their respective
ideas and interests interrelate. Furthermore, this led to the development of more diverse C&I,
and C&I that are more widely acceptable because they match the needs and user capabilities of
different interest groups.
C&I which are understood and accepted by local communities can be used by them to
monitor their own performance as natural resource managers, make better decisions about
future courses of action, and effectively communicate the local impact of forest-related policies,
laws and projects. Through participation in C&I development and implementation processes, a
commonly understood vocabulary of C&I and reference points may be agreed within and
amongst groups of stakeholders. This may help ensure that the results of on-going monitoring
or assessment produce appropriate, coordinated responses from the different forest actors to
the changing patterns of resource use and conditions.
Each test lasted approximately one month and was undertaken by an interdisciplinary
team consisting of a social scientist, an ecologist and a forest management specialist in consultation
with the local forest community3. The teams were all composed of in-country scientists. Each
test included 10-14 days of field checking C&I at the test sites to verify their relevance to local
conditions. Each test ended with a workshop where the proposed C&I were reviewed by an
audience of government policy makers, academics, residents of other forest communities, and
NGO representatives. In total, the tests generated 756 statements of principles, criteria, indicators
and verifiers; 246 in Indonesia, 218 in Cameroon and 292 in Brazil.

1
2

3

This chapter written by N. Burford de Oliveira
The communities were: Cachoeira do Maro and São Pedro (Pará, Brazil), Akak/Bitetele and Eyek II (Central
Province Cameroon), and Bedigong and Darok villages (Sanggau, West Kalimantan). We express our gratitude
and recognise the lead contribution of the community members in generating the insights in this report. This
work would have been impossible without their participation and contributions.
On the Brazilian test, an anthropologist was appointed instead of a social scientist.
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These tests were part of Phase II of CIFORs project Assessing the Sustainability of
Forest Management. Phase I of this project was concerned with the development of
methodologies to test the utility and applicability of some of the more widely applied existing
C&I sets developed for timber production in natural forest areas (Prabhu et al. 1996). In Phase
II the focus was extended to testing and developing C&I for the sustainability of other forest
management types including plantation and community forest management.
This report outlines the research and tests objectives and the methodologies used to
achieve them. We present and discuss the results of our comparative analysis of the methodologies
and C&I tested and developed at the three sites, as well as our main observations about the
participation of the local population in the processes involved. We share some of our ideas on
methodological adaptations and additions that could assist community participants play a more
leading role in C&I development in the future. Additionally, we look into some possibilities for
different user groups to adapt and/or apply the tested C&I and methodologies.

1.2 The Need for Community Managed Forest Monitoring
and Assessment
Sustainability of CMF and non-timber forest product (NTFP) production systems is commonly
challenged by a multiplicity of factors.4 Many of these challenges should be understood in the
context of rapid and new patterns of change over the past few decades causing the destabilisation
of an increasing number of traditional forest communities. The natural resource use systems of
many of these communities had apparently previously evolved into equilibrium states, which
were flexible enough to respond satisfactorily to slow and gradual change.5 Furthermore, pressure
on renewable resources tended to be partly checked by high human mortality rates, leading to
low population growth. In most cases, pressure was also mitigated by splinter groups establishing
new communities elsewhere, or by a transhuman or nomadic lifestyles. The sustainability of
surviving forest communities, however, is rapidly and increasingly threatened by factors including
population growth, a growing demand for agricultural land and forest products, and/or the
incursion of mining and commercial timber logging.
This situation has turned attention to how local people may secure a satisfactory standard
of living and yet maintain a healthy environment through the rational use, management and
protection of forest resources. In order to do so, they (and other actors such as the state) need
to be able to accurately assess CMF trends and conditions, and the phenomena affecting
sustainability. This type of assessment has historically, however, been costly and difficult to
implement because of the complexity of the methodologies. This all pointed to the need to
devise affordable and effective approaches and tools that can facilitate, systematise and reduce
the cost of:
· assessing factors contributing to the positive attributes of CMF systems;
· elucidating the nature of the challenges to CMF sustainability; and
· exploring how, and with what degree of success, communities set about overcoming
these challenges over time.
By undertaking the above, CMF monitoring and assessment (C&I) may facilitate the
channelling of support to management methods, circumstances, trends and attitudes conducive
to sustainability. How this may occur at the community level is evident, through improving local
understanding and feedback to management. It may also create opportunities for dialogue amongst

4
5

These challenges not only complicate management, but also CMF certification as well.
Most hunter gatherer forest communities it appears however, depended for their survival on at least some
exchange with other groups including agriculturalists and/or traders (Hart & Hart 1986, Headland 1987).
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collaborative or neighbouring managers and enhance sustainability this way. It is equally relevant
however at the level of policy. Policy makers and legislators can only create laws and policies to
secure conditions positively associated with sustainable CMF systems to the extent to which
they are aware of such conditions. Where the needs of traditional sustainable resource use
systems has been lost, or the importance eclipsed by change, clearly and logically framed
information and knowledge about their state of transformation is important to ensure that change
is not inappropriately imposed from above, but that it progresses smoothly, departing from the
experience of local people.
The decision to conduct research on C&I for CMF arose in response to a growing
interest in:
·

the importance of the role of traditional/indigenous forest management in forest
conservation;

· the fragile position of local peoples in a changing global environment;
· the trend of devolution of forest management responsibilities to local communities;
and
· the prospects for enhancing forest management and local livelihoods by certifying
CMF and CMF products (timber and non-timber forest products [NTFPs]).
Several of the organisations that spearheaded the development of commercial timber
and forest management certification (such as the Forest Stewardship Council and the
Rain Forest Alliances Smart Wood programme) are now showing an increasing interest
in expanding into the development of certification for CMF systems. A number of major
research initiatives relating to CMF assessment have been recently launched, by the
FAO, WWF and the IIED, amongst other organisations (see Markopoulos, 1998 and
1999, and DAI, 1998). This research report, while unique in its experience and insights,
aims to complement these other initiatives.

1.3 Research Goals and Objectives
There exist normally many conflicting trends that operate continuously to simultaneously promote
and inhibit sustainability. The overall goal of this research was to address this dynamic and
complex situation by enabling the improvement of stakeholders understanding of sustainable
CMF and their ability to create policy and/or manage (or support management) sustainably at
the community level. The more specific objectives of the research was to develop C&I that
would capture these overall dynamic trends at the test sites, and identify movements towards or
away from sustainability. As explained later, the tests then expanded from these original objectives
to also explore methodologies, issues of participation, and the potential role of C&I as a
communication tool.6
With this in mind, at the site level, each specific C&I test aimed to:
· identify key issues that affect the sustainability of forest management by the community,
and compile three reference subsets of principles, criteria, indicators and verifiers (P,
C, I & Vs) for assessing the ecological, management and social dimensions of these
issues;
· examine the rationale and assumptions behind the C&I selected, adapted or developed;
· assess the extent to which the C&I developed specifically for assessing the test site
can be extrapolated to CMFs in diverse geographic locations (i.e., generalizability);
and
6

These are outlined in the CIFOR research publications by Burford de Oliveira (1999) and Ritchie et al. (2000).
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· critically review and improve the methodologies, including participatory appraisal
methods, used to test and develop C&I and recommend methodological refinements
and alternatives that can further facilitate interactive community participation in
developing and applying C&I for CMF.
The definitions of P, C, I & V and the conceptual hierarchical framework used are
outlined in Box 1.1 The intention was to include P, C, I & V from existing sources when
possible, as well as to develop new ones as necessary, keeping in mind the ultimate goal of C&I
which might be applicable to diverse CMF scenarios. Each test was initially intended to generate
the minimum number of C&I needed to assess the sustainability of CMF, however this proved
challenging. The C&I developed were intended to match the assessment and monitoring needs
and capabilities of a wide range of interest groups, including forest managers (in this case,
mostly forest farmers many of whom are illiterate or semi-literate), project planners and policy
makers.7
Within the site level tests (including workshops), the participation of local community
members was strongly encouraged on many levels to better ensure:
· the capture of important local information on factors influencing conditions or trends
that support or oppose sustainability;
· the inclusion of monitoring processes or criteria already used or created by members
of the community;
· local peoples participation in a critical appraisal of the C&I (enhanced transparency
may result in more widely accepted and, hence, more useful C&I); and
· the creation of a commonly understood and appreciated vocabulary of C&I, and
sustainability reference points, to enhance the likelihood of assessment results leading
to appropriate and well coordinated responses from different forest actors to changing
patterns of forest resource use and conditions.
In order to meet the overall research objectives and goal, the comparative analysis of the
more than 700 P, C, I & V generated by the site specific C&I tests sought to:
· identify the common C&I that were proposed on all three tests; and
· consider the wider significance of the various C&I proposed (i.e., what they reveal
about CMFs and sustainability, and thus the degree to which they are generalizable).
Some groups that we believe will find the results of this research initiative useful include:
·

Forest communities and their representative organisations

·

NGOs concerned with community forestry and/or rural development

·

Government forestry, land use and conservation departments

·

Policy makers and legislators

· Education specialists/practitioners (in teaching professions or curriculum
development)

7

·

Certification bodies

·

Project planners, coordinators, and donor organisations

·

Forestry research institutions.

Despite this goal, the strong presence of scientists in the team may have biased the emergent C&I towards C&I
that are more appropriate to their assessment needs than that of local peoples. This is explored in the analysis,
and attempted to be redressed in the C&I for CMF Guide based on this work (see Ritchie et al. 2000).
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Definitions Used during the C&I Tests for
Community Managed Forests8

Criteria and Indicators form part of a hierarchy of assessment tools. The four levels of
this hierarchy are Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers.
Principles: A fundamental truth or law as the basis of reasoning or action. In the
context of sustainable forest management, principles are seen as providing the primary
framework for managing forests in a sustainable fashion. They provide the justification
for criteria, indicators and verifiers. Consider that principles embody human wisdom,
where wisdom is defined as: a small increment in knowledge created by a persons
(groups) deductive ability after attaining a sufficient level of understanding of a knowledge
area. Wisdom therefore depends on knowledge.
Examples: Ecosystem integrity is maintained or enhanced or Human well-being is
assured
Criterion: A standard that a thing is judged by. A criterion can therefore be seen as a
second order principle, one that adds meaning and operationality to a principle without
itself being a direct measure of performance. Criteria are the intermediate points to
which the information provided by indicators can be integrated and where an interpretable
assessment crystallises. Principles form the final point of integration. In addition, criteria
should be treated as reflections of knowledge. Knowledge is the accumulation of related
information over a long period of time. It can be viewed as a large-scale selective
combination or union of related pieces of information. Example: Processes that maintain
biodiversity are maintained
Indicator: An indicator is any variable or component of the forest ecosystem or the
relevant management systems used to infer attributes of the resource and its utilisation.
Indicators should convey a single meaningful message. This single message is termed
information. It represents an aggregate of one or more data elements with certain
established relationships. Example: Landscape pattern is maintained
Verifier: Data or information that enhances the specificity or the ease of assessment
of an indicator. At the forth level of specificity, verifiers provide specific details that would
indicate or reflect a desired condition of an indicator. They add meaning, precision and
are usually also site-specific to an indicator. They may define the limits of a hypothetical
zone from which recovery can still safely take place (performance threshold/target). On
the other hand, they may also be defined as procedures needed to determine satisfaction
of the conditions postulated in the indicator concerned (means of verification).
Example: A real extent of each vegetation type in the intervention area relative to area
of the vegetation type in the forest management unit
Source: Stork et al. 1997
8

These are the definitions which were used by members of the test teams, and were the basis for definitions used
with communities. For slightly simpler definitions, see Ritchie et al. (2000).
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1.4

C&I for CMF Monitoring in Brief

C&I can be used to generate baseline information and to monitor change. Baseline information
is an essential point of departure for monitoring the future impact of management and distribution
strategies. Both baseline information and information obtained through monitoring can be applied
to decision making and planning processes. Below, a brief outline is given of the uses of baseline
information, of C&I and monitoring, and of community participation in C&I monitoring.

Baseline information
C&I-guided assessments can generate baseline information about the existing situation and its
contributing factors. Some of this information will be historical and will improve understanding
of the trends out of which current circumstances evolved. Historical insights can also increase
appreciation of factors that, within the local context, are relatively stable or have contributed to
the maintenance of stable states. Baseline data facilitates drawing some conclusions on the
social and ecological acceptability of conditions and circumstances in later periods. It can help
make basic comparisons between situations of different sites and their respective prospects.
Often it is possible to recognise from baseline information alone how a reorientation of resources
or the introduction of new technologies has affected or could affect sustainability.

Monitoring
C&I are useful monitoring tools. Monitoring, where assessments are made at predetermined
intervals, is critical for adapting management practice, policies and educational programmes to
community needs in ways that allow continuing integrity or rehabilitation of the natural resource
base. It can reveal policy impacts and changes in indigenous authoritative control over forest
management. From monitoring results, adaptations can be decided upon to raise performance
standards to the requirements for the certification of CMF products.
From a practical perspective, C&I can assist monitoring by:
· providing information on what needs to be monitored;
· organising and simplifying monitoring procedures; and
· providing a framework for participatory monitoring which leads to knowledge exchange,
joint learning and knowledge development.
The quality and usefulness of assessment results depends on the quality of the procedures
and tools used to generate them. Using C&I that have been verified as unambiguous, clearly
relevant to the assessment objective and easy to evaluate, increases the likelihood of accurate,
easy to interpret results. However, many indicator values only become meaningful if threshold
levels or standards against which to judge them exist. Where such standards are missing, C&I
can identify the need for their development.

Community participation in monitoring
If communities are fully involved in designing and implementing monitoring schemes and applying
the information obtained to decision making, than there is a greater chance that monitoring will
enable them to evolve:
· traditional best management practices; and
·

more equitable social processes for distributing forest resource management costs
and benefits among community members.

Furthermore, both local traditional and scientific knowledge is needed to adequately
understand which factors interact and how to determine the sustainability of forest management.
Traditional environmental knowledge often encompasses a deep awareness of the causes or
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conditions associated with trends affecting sustainability. For instance, the ecological buffering
capacity of a traditional forest exploitation range may be best understood within a user community
that has the benefit of hindsight. Local knowledge, in such cases, is of critical relevance to
assessment processes, and should therefore itself be the object of some evaluation during the
C&I development phase.
Finally, participatory monitoring also promotes the communication of results (either within
the community, or between the community and other stakeholders if it is collaborative monitoring).
This opens the way for subsequent coordination of participants diverse activities in response to
the results of monitoring.

1.5

Selection of Test Sites

The criteria used for test site selection in effect determined those management objectives for
which C&I would be developed. The criteria therefore also partly determined the future users
and applications of the C&I tested and developed.
Broad site selection criteria were chosen to maximise the likelihood of detecting general
similarities between sites and yet allow the distinctive features of specific sites to be recognised.
The option of focusing on community-directed commercial timber management in natural forest
was considered during the early planning stages. This was dismissed because of a lack of
representative sites available in the test countries. While several cases were found of communities
planning timber management activities, usually with some NGO support, they were not operational.
As this made the critical component of field testing C&I impossible, they did not suit the
purposes of the tests.
The final criteria used to select the sites were that the community was:
· located in the lowland tropical rainforest zone;
· highly forest-dependent;
· engaged in natural forest management (formally or informally), and possibly other
forms of forest management;
· in terms of presence and/or time of occupation, easily regarded as being the major
stakeholder in what it considers to be its forest resources;
· still in possession of strong traditions that have stood the test of time;
· perceiving relatively light threats to its forest resource base; and
· developing its organisational capacity to counter perceived threats to forest access.
Thus, the major focus was on traditional methods of community forest management in
areas where outside interference is currently minimal. However, there was considerable evidence
of recent outside logging concerns operating in forest at the Brazilian and Indonesian test sites.
In the Brazilian case, the outside party was a large commercial timber company that had
constructed a timber mill adjacent to the São Pedro community (one of the test site communities)
and ran most of its operations with imported labour. The company had left the community
some months before the test took place, allegedly at the communitys insistence. At the Indonesian
test site of Darok, a small group of Chinese coffin makers had been buying up the communitys
stocks of ironwood (Eusideroxylon zwageri) over the last few years. They had also been expelled
by the community some months before the test took place.
The emphasis on local forest interventions led to the formulation of C&I able to clarify
the strengths and weaknesses of evolving traditional management systems. Such C&I could
supply critical information to forest management monitoring or decision making processes
whether these be undertaken by community forest managers, policy makers or other influential
interest groups. In originally opting for sites outside official logging concessions we sought to
avoid the complicated task of differentiating between the causes of impacts attributable to the
forest community and those associated with external third parties. In fact, the problem of
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differentiating between what lies within and beyond the communitys control, vis-à-vis the
impact of forest interventions, was faced on all tests. However, we believe the problem was
minimised because our site selection criteria centred the tests on sites where the local, traditional
community continues to consider itself to be the main forest stakeholder group.
In each region two communities were selected to form the test site. For each test, the
two communities comprising the site belonged to the same ethnic group, used similar methods
of resource exploitation and, although not always neighbours, were known to each other (see
Box 1.2 for further details of the test sites).
Involving two communities per site made it easier to take into account several
intercommunity considerations in the development of C&I. Intercommunity considerations likely
to be particularly relevant to the sustainability of CMF include those concerning:
· agreements reached between neighbouring villages about the distribution of forest
access rights and responsibilities;
· implications of intercommunity relations and practices for the evaluation of landscape
variables indicative of biodiversity maintenance;
· organisation at intercommunity level to raise awareness of and address threats posed
by the encroachment of external forest interest groups;
· comparative appraisal of the impact on forest resources of variables such as population
size and growth, community size, infrastructure and rural development in general;
and
· how increased pressure on resources, attributable to the greater size, accessibility or
development of a community, affects the distribution of costs and benefits resulting
from forest use.
Box 1.2

The CIFOR C&I for CMF Test Sites

All but one of the communities have migrated to and settled in their present locations
since the turn of the century. The only exception to this is the Indonesian community of
Darok which reportedly established its current location approximately 120 years ago,
also ending a traditionally semi-nomadic way of life.
São Pedro (Arapiuns river) and Cachoeira de Maró (Maró river), mid-Amazon
basin, Pará, Brazil
These Caboclo riverine communities of mixed European and Indian descent possess
a strong indigenous cultural heritage. Both were established after 1900. They practise
shifting agriculture. Cassava, their most important staple crop, is processed into flour,
small surpluses of which are shipped to markets. Many resident families have small
rubber plantations. The communities forest includes some widely scattered Brazil nut
groves. It is also relatively rich in a number of other useful NTFP species. Small boatbuilding enterprises use timber, fibres and resins from the forest. These are private
concerns of skilled local boat makers who train apprentices. The felling of trees and
their conversion into planks is still largely done with axes. Hunting and fishing are both
important activities, with many community members specialising in one or the other.
Over the past decade large areas of forest adjacent to the Arapiuns river and its tributaries
have been heavily exploited by logging companies. One companys activities profoundly
affected São Pedro and Cachoeira de Maró slightly. The inhabitants of São Pedro
experienced a boom and bust in employment opportunities offered by the company and
suffered the depletion of timber stocks on their lands. News of this reached communities
upstream (in the direction of the major companys planned logging routes) who
subsequently united with São Pedro to drive all timber companies out of their region.
The Rural Workers Union and other local NGOs are helping several communities along
the Arapiuns river system, including São Pedro and Cachoeira de Maró, develop a
proposal for the creation of a legally gazetted extractive reserve.
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Box 1.2 continued
Bedigong and Darok, Sanggau district, West Kalimantan, Indonesia
Land-Dayaks of these villages are Christians, although they retain some of their traditional
beliefs. Legislation introduced in 1965, following the coup of President Sukarno, required
all Indonesian citizens to adopt one of six officially recognised religions. Signs of
adherence to alternative faiths courted police and military rebuke that often culminated
in violent oppression (Mulder 1998). Residence in traditional Dayak longhouses was
interpreted by government officials as indicative of adherence to outlawed faiths and
therefore actively discouraged. This resulted in most longhouses being dismantled and
their inhabitants taking up residence in such wooden family-sized houses as now
house the inhabitants of the test site villages. As shifting cultivators, the villagers main
economic crop is rubber grown in small stands.
The villages are amongst those famed for their Tembawang Forest Gardens. These
gardens, planted on agricultural plots about to be abandoned, are, when established,
generally much richer in useful forest species than the natural forest. Their dominant
species is tengkawang (Shorea macrophylla), a tall forest tree producing commercially
valuable, oil-yielding, ellipe nuts, whose local economic importance is second to that of
rubber. Other locally important forest products are honey, rattan, wooden shingles for
roofing and ironwood (Eusideroxylon zwageri). Many of the villagers speak only their
native Dayak dialect. In the larger village of Darok, some established tembawang gardens
have been converted to irrigated rice paddies.
The villages are among the 61 that belong to an intercommunity cooperative organisation
set up with the assistance of the Social Forestry Development Project, a collaborative
venture between the Indonesian Ministry of Forestry (now Forestry and Estate Crops)
and the German government. The cooperative is developing small-scale forest-based
enterprises and is about to implement a forest management plan for an area of natural
forest which, adjacent to Bedigong, belongs to Darok. The costs and benefits of this will
be distributed among participants from all member communities. Management of the
cooperative will eventually become the full responsibility of the member communities.
The villages of Eyek II and Akak/Bitetele, arrondissement of Endom, Central
province, Cameroon.
These Bantu Bulu villages are located in a forest-rich region that was last logged-over
several decades ago. Two recent attempts by logging companies to access the area
were successfully challenged by the communities. The communities came into being
in the 1920s, when ancestors of their present inhabitants reached the area after decades
of slow migration across the country. Weak infrastructure keeps them relatively isolated
from the market economy and reinforces their comparatively high dependence on the
forest for subsistence. As shifting cultivators, many families also have small plots of
coffee and/or cacao trees. Since the mid-1980s these perennial cash crops have suffered
neglect due to falling prices, a consequence of which has also been a reduction in the
rate of forest and fallow conversion. The villagers regularly hunt and fish, and gather
NTFPs from the forest such as foods, wrapping leaves, medicines, fibres, building
materials and materials for the local manufacture of crafts. NTFPs of special local
importance include rattan and raffia, wrapping leaves and several fruits and spices
including bush mango (Irvingia gabonensis), moabi fruits (Baillonella toxisperma) and
kernels from Ricinodendron heudelotii. Under the authority of the village chiefs, notables
and leaders, these villages have developed rules/laws and regulations to mediate the
flow of forest-derived benefits.
Inhabitants of both villages belong to the community-based Federation of Village Groups
SOLIDAM (Solidarité pour le developpement des villages dAkak à Melan). Created in
1990 SOLIDAM has a membership of about 800 individuals drawn from 11 neighbouring
villages over an area of approximately 385 km2. It has received assistance from several
Cameroonian NGOs, and more recently from the World Bank GIF programme and
WWF-Cameroon, to develop environmental, agricultural, health and income-generating
projects.
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Organisations

Each test was conducted in collaboration with one or two partner organisations who had an
amicable working relationship with the communities at the test sites. They were also selected
on the basis of their interest in this projects final outputs and the likelihood that they would in
fact use the outputs.
On the Cameroonian and Brazilian tests, locally run intercommunity organisations were
collaborators. In Brazil this was the Santarem branch of the Brazilian Rural Workers Trade
Union (STR). Its President accompanied the team throughout the test in the role of facilitator.
STR-Santarem operates at the municipal level and maintains close ties to its regional and national
parent bodies. However, virtually all its membership resides in the rural areas and the President
himself grew up in a forest community. Since early 1997 STR-Santarem has supported a group
of approximately 20 communities in the Arapiuns valley, including those of the Brazilian test
site, in their endeavours to create a legally recognised Extractive Reserve. Residents of the test
site communities found their involvement in the test very useful as it led them to consider in
some detail the broader implications of establishing and managing an Extractive Reserve.
On the Cameroonian test, the collaborating local organisation was the Federation of
Village Groups Solidarité pour le developpement des villages dAkak à Melan (SOLIDAM).
Our institutional collaborator was WWF-Cameroon who is executing a project within the
SOLIDAM catchment area to assist communities produce management plans for obtaining
legal Community Forests. The two villages in our Cameroonian test site are located within the
SOLIDAM area. WWF-Cameroon has been actively contributing to research coordinated by
WWF-International on the development of C&I for environmental projects. Through its
participation in the C&I for CMF test, it was envisaged that WWF-Cameroon would draw on
the CIFOR results while engaged in other activities oriented towards the development and
application of C&I.
No community-based organisation formally collaborated on the Indonesian test. However,
two official institutions  the Indonesian Forest Research and Development Agency (FORDA)
and the Social Forestry Development Project (SFDP)  were involved. FORDA conducts its
own research on community managed forests and social forestry, some of which has focused
on C&I for planning and monitoring of social forestry projects. We felt the C&I for CMF test
could complement FORDAs research, and be a basis for its future studies.
The German government-assisted Social Forestry Development Project, in partnership
with the Indonesian Ministry of Forestry (now Forestry and Estate Crops), has been developing
a commercial timber management plan to be implemented by a cooperative of Dayak communities
in the Sanggau district, West Kalimantan. Residents of the Indonesian test site communities
belong to this cooperative. All profits from the timber sales will be under the cooperatives
control for distribution and reinvestment. The forest management plan had not become operational
by the time of the test. Hence, C&I were not tested in direct consideration of it. However, the
C&I generated for the assessment of on-going people-forest interactions at the site will help
clarify the likely impacts of the timber management plan. They will also fulfil a useful role by
providing information for fine-tuning the management plan to better integrate it with existing
patterns of forest and land use, and to make it more understandable to local people.

1.7 C&I Testing and Development Methodologies
1.7.1 Composition of the Test Teams
The tests were conducted by interdisciplinary teams, each composed of an ecologist, a forest
management specialist and a social scientist. The only exception was in the Brazilian test where
an anthropologist was selected instead of a social scientist. All team members had previous
experience in either community forestry or rural community development in forested regions.
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The interdisciplinary focus helped to raise awareness during the testing process of how C&I
concerned with different issues relate to each other in the overall structure of sustainability.
The disciplinary specialists were asked to:
· apply professional scientific judgement to assess the significance of field observations
and the contributions of the communities to the testing and development of C&I (this
was initially done independent of, and then in consultation with, members of the
communities);
· work as part of an interdisciplinary team, periodically discussing and comparing work
to remove duplications; and
· play a major role in guiding/structuring community inputs and drawing on their
professional experience in Participatory Rural Appraisal (PRA) and interviewing
techniques.
While community members at the test sites participated in the development and selection
of C&I, the final decision about which C&I to accept ultimately remained with the specialist
team members.

1.7.2 The C&I Base Sets
CIFOR Phase 1 C&I research (Prabhu et al. 1996) tested five base sets that at the time
represented the state of the art of C&I for the assessment of sustainable forest management,
especially timber management. This approach conferred some extra structure to the testing
exercise by building it on already well-considered and packaged C&I. The original intention
was to fully adopt the Phase 1-tested methodologies for the CMF tests as well, but this underwent
some reconsideration for two main reasons. First, very few comprehensive state of the art
C&I sets developed for community managed forests existed at the time. Those we encountered
were developed around management objectives, socio-political contexts and natural resource
bases as diverse as Amazonian extractive reserves and Turkish forest villages. Secondly, a
substantial proportion of their contents appeared to be relevant only to those regions for which
they had been developed. Thus, testing their relevance to the CMF test sites would on each test
have entailed the consideration and subsequent rejection of many, but different irrelevant issues.
This, it was felt, could detract from the more important task of identifying the community
issues, and capturing the negative and positive aspects of the variables relevant to local
sustainability.
We were similarly reluctant to restrict ourselves to the testing of the Phase 1 base sets
because a narrow focus on C&I sets developed primarily for commercial timber production
could be seen to imply community/forest interactions merit evaluation only in the light of, or in
comparison with, commercial timber management. Heavy reliance on such sets as points of
reference could distort perceptions of the relative importance of issues connected with CMF.
While these arguments were considered valid, the proposed approach was justified on two
grounds and, therefore, not totally eliminated. First, such Base Sets could serve as examples of
different types of C&I that other institutions and initiatives have developed for diverse contexts.
This could help the test team members appreciate how widely these initiatives vary in their
coverage of issues and detail sought, and the different approaches that can be adopted to
organising C&I into integrated sets. Secondly, it would create some opportunity for evaluating
the relevance of the base sets to a range of substantially different contexts. Furthermore, maintaining
some consistency with Phase 1 methodologies would enable later analytical comparison between
commercial and CF monitoring and sustainability.
With these considerations in mind, the C&I for CMF test team members were asked to
select C&I from the base sets to compose their initial disciplinary subsets for testing. The team
members were alerted to the possibility that the Base Sets might bear little relation to issues
prioritised by the local communities. They were asked to remedy any such deficiencies with the
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development of additional C&I. Furthermore, to maximise the number of potentially relevant
C&I that team members could chose from, for each test C&I sets whose content seemed to
most closely address the test sites conditions, were provided for testing. Therefore, the Brazilian
Base Sets included the C&I set developed for extractive reserves in the Amazonian State of
Acre, another set developed around the Amazonian forest products Brazil nuts and rubber and
the CIFOR Phase 1 Brazil test results; the Cameroonian test started with CIFOR Phase 1 Ivory
Coast test results (the nearest African example) amongst its base sets; and the Indonesian test
base sets included the CIFOR Phase 1 Indonesian test results and the Lembaga Ecolabeling
Indonesia (LEI) C&I set. What may have been lost by not keeping the base sets constant across
test sites, was made up for by the gains obtained from guiding the testers towards the development
of C&I that capture the factors most instrumental in determining sustainability at their test sites.
Whereas the Brazilian and Indonesian teams were each presented with three Base Sets, the
Cameroonian team of the first test was presented with ten sets. Many of these ten sets, however,
were short and consisted of management assessment guidelines rather than P, C, I & V. This
high number of Base Sets was found to draw too much attention from any single base set and
was, therefore, reduced on subsequent tests.
Some of the base sets were tested on more than one test. The Turkish Forest Village C&I
set, because of its focus on communities, was included for testing on the Brazilian and Indonesian
tests (we were unaware of its existence at the time of the Cameroonian test). The CIFOR Phase
1 Brazil and Indonesian test results were tested on the Cameroon test. The C&I set for Brazil
nuts and rubber tested on the Brazilian test was also tested on the Indonesian test as rubber was
an important cash crop at the Indonesian test site.
None of the test teams had access to the results of the tests of C&I for CMF that had
already been completed. This was to prevent them from being influenced by each others ideas
and ways of perceiving sustainability. Where necessary, methodological improvements were
made in the later tests, although these were minimal. The most significant amendment was the
revision of the C&I Justification Form after both the Cameroonian and Indonesian tests.

1.7.3 The Use of the Conceptual Hierarchical Framework of
P, C, I & V
The test team members were asked to formulate and organise their P, C, I, V into a hierarchical
framework. To do so, team members drew primarily on definitions and concepts found in the
Tropenbos manual Hierarchical Framework for the Formulation of Sustainable Forest
Management Standards (Lammerts van Bueren and Blom 1997) as well as CIFOR explanations
(and reference to other C&I example sets [Appendix 5])9. The hierarchical framework is
diagrammatically presented in Box 1.1.
The hierarchical framework used has some conceptual limitations. Its two-dimensional
aspect and four-hierarchical levels were recognised during the tests planning phase as too
narrow for capturing the complex, dynamic relationships between factors determining
sustainability or the lack thereof. However, this weakness was considered to be more than
offset by the benefits derivable from its ease of use. Since it was used to structure C&I tested
on previous CIFOR tests for commercial timber management, its retention also facilitates the
comparison between C&I proposed on other CIFOR tests for different management objectives.

9

One of the key differences between the CIFOR and Tropenbos approaches to C&I frameworks is that the
Tropenbos framework is a P, C & I framework, and views Verifiers as a means of verification, whereas CIFOR
employs verifiers as the pieces of information or data which verify an indicator (and uses Methods as the
means of verification) (CIFOR 1999). The C&I sets resulting from the CMF tests in this report include a mix
of both - indicating the need for clarity on this point.
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1.7.4 The C&I Selection and Screening Process
i) Overview
Many of the methodological elements used during the tests of C&I for CMF had been developed
and tested during previous CIFOR tests of C&I for timber production in natural forests at the
Forest Management Unit level (Prabhu et al. 1996). This includes the iterative process of C&I
refinement, which consisted of four reviews (referred to as filters) of each disciplinary C&I
subset. The series of filters helped to eliminate redundant, comparatively ambiguous and/or
difficult or costly to apply C&I. Each filter provided a new set of opportunities for refining C&I
and introducing new C&I statements.
Filter 1. The selection of C&I from existing (or guideline) base sets (Annex 2). The base
sets used varied between tests (section 1.7.2). At this initial phase the team members
were also encouraged to propose any new C&I they thought important that were not
present in the base sets. This first filtering process, carried out by each of the test team
members individually, resulted in three preliminary subsets of C&I (one for each discipline:
ecology, socio-economics and technical management).
Filter 2. This filter was the initial interdisciplinary team revision of the first C&I subsets
produced. The subsets amended as a result of this revision were those taken to the field
for testing in consultation with community members.
Filter 3. The third filter was the field testing of C&I. This was undertaken by the test
teams in consultation with the forest interest groups within the local community over a
period of 10-14 days. The communities were encouraged to constructively contribute to
C&I development and selection. The C&I that were accepted after this filtering process
made up the third version of subsets, i.e., those presented at the start of the concluding
workshop.
Filter 4. The C&I subsets were subjected to a fourth review by participants at the
concluding workshop. The workshop participants were asked to assess the wider
applicability of the C&I selected as relevant to the test site conditions, bearing in mind the
characteristics of other CMF with which they were familiar.
Following the Cameroonian workshop, the Forest Management C&I subset was subjected
to a final, fifth review by the forest management specialist. Some of the Brazilian and Indonesian
team members also made final amendments to the C&I subsets following the concluding
workshop but on a lesser scale.
Each specialist completed a Justification Form for each P, C, I & V they chose to
include in their disciplines C&I subset (Annex 3). The specialist recorded on this form relevant
input and observations made by community members, as well as the level of understanding and
agreement to it among community members. A brief explanation of the relevance of each C&I
to the test site conditions was also included.
Various elements of the previously tested methodologies (e.g., the filters and Base Sets)
were kept in the CMF tests to make later comparison of C&I proposed for different forest
management objectives possible. However, the nature of CF meant that the CMF tests also
demanded a more open-ended approach. This led to a more even-spread of emphasis across the
testing of existing C&I and the development of new ones based specifically on the special
characteristics of CMF at the test sites (as described in 1.7.2). In contrast to CIFORs C&I
tests for commercial timber management, the CMF tests also paid more attention to facilitating
the participation of the test site communities.
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ii) Preparation of C&I Discipline Specific Subsets for Field Testing
(Filters 1&2)
Before the test started, the team members were supplied with a Briefing Folder that contained
their Terms of Reference, a brief description of the test site, a paper explaining the Tropenbos
hierarchical conceptual framework and the base sets. Individuals then went through the first
step of the exercise (Filter 1) at their home base. Interdisciplinary teamwork thus commenced
after each specialist had already decided upon an initial elimination of elements from the base
sets. In most cases, the discipline specialists had by then already developed a number of C&I to
compensate for what, in their opinion, constituted limitations in the base sets with respect to the
characteristics of CMF.
During the first day of teamwork the conceptual and methodological bases of the testing
exercise were explained. Working definitions for some terms were provided and the proposed
schedule of activities presented. Additional information was given about the test site. The following
3-5 days of teamwork were devoted to an interdisciplinary team review of the C&I compilations
proposed by each of the team members (Filter 2). Where possible, maps and literature on the
test site were provided and people with special knowledge of the sites invited to give a briefing.
By the end of this period, further modifications had been made to the sets through the elimination
or alteration of existing C&I and the development of new C&I. In most cases, a substantial
redistribution of C&I among the three subsets had taken effect.

iii) Fieldwork (Filter 3)
The 10-day period of fieldwork concentrated on two types of interrelated information collection
and verification methods to help identify the most relevant C&I. These were:
· field checking to establish the scientific relevance of proposed C&I; and
· checking proposed C&I against local inhabitants interpretations of field conditions,
and comparing the proposed C&I with the C&I used by local inhabitants to interpret
field conditions.
Field visits were accompanied by villagers. A number of randomly selected kitchens,
farms, fallow, secondary and natural forest land areas within the two focal villages were visited
(Box 1.3). The team members and villagers discussed their interpretations of field observations.
This was to clarify the relevance of C&I and of information from different sources to the
assessment of site conditions.
To facilitate on-going interdisciplinary collaboration, the team members were asked to
work together in alternating pairs. On most days, they assembled in the evening to review and
compare notes and progress, and in the morning to plan and coordinate activities for the
forthcoming day or two.
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Box 1.3 Locations for the Cameroonian Test
Natural (Original) Forest
Chosen Definition: Old growth forest that has never, as far as is known, been cleared
for agriculture or settlement purposes but that may have been logged in the past and
be subjected to NTFP harvesting.
In areas of natural forest, information was gathered on fishing, hunting and the tending
and harvesting of non-timber forest products. The species, different strata, canopy
openings, age class distributions of tree species, condition of swamps and slopes, and
general state of the forest were observed. Indications of past exploitation, such as old
logging tracks and tree stumps, were noted. The species were compared with those in
fallows and secondary forests in terms of type, frequency and luxuriance. The visits to
natural forest helped clarify the community members attitudes towards the forest.
Secondary Forests Chosen Definition: Fallows in the advanced stages of ecological
succession which have regained many attributes of the natural original forest, but whose
species composition and morphological strata nonetheless continue to differ in several
aspects.
The species composition of secondary forests was assessed and compared with that
of areas classified as fallows. Typical species included oil palm (Elaeis quineensis) and
umbrella trees (Musanga cecropioides). Large diameter trees of the latter species
indicated the maturity of secondary forests. Information was collected on the rate of
conversion of secondary forest into farm land and the occurrence of locally protected
soil-improving tree species. Consideration was given to the sustainability aspects of
site preparation and cropping methods applied to areas of secondary forest.
Farms Chosen Definition: Land cultivated by village inhabitants with food and cash
crops, mainly with the use of shifting agricultural technologies.
On farm visits information was obtained through observation and, in some cases,
measurement (casual estimation of farm sizes and distances between crops and mounds,
etc.). Data were collected on cropping patterns, seasonality, farm tools, ownership
rights, crop varieties and yields, the number of farms and farm size in relation to family
size, farm boundaries/boundary species and the length of fallow periods. All these
factors were considered in terms of their impact on the natural forest. Explanations
provided by accompanying villagers for observations made on their farms in situ, facilitated
the testing and development of C&I.
Fallows
Chosen Definition: Areas where cultivation was abandoned 1-10 years ago. Newly
abandoned farm fields to fields abandoned as long as seven years ago were visited.
Reasons for abandoning cultivation were established as were the species composition
and usefulness of fallows in various stages of regrowth. The natural regeneration of
economic species and species indicative of recuperated soil fertility was particularly
noted.
Family Kitchens and Dwellings
In family homes people were interviewed about the harvesting and uses of forest foods,
medicines and materials found in the kitchen and other rooms. House construction
materials (such as clay, poles, corrugated iron sheets, leaves, materials used to tie
poles into place) were observed to determine the approximate ratio of forest materials
to substitutes used. The use of forest materials in the making of furniture was noted.
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Village meetings and individual interviews
The team members were asked to choose their own methods for encouraging interactive
participation. During the field testing phase, structured information gathering PRA and focused
interviewing techniques were used. Considerable spontaneous, open-ended exchange of
information also took place between the communities and the teams. The main methods used to
generate information from villagers were:
· participatory rural appraisal exercises (PRA);
· key informant or informal interviews; and
· focus group discussions.
These methods ensured that extensive directed and open-ended interviews and exchanges
of views took place. By talking with key informants in the presence of many villagers at large
meetings, it was possible to witness the cross checking of information among the villagers
themselves. However, large meetings can sometime inhibit individuals from providing certain
types of information which they think might arouse the disapproval of some of those present.
More on the spur of the moment forms of encouragement were used to engage different
interest groups such as farmers, forest product harvesters, women, men, youth, elderly, village
chiefs and other segments of village society.
More in-depth, semi-structured interviews were conducted with key informants or local
experts by the specialists individually with reference primarily to their own disciplines. Additionally,
several semi-structured interviews were held with small groups of villagers who shared a particular
interest or skill (village policy making, coordination of village-based development initiatives,
agriculture, forest product gathering, hunting, etc.).
This degree of community participation in the testing and development process represents
a novel activity. While it was anticipated that the community would be able to convey important
knowledge about their natural resource use systems, there was less certainty as to what the
implications of this knowledge would be for directing the course of enquiries. There was also
uncertainty as to whether meaningful participation would be possible in such a short time span.
Explaining Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers
Underlying concepts and terms were explained as much as possible to all participants involved
in the tests. Community members at the sites were given simple definitions and examples of P,
C, I & V.
Generally they had little difficulty understanding the word principle to mean a universal
law or ideal as perceived by the individual, i.e., something of far-reaching consequence and
fundamental importance.
A criterion was described as an important issue, goal or desire that is associated with
the fulfilment of the law or ideal represented by a principle. Local people had some difficulty
differentiating between principles and criteria. The members of the test teams sometimes had
similar difficulties.
The concept of an indicator was the most readily understood. An indicator was explained
to be a sign, symptom, attribute or ingredient of a state, attitude, circumstance or change, by
which its cause, purpose, effect or character may be described or better understood. Many
different types of indicators exist. Simple examples can be used as illustrations: a high temperature
in a child is indicative of illness; falling yields may indicate declining soil fertility, drought or pest
attack; mould is a symptom of decay.
It was explained that several types of signs can be identified. Some types of signs that
community members can identify are given in Box 1.4 together with examples of indicator
categories into which they fall, including the pressure-state-response categories proposed for
monitoring by the OECD (Bakkes et al. 1994).

Introduction: Testing and Developing Criteria and Indicators for Community Managed Forests

17

Local people had no difficulty in recognising different types of signs. However, it was
felt that asking them to systematically classify indicators (as pressure, response, state, etc.)
would unnecessarily complicate the exercise and therefore was not attempted.
Box 1.4
·

Signs and Corresponding Indicator Classifications

Signs that certain events are likely to happen.
Example: Converting young fallows to agriculture indicates more work for women
and less for men (Brazilian CIFOR test site communities).
Corresponding indicator classifications: Predictive indicators where reliable cause
and effect relationships are known to exist.

·

Signs of whether the way in which something has been or is being done is
appropriate.
Example: Fire management strategies, rubber tapping methods and equipment,
voting procedures that indicate the efficiency and appropriateness of how specified
objectives are being fulfilled. In our examples the strategies and methods are
taken as signs of how something is done.
Corresponding indicator classifications: Process indicators.

·

Signs of whether alternatives, remedial or compensatory measures are
required.
Example: Number of chain saws/shot guns owned, size of agricultural clearings,
i.e., the objects/actions (i.e., harvesting equipment and intensity) that cause impact
or stress and are a determinant of scale of impact.
Corresponding indicator classifications: Pressure indicators.

·

Signs that a condition or situation is improving or deteriorating in response
to pressure or to a change in the form of a new intervention, decision or
attitude.
Example: Yield response to intercropping; change in forest fire hazard attributable
to a new fire management strategy; the change in distribution patterns resulting
from a decision taken; social response to an innovative idea (adaptation, indifference,
rejection), etc.
Corresponding indicator classifications: Response indicators.

·

Signs of suitability for a particular course of action or intervention.
Example: Soil type, forest structure, size of forest area or organisational structure.
Comparable indicator classifications: State indicators, descriptive indicators.

Transition from field testing to the workshop review
Following the field testing phase, the team members were given a couple of days to revise the
contents of C&I subsets, complete the C&I Justification Forms and prepare presentations for
the final workshop.
Six villagers from the test site were invited to participate in each workshop. These people
were selected partially on the basis of their outgoing personalities and self-confidence, to help
ensure they would contribute to discussions at the workshop. Leading up to the workshop,
they worked together with a facilitator to prepare their own presentations on matters they
believed affect forest sustainability in their area. The facilitator on each test was asked to avoid
as far as possible influencing the content of the community participants presentations.
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iv) Workshop Review (Filter 4)
Each workshop took the form of a peer review of the C&I produced during the test. The
workshop represented the last C&I filtering process. In addition to disseminating information
about the C&I testing process and its objectives, the workshops were intended to:
· remove ambiguous C&I from the proposed sets;
· select the most relevant, easy to measure and cost-effective of the proposed C&I;
and
· assess the applicability of C&I identified as relevant to the test sites conditions, to
other community managed forest situations with which the workshop participants
were familiar.
The workshops averaged 25-30 additional participants invited from local, regional and
national government departments, academic institutions and NGOs, including representatives
of CIFORs collaborating institutions. Also attending the Brazilian workshop were several forest
farmers from other communities in the same region as the test site. In particular, organisations
known to have an active interest in developing and using C&I for CMF were invited.
The workshops commenced with presentations by the community participants and the
test team members. All participants were then divided into groups to review the proposed C&I.
At the Cameroonian and Brazilian workshops, the three groups set up were unidisciplinary,
matching the discipline of the C&I set they were assigned to review. At the Cameroonian
workshop two groups were initially formed for each discipline. Early in the proceedings the
two social groups were combined, as were the two ecology groups. Due to the large number of
foresters present, two forest management groups were maintained throughout the workshop.
At the Indonesian workshop, three multidisciplinary review groups were formed  each of
which focused on reviewing C&I for one discipline. All the review groups included at least one
of the test sites inhabitants.
The form of participation in the workshops by community members was considered on
a case by case basis for each test, along with the options available for facilitating participation.
Several community members gave presentations at the workshops about what factors they
think strongly affects sustainability. They also actively participated in the review groups set up
during the workshops to critically appraise the proposed C&I. On each test a skilled facilitator
was hired to offer guidance and support.

1.7.5 Post Test Analysis: Identification of Commonalities Across Sites
After the completion of the three tests, the final C&I sets produced were compared for
commonalities. First, we sought to identify the C&I that appeared the final sets of all three tests.
Then the C&I common to two of the tests results were separated from those that were testspecific.
The C&I were classified into topic categories using key words and/or taking into account
their conceptual content10. This allocation of C&I into categories was often based on assumptions
concerning the meaning intended by the discipline specialists. Sometimes it was not possible to
be sure whether the specialists were in agreement on the precise meaning of words such as

10

Although the analysis drew on the information related in the Justification forms, the number of Justification
Forms filled in on each test was so vast (because of the number of transformations that many of the C&I
underwent over the stages of the iterative process) that it was not possible to analyse the contents of all these
forms systematically. However, our review of the C&I results draws on observations recorded in the Justification
Forms. These forms are being retained by CIFOR for future reference, should there be interest in tracing the
development of some of the C&I generated by the tests.
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institutions, organisations, norms, rules, regulations. Nor was it clear to which extent
different words were used interchangeably. Matched C&I should therefore be regarded as
being of similar rather than identical meaning.
In the process of matching isolated statements no consideration was given to their
contextual significance within the C&I set, i.e., deriving from how they relate to other C&I
within the hierarchy. This was seen as a limitation. In reviewing the test results, we therefore
also consider the significance of bundles or complexes of C&I developed around specific topics
and how the C&I of these complexes derive their significance through their relationships with
each other11.

11

The C&I included in the Introductory Guide to Criteria and Indicators of Sustainability in Community Managed
Forests (Ritchie et al. 2000) in fact are regrouped around CMF-oriented themes.
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Chapter 2.
Introduction to Research Results: Criteria
and Indicators of Sustainability in Community
Managed Forests12
A community managed forest C&I assessment can be likened to a landscape painted with the
spectrum of colours provided by the C&I selected. There is not just one way of interpreting and
representing a landscape; seen through different eyes, it will be perceived and thus be painted
differently. The C&I included in the sets are not the whole truth or necessarily the most
important C&I from all perspectives; their rationale and validity is not unquestionable. This is
as it should be, not only because of the nature of sustainability, but also because this research
initiative penetrates uncharted terrain. The insights provided into the methodological approaches
used and the C&I generated, are intended to stimulate further thought and inquiry, and provoke
greater participation in C&I debates, especially where these focus on CMFs and NTFPs. The
aim has been to expose some of the complexity underlying CMFs, while at the same time
enabling their understanding. This is achieved through facilitating the identification of the multiple threads which are common across CMFs, yet which have been woven into different
patterns in each unique environmental and socio-political contexts.
The vast number of Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers generated throughout
the filtering processes (756 in total) negates the possibility of documenting in this report all of
the changes and permutations each of the C&I subsets underwent at each stage of the filtering
process. Nor, in fact, would such detail offer the most valuable analysis. Instead, the following
sections of this report draw on the processes, discussions, and documentation at each of the
various stages13 to explore and examine the C&I generated, as well as contextualise them through
background literature review and research.
All these C&I sets emerged through the application of the four iterative filtering stages
of the testing methodology (see Section 1 of this report). While the three final subsets generated
by the Brazil test are exactly those reviewed and amended by the workshop review groups (the
fourth filter), the final Cameroonian ecology subset was slightly modified by the team ecologist
following the workshop. The final Cameroonian forest management subset underwent a major
transformation by the Cameroonian forest management specialist following its amendment by
the workshop management review group. The final ecology subset of the Indonesian test is that
which was agreed by the workshop ecology review group. Its final social and forest management
subsets, however, include substantial additional adaptations made following the workshop review
by the relevant team specialists.

Note:
In order to facilitate the use of this text, we have included shaded columns entitled Comments
and observations on C&I attributes throughout the Results section. We have included many
extra observations in these columns; we have also included additional blank space as well to
enable and encourage the reader to add their own notes and insights!.

12
13

This chapter written by N. Burford de Oliveira
The earlier versions of the C&I subsets, and the C&I Justification Forms used by the teams have been retained
by CIFOR for reference purposes.
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In our review of the final sets of C&I proposed by the test teams we took the following into
account:
• The rationales that can be offered to justify the acceptance of individual and complexes
of C&I (with reference to the Justification Forms completed by the discipline
specialists, among other things);
• Debate concerning the C&I that took place between different groups involved in the
C&I development process, including the discipline specialists, community members,
members of the collaborating organisations, other collaborators and the workshop
participants;
• The conditions and evidence of management observed at the test sites;
• Reports submitted by the discipline specialists and other collaborators; and
• Literature on CMF to clarify the relevance of some C&I, build upon controversial
issues raised by debates during the tests and help assess the gaps in coverage of the
C&I sets created.
These facets of the testing experience brought into focus some conditions and trends
that we believe are typically relevant to the dynamic structure of traditional forms of CMF, or
explanatory of forces that strongly influence this structure. These conditions and trends could
be more accurately described as gradients or continua. At each point along a continuum a
different configuration of factors shapes the opportunities and constraints governing sustainable
forest resource management and its social dimensions. Major conditions and/or trends detected
were:
• Diversity and multiple use (e.g., roles and skills, economic diversification, habitat
diversity and biological diversity)
Gradient: Heterogeneity – homogeneity
• Collective action and the implications of community size
Gradient: Small – large communities
• The transformation/capitalisation of rural economies
Gradient: Traditional subsistence (gift) economies – capitalist market- based economies
Although not comprehensive, the three gradients are extensive and overlapping, and their
relevance was clear in the conditions encountered at the test sites. We highlight these gradients
here in the belief that their understanding will assist in the appreciation of the changing contexts
of CMF across diverse geographical settings (i.e., the diversity of settings against which the
C&I have to be assessed). Sustainability manifests itself temporally and, therefore, the need to
recognise change and its impact on sustainability is paramount.
In the following subsections we explore these conditions or trends and gradients, and
their related C&I, in more detail.

14

This chapter written by N. Burford de Oliveira
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3.1 Diversity and Multiple Use
Diversity is a recurrent theme in all the C&I sets developed during these tests. It appears in
connection with the landscape, species and species associations, their functions, products and
services, and the heterogeneity of the community in terms of forest user groups. The C&I
furthermore acknowledge the great potential of local social institutions to forge links between
the various forms of diversity to sustain the flow of forest benefits to individuals, groups and
the community at large, and maintain the resource’s productive capacity.

3.1.1 Diversity and traditional forest subsistence systems
Two features of natural tropical rainforests appear to be powerful determinants of community
forest utilisation patterns in these areas: 1) the forest’s high species diversity and 2) the low
spatial frequency of its individual species. The ratio between the number of species and the
number of individuals per species in a given unit area is known as the ‘diversity index’15 (Odum
1959 cited in Ooi Jin Bee 1993). At the Brazilian and Cameroonian test sites, in particular, this
index appeared to be a significant determinant of how people utilise and manage forest resources (Box 3.1).
Because of the high diversity index of tropical rainforests, food resources are likely to be
widely and sparsely distributed. However, plant biomass makes a much greater contribution to
total biomass than does animal biomass. Some academics have inferred this to mean that,
historically, forest plants have played a much more important role in the diet of hunter-gatherers,
at least in terms of volume, than have forest animal species (Ooi Jin Bee 1993). However, edible
plant species are sometimes rare, making a very small contribution to the total plant biomass.
The natural scarcity of edible species in tropical rainforests has been suggested as an explanation
for the low human population density in these areas (Richards 1993).
From the species diversity of tropical rainforests, individuals and households obtain a
wide range of plant and animal products with which they directly satisfy a variety of needs.
This diversity typically promotes the emergence of specialists within the village context, including
basket and mat weavers, herbalists, canoe builders, architects, carvers, hunters, fishers and
fruit gatherers. These groups of specialists rely on each other to retain intact the forest habitats
upon which their sought-after species depend. In this way, the forest’s ecological diversity can
be seen to foster collaboration, or at least interdependence, between forest user groups (Box
3.2). The forest also provides intangible benefits to the community as a whole. These include
those resulting from watershed protection, i.e., the maintenance of terrestrial biodiversity, and
the regulation of stream flow to maintain fish stocks and supplies of relatively clean drinking
water. Their mutual importance to individuals, households and specialised groups further stimulates
collaborative effort in regulating forest interventions.
Collaboration in multiple use sometimes occurs spontaneously in response to the complex
array of opportunities and limitations imposed by the diverse forest resource base. Often, however,
it is orchestrated by social organisations whose role is to manage the production and distribution
of forest benefits and to preserve the regenerative capacity of the forest’s resources. The
Indonesian test’s social scientist considered broad-based participation in community organisations
to be an important criterion for the effective channelling of forest management costs and benefits
among community members. He proposed that it is through participation in decision making
processes that the functions of these organisations are best defined and gain support. Each
forest interest group within the community, by contributing its specialised knowledge of the
forest to these organisations, contributes to the community’s collective capacity to accommodate
diverse requirements.

15

The index refers to both flora and fauna species.
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Box 3.1

Strategies to adapt to natural scarcity

One common determinant of forest interventions in the lowland tropics seems to be the
natural scarcity in rainforests of many medium- to large-sized mammals as well as of
individuals of most tree and many herbaceous species (Lathrap 1968 cited in Ooi Jin
Bee 1993; Gross 1975; Headland 1987). Faced with this scarcity, sustainable harvesting
is often given priority by forest inhabitants with an interest in minimising collection
costs. Below are some examples of labour efficiency and ‘collection cost’ reduction
mechanisms that are common at some of the test site communities and that can be
equated with sustainable practice.
•

Maintenance of useful forest trees and plants close to homesteads to minimise
energy expended on harvesting expeditions. This is often achieved by:
♦

protecting useful trees and plants during the conversion of forest to cultivated
land-uses. At the Cameroonian test site, for example, useful tall forest trees
are often protected when forest is converted to shifting agriculture.

♦

discriminating against the conversion of forest comparatively rich in useful
species. Farmers at the Brazilian test site commonly seek to clear forest
areas relatively poor in useful species. Clearance of certain vegetation formations
that perform important ecological functions is avoided. Tabocal bamboo groves,
for example, are generally protected because of their role as sites of refuge for
game animals.

• Careful timing of extractive and management activities to obtain a desired biological
or environmental response, thereby optimising returns to labour. In Cameroon,
good timing of land clearance operations was stressed as it influences the
effectiveness of agricultural fires, the efficient use of labour and crop yields. C&I of
seasonal controls for hunting and the extraction of NTFPs were formulated on all
tests. In Brazil, many local inhabitants take into account lunar, as well as seasonal,
considerations when planning agricultural, fishing or forest harvesting activities.
• Use of non-destructive harvesting techniques. Local understanding of ‘good’ versus
‘bad’ harvesting and tending practices is often sophisticated, e.g., for hunting,
fishing, honey gathering, the collection of lianas and rattans, bark removal, latex
tapping and logging. Although aware of the short-term benefits of burning low
vegetation around the base of Brazil nut trees, inhabitants at the Brazilian test site
understand the practice to be destructive in the long term and, therefore, advise
against it.
• Insistence on matching raw forest products to their most appropriate uses in order
to maximise the quality and life span of end products, and thus lower replacement
rates. In Cameroon, this was noted with respect to care given to using only mature
rattan and raffia in local house construction and furniture making. Local people at
the Cameroonian test site also stressed that durable timbers should be used for
crafting canoes and mortars.
• The alleviation of harvesting pressure on individual trees by reducing the number of
harvesting occasions that inflict plant tissue wounds. In the Cameroonian test, the
importance of storage and processing techniques was emphasised with this in
mind.
Obviously, these strategies are not always adopted, and how closely they are followed
depend upon related conditions. Their relative impact has to be assessed within a
broader context.
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Box 3.2

Forest Management C&I of multiple use – Cameroon Test

Rarely can forest interest groups survive in isolation. They have to reach accords regarding
inevitable competition and trade-offs between their interests. This led to the proposal of
the criterion ‘Different forest users and interest groups coexist harmoniously’ and
its indicator ‘User groups’ interests are complementary and do not adversely
compete’. This can be verified by the division of labour and the interdependence of
forest user groups within the village setting. Interdependence was clearly evident in the
SOLIDAM zone. There the management of the natural forest helps to protect forest
streams from siltation. These streams contain fish sought by fishers who use nets and
fishing baskets woven with cane and other raw materials carefully harvested from the
very same forest. When the fish is caught, it is dried with fuelwood also gathered from
the forest. The dried fish are placed into containers also woven from fibres and canes
from the forest, before they are transported to urban markets. This illustrates that a
wide range of forest products, usually harvested by different groups, is used in the
procurement, processing and dispatching of fish. Such long chains of operation show
how the interests of individual groups depend on each other and, therefore, on the
protection of the global value of the forest. They are of significance to the development
and testing of C&I for assessing or reporting on the sustainability of CMFs. Along these
chains occur linkages and trade-offs between factors of socio-economic, ecological
and forest management importance, many of which have multiple implications for future
sustainability. When well studied, these chains or pathways can be useful in establishing
more specific qualitative and quantitative measures of sustainability.

3.1.2 C&I: multiple use
Management for multiple benefits, including products and services, appeared as a principle for
forest management in the Cameroonian and Brazilian sets (Box 3.3). It is also conceptualised in
one or more criteria in all the forest management and social C&I subsets. Moreover, the concept of multiple use is implied through associations between the C&I within each set. Regulation of competing interests to fairly cater for multiple social and ecological requirements is
addressed under the Indonesian social principle ‘Economic gains do not compromise ecological integrity’. This principle is supported by C&I on the ‘Optimisation of the local agroforestry
system and tembawang forest gardens’. In the Cameroonian forest management subset the
regulation of competition is addressed by the criterion ‘Different forest users and interest
groups of forest products coexist harmoniously’ for which one of the indicators given is ‘The
interests of the various community forest user groups complement each other and do not
adversely compete’.
Box 3.3 C&I on multiple benefits
Cameroonian Test - C&I examples from the Forest Management set
Principle:

Most members of the village community recognise and seek to maintain
the global value of their forest as determined by its multiple uses and
services.

Criteria:
• The villagers have sufficient knowledge of the composition and distribution of
different forest types.
• The natural forest’s role in community health care is being consciously preserved.
• Different forest user and interest groups of forest products coexist harmoniously.
• Villagers participate with other stakeholders in the protection of timber resources
in their communities.
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Box 3.3 Continued
Indonesian Test - C&I examples from the Forest Management set
Principle

:

Sustained yield of Tembawang forest gardens and natural forest.

Criterion 1 :

Natural forest is maintained for its productive and environmental
values.

Indicators:
•

Productivity of natural forest is maintained.

•

Conversion to other land uses is restricted.

• Traditional conservation concepts support the maintenance of biological and
ecological diversity.
Brazilian Test - C&I examples from the Forest Management set
Principle

:

There are multiple uses of natural resources, including the
extraction of timber and non-timber forest products, agricultural
activities and fishing, and these uses are sustainably integrated.

Criterion 1 :

Natural resources offer a vast range of social, economic, cultural
and environmental goods and services.

Indicators:
• Existence of multiple use-based forms of management of ecosystems and natural
resources.
• Existence of zones defining areas for different intensities of use in accordance with
their potential.
• Understanding of the qualitative and quantitative capacity of natural resources used
and managed (in production and economic terms).

3.2

Collective Action and the Implications of Community
Size

The word ‘collective’ hardly appears among the C&I developed. This is surprising given that
many people associate CMF with collective action. Sometimes it is even thought of as a qualifier of CMF. Several of the C&I complexes that were formulated will, however, generate information from which a great deal concerning collective action can be deduced. There are at least
three interconnected facets to the concept of collectivity:
1) the willingness of all individuals within a group to contribute to the creation of public
goods by foregoing personal gains;
2) everyone participating in the same activity (including decision making, conflict resolution
or rule enforcement) to pursue a common goal; and
3) people taking on complementary roles in order to pursue a common goal.

3.2.1 C&I: collective action
Exemplary of the first facet of collectivity is the Cameroonian forest management verifier ‘Villagers exploit raw materials in a sensible and frugal manner to ensure the sustainability of
local cottage industries’. (This assumes all villagers comply with this statement and not just
those who benefit directly from employment provided by the cottage industries). The Cameroonian
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social criterion ‘Access to community forest commons is regulated through collective action
and support’ has a similar focus. Each of these statements requires examining whether, in the
common interest, people forego the greater private profits that they could obtain from overharvesting resources. We must, however, recognise that sacrifices made may be partly imposed by regulations, and therefore not wholly representative of the individual’s willingness.
The Indonesian forest management and social subsets are particularly rich in C&I for
assessing participation in common activities (the second facet of collectivity). The Indonesian
ecological verifier ‘Spontaneous objection or response of any community member to anyone
who uses the (protected) area’ and the Brazilian social indicator ‘Active community participation
in the conception and monitoring of agroforestry resource management systems’ also deal
with participation. From the Cameroonian set, the social indicator ‘Response to calls by village
heads and opinion leaders for collective action against intruders, e.g., forest exploiters and
non-community members’ and the verifier ‘Collectively organised patrols’ (the only two
statements from the three tests that contain the word ‘collective’) address villagers’ involvement
in or commitment to common activities.
The third facet of collectivity is founded on the concept of social cohesion and unification
arising through the coordination and integration of diverse objectives and activities. It embraces
the trade-offs collectively made and supported to secure harmonisation of interests and activities.
It is portrayed by the Cameroonian forest management indicator ‘The interests of the various
community forest user groups complement each other and do not adversely compete’, and
verifier ‘Interdependence between direct and indirect forest user groups’. Such indicators and
verifiers of interdependence and complementarity lead assessments towards establishing the
consequences of change in attitudes or actions. They can be thought of as ‘foundational’ I&V
for appraising the compensatory adaptations of people to the new constraints and opportunities
presented by changing circumstances.

3.2.2 Community size and its influence on the potential for
collective action
Community size can be a significant determinant of the types of rules and norms needed to
control resource exploitation. The larger the community the more difficult it becomes for individuals to maintain sufficient contact and communication with each other to make collaboration
agreements and collectively design and enforce strategies and regulations for their common
good (Baland and Platteau 1996).
Another consideration related to community size concerns the cost-benefit ratio of the
individual’s contribution to managing common resources for the creation of public goods.
Baland and Platteau (1996) argue that the sacrifices the individual has to make to assume a fair
share of management responsibilities are increasingly undercompensated as the number of
beneficiaries grows. The more people who receive benefits from collaborative common resource
management, the smaller their individual shares are liable to be in relation to the size of their
required contribution to the production and protection of public goods. That is, the individual’s
personal gain from cooperation makes up an increasingly smaller proportion of the common
good, as more people benefit. Their sacrifices (i.e., abstinence from free-riding behaviour)
appear progressively greater by comparison. Therefore in larger communities, where the
responsibility for common resource management is more widely diffused, reliance on voluntary
cooperation is more likely to fail in the protection of the sustainability of common resources.
The potential for sustainable collective resource management thus appears to be positively
correlated to community ‘smallness’. Baland and Platteau (1996) theorise convincingly that
community size is a more powerful determinant of collective action than is its social homogeneity.
Empirical evidence strongly supports their theory.
The C&I generated by the tests most directly concerned with community size are those
that deal with population growth and its control. However, most of these C&I reflect a broader
concern – that of the capacity of the resource base to satisfy community demands in the long-
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term. There is nothing to suggest the test teams considered the influence of community size on
community members’ willingness to cooperate in the management of common resources.
However, some measure of community size is needed against which to assess the successful of
CMF systems in overcoming or exploiting the constraints and opportunities conferred by size.
How communities manage to thrive under constraints, or overcome them, affects the sustainability
of their forest resources. Therefore, C&I on certain key community characteristics (i.e., size,
location along river, distance from markets, etc., most of which are either fixed or not amenable
to modification by the community in the short-term) are needed for process and outcome
variables to be assessed in relation to local potential. That is to enable measures of performance
and achievement to be interpreted in the context of local capacity and incentives. Few C&I
were generated to describe key fixed variables in the field tests; this may have been because the
specialists were encouraged to concentrate on formulating C&I on variables under the
community’s control.

3.3

The Transformation/Capitalisation of Rural
Economies

In the social sphere, the test results relate to trends typical of communities moving from more
isolated, traditional, subsistence economies to economies more integrated in the mainstream
economy and culture.
Christodoulou (1993), for example, describes land and forest resource allocation patterns
in traditional African communities and the manner in which these patterns were transformed
into capitalist rural economies. Traditionally, a family that cleared land and subsequently cultivated
the cleared land could claim exclusive use, but not ownership, of the area for itself and its
descendants. It was the birth right all community members to receive enough land to meet the
subsistence needs of his or her nuclear family. Access to land was tied to its use. Normally,
when farmers left the community, they were required to give up their rights of land access.
However, usually they retained the right to receive land for cultivation upon their return to the
community. Gradually this led to the formation of a constellation of land unit groups associated
with different descent groups. Out of this development grew a need for more coherent, unified
approaches to protecting and defending land belonging to the wider kinship group of early
inhabitants. Simple land administration bodies emerged to fill this need. Their authority often
had a religious basis and paid heed to ancestral spirits. As the community grew in size and
complexity, more complicated hierarchical authoritative and administrative structures developed
and mergers with wider quasi-state powers sometimes occurred to regulate the affairs of the
wider kinship group (ibid.).
Forest farmers have been stimulated into producing greater market surpluses by the
growing opportunities for trade with outsiders. Surpluses of forest goods are often more profitable
compared to agricultural surpluses because production costs are close to nil, and because part
of the costs of extraction from common, open-access forest is externalised and borne by the
community (Wilkie and Godoy 1997). Preference tends therefore to be given to the trade of
forest goods taken from open-access forest, e.g., large bush meat mammals, animal skins and
nuts that have a relatively high price to transport cost ratio (ibid.). Empirical evidence abounds
that, adding to the threat this commercial forest harvesting pressure poses to the forest, there is
an accelerating rate of forest conversion to accommodate higher agricultural surplus production.
Increases in the scale of agricultural production and the introduction of cash crops have brought
about wage labour and the demise of mutual forms of assistance.

3.3.1 Consequences of rural capitalisation
The capitalisation of forest communities’ traditional subsistence systems can be observed as a
salient trend in many corners of the globe (Christodoulou 1990: Otsuka 1998). The trend has
many interlinked consequences, two of which appear to be particularly applicable. Firstly, the
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capitalisation of the primary sector increases competition for land and, hence, the number of
large land holdings and the number of landless rural inhabitants. As a result, in many of what
may still be referred to as forest communities, customary tenure is secured for only a minority
by registration. Most forest farmers face increasing uncertainty vis-à-vis their access to natural
resources.
Out of this first consequence the second arises: a pool of cheap labour comprised of the
forest farmers displaced from their holdings by competition. The global increase in the rural
landless population (both numerically and as a proportion of the total rural population) is known
to be positively correlated with the growth of rural poverty (Christodoulou 1990). The rural
landless rank amongst the socio-economic groups most vulnerable to exploitation and coercion.
They are susceptible to debilitating reliance on unequal dependency relationships for securing
their immediate survival needs. In the Amazon region they are easily locked into the clientpatron relationships that typify timber production along the large Amazonian rivers and their
tributaries (Marcus Oliveira, pers. comm.). Their predicament widens the applications of C&I
on participation, distribution and fairness, introducing new dimensions in addition to those
characteristic of comparatively closed and self-sufficient traditional forest communities.
The drive to increase marketable surpluses makes economies of scale an attractive
proposition. Modern technologies are commonly employed to hasten achievement of this aim.
They are also used to increase the efficiency of hunting and forest product harvesting. Irrespective
of whether they are employed to manage or convert forest resources, their socio-economic
impact tends to be divisive (Reddy 1998). Only the relatively wealthy can afford modern
technologies. Their use makes production more lucrative, thus increasing the wealth of those
already relatively wealthy. This accentuates inequality in purchasing power, skewing the demand
structure so that desires of the wealthier are catered for, while less importance is attributed to
the needs of those whose purchasing power is too weak to exert much demand. The purchasing
power of poorer people is, moreover, eroded by technologies that permit greater economies of
scale, undermine the profitability of traditional forest-based industries, and reduce the employment
these once provided as wage labour becomes redundant. These developments are potent recipes
for social instability. They commonly culminate in rural violence or rural-urban migration as the
increasingly poor inhabitants seek to overcome their poverty. In contrast, by virtue of their low
cost and energy intensity, traditional technologies do not generally mitigate against equality of
resource access.
The capitalisation of forest communities nearly always has a profoundly destabilising
effect on their customary authority. With reference to processes of capitalisation and government
promotion of social reorganisation in Minangkabau communities in south-west Sumatra, Otsuka
(1998) concludes that ‘no matter how strong the top-down social and administrative hierarchies
were, the customary authority could form a social norm to avoid corruption and malpractice of
administrative leaders, followed strongly by communities’. As land tenure arrangements became
increasingly institutionalised, the new administrative powers became less concerned with fulfilling
the needs of the community than with satisfying their own interests.
Both in Brazil and Indonesia, the less isolated of the two communities that made up each
of the test sites was the one more integrated and actively reliant upon the external economic
order. In each case the less isolated community was the larger of the two, and it appeared to
enjoy higher agricultural and forest product prices. However, the forest resources of these
larger communities were very obviously more degraded. There was less forest remaining for
conversion, and the more highly prized and valuable forest products had been reduced to scarcity
over recent decades. The larger of the two Brazilian communities now relies on timber imported
from more remote communities to run its small-scale boat building industry, whereas previously
this industry drew on local timber stocks. Other forest materials such as lianas used in house
construction are now also increasingly being imported by the larger, more accessible community
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from smaller communities in more remote areas.

3.3.2 C&I: the transformation of traditional forest subsistence
economies
The important influence of rural capitalisation on equity, and therefore on social sustainability,
was most clearly addressed by the Brazilian team, especially by the Brazilian social scientist’s
C&I on wage remuneration, labour laws and freedom from coercion. These were grouped
under the criterion ‘Workers’ rights and conditions are appropriate and at least considered
just in employment relations between community members and external actors, concerning
the use of agroforestry resources’. Included is the indicator ‘Salaries and benefits are appropriate in relation to the tasks performed’ and its verifier ‘Community members have basic
workers’ documentation and access to legal benefits’. Another indicator given for the criterion
is ‘Absence of under-payment and the exploitation of child and female worker’ for which the
verifiers ‘Pertinent labour legislation is enforced’ and ‘The history, structure and allocation
of labour within the community over recent decades’ are provided. The application of some of
these I&V is potentially problematic, especially where they can be mistakenly perceived to
equally apply to traditional and capitalist forms of labour application. Unpaid labour, in the
traditional context, might be acceptable when remuneration is in kind. In the capitalist context it
is unlikely to be acceptable.
C&I in the Brazilian social subset relating to freedom of movement are also grouped
under the above criterion. Among them is the indicator ‘Absence of slave labour’ for which the
given verifiers are ‘Liberty to come and go’ and ‘No economic coercion or submission’. A
further indicator supporting the criterion is ‘The right of collective negotiation between the
community, its representatives, and external actors is guaranteed’, supported by the verifier
‘Contemporary histories of relations with external actors and the negotiation mechanisms
used by external actors’.
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Chapter 4.
Ecological Integrity, Landscape and
Human-Natural Systems Interfaces16
4.1 Overview
4.1.1 Introduction to the Section
Recent years have seen a move towards assessing the appropriateness of community forest
management in terms of its significance to landscape sustainability, and not just to the sustainability
of the forest stand.17 This section embraces this approach and thus explores issues of ecological
integrity, as it relates to landscape and human natural system interfaces. It examines the C&I
generated during the test for the assessment of habitat diversity (or landscape mosaic) and
forest structure. The wider significance of these issues to biodiversity conservation and cultural
survival is also discussed. Among the C&I considered are those related to:
·

the underlying causes of forest conversion (area decline) and fragmentation, e.g.,
population growth and the spatial dynamics of agriculture and its expansion;

· the implications of the forest-agriculture interface to biodiversity and the landscape
mosaic;
· outcomes of forest fragmentation, e.g., changes in forest mosaic, water regimes and
effects on soil resources; and
· measures to contain forest conversion and fragmentation processes, i.e., protected
areas, designated forest reserves and land use zones.

4.1.2 Background and C&I
The scale of forest conversion, and the fragmentation patterns it creates, manifests itself in the
landscape. The full impact of forest conversion depends on the habitat types affected, their size
and their location in relation to each other. These things along with edaphic, typographic and
climatic factors, set down constraints and create opportunities for human resource exploitation.
The landscape of CMF is formed by 1) natural elements and forces and 2) human
interventions. The diversity resulting from natural forces is intrinsic, in contrast to that caused
by human intervention which is imposed. However, this categorisation is over-simplistic, the
divide blurred, in fact, by the notion that human ecology and its health are natural phenomena
and that, therefore, humanly induced diversity is also natural.
In combination, intrinsic and imposed diversity give rise to cultural landscapes. Cultural
adaptations of (and to) these landscapes reflect the constraints and opportunities presented by
intrinsic diversity. Maintaining cultural diversity is often seen as being as important as maintaining
biodiversity since much empirical research suggests socio-cultural reproduction and the
maintenance of existing biodiversity are closely interdependent (Hladik et al. 1996). This
proposition was debated on several occasions during the tests. It was agreed that biodiversity
supports self-sufficiency in many traditional community contexts, and that cultural reproduction
in such cases depends on biodiversity maintenance, at least to some extent.
16
17

This section was written by N. Burford de Oliveira with H. Hartanto and T. Setyawati.
The value of appraising CMFs in the context of their landscape interactions has gained increasing recognition
during the debate on the certification of CMFs and CMF products (Markopoulos 1998).
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At the landscape level, the two conditions highlighted as fundamentally indicative of
biological forest sustainability during the C&I tests were:
· the retention of a continuous forest canopy; and
· the landscape mosaic.
The Brazilian and Cameroonian tests generated more C&I that explicitly refer to the
landscape or to landscape variables such as habitat diversity and mosaic than did the Indonesian
test. However, many of the Indonesian C&I can be applied equally well at different area scales
and could, therefore, also generate information on the landscape and the regional geographical
context.
To illustrate the integrative and comprehensive nature of the C&I in this section, we
offer by way of introduction the first ecological principle in the Brazilian set: CMF does not
compromise the biological diversity or the ecological integrity of the forest landscape or of
the terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems therein contained or adjacent. This principle broadly
embraces the overall integrity of all terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems. It contains five criteria
(Annex 3) to evaluate key, large-scale processes of change operating at the forest landscape
level. The I&V allocated to these criteria cover the:
·
·
·
·
·
·

rate of primary forest to agricultural land conversion;
overall forest structure, continuity and fragmentation;
effect of habitat fragmentation on forest heterogeneity and habitat diversity;
history and hazard factors of forest fires;
maintenance of riparian corridors and flooded forest habitats; and
physical, chemical and biological integrity of aquatic ecosystems (lakes and rivers).

These C&I can be used to assess the overall conservation status of the entire forest
ecosystem (including terrestrial and aquatic habitats), the integrity of the natural forest mosaic,
and the forests resilience to different types of anthropogenic disturbance.

4.2 Forest Structure and Biodiversity
This section offers some background to forest structure and biodiversity, relates it generally to
the C&I produced, then gives specific examples of forest structure C&I as well as offering an
analysis of some biodiversity-related C&I.

4.2.1 Background
Because of the close relationship between forest structure, biodiversity and fragmentation,
many of the C&I for assessing these conditions overlap or closely resemble each other (Tables
4.1, 4.2 & 4.3).
The intactness and extent of overall forest structure at the landscape level are good
indicators of conditions for biodiversity and sustainability. Many species growth rates and even
survival depends on conditions such as the shade and support provided by the forests structure.
Each plant and animal species has its functions in the forest ecosystem, including a contribution
to the creation of other species habitats. The long-term protection of this integrity is covered
by the Indonesian ecology criterion The forest ecosystems capacity to regenerate is assured.
The greater the ecosystems biodiversity, the more effectively it functions to support a living
environment. Plant-animal relationships are highly complex and many still poorly understood. It
is known, however, that although animals usually comprise only a small proportion of any of an
ecosystems biomes, they are very important ecosystem regulators through their roles as
pollinators, predators and seed dispersers (Leaky and Lewin 1995). Thus, the Indonesian ecology
C&I subset includes for the above quoted criterion the indicator Animal habitats are maintained
or restored. Humans are known to often play an active role in instigation of species extinction
cascades, by way of over-harvesting animals and/or by destroying habitats.
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Vegetation structure can indicate not only the plant species composition of an area but
also how its flora species community interacts with the physical resources available. Vegetation
determines the habitat and food sources for animals. A number of studies have shown a strong
relationship between plant and animal diversity (MacArthur and MacArthur 1961; Karr 1968;
Johns 1986; MacArthur and Peer 1992). The complexity of lowland tropical forests, in terms
of plant species and structure, allows the coexistence of many animal species with different
specialisations. For example, primate diversity is highly dependent on the availability of leaves,
fruits and seeds from certain types of tree species. It is therefore also determined by the
heterogeneity of habitat (Terborgh 1983; Johns 1986; Johns 1992). Thus floristic composition
and structure largely determine richness of fauna species. Changes in biodiversity, as Leaky and
Lewin (1995) observe, are not only about the exit and entry of individual species. They are
collective system changes that reflect a reorganisation and orientation of their remaining and
new component parts which creates new relationships, interactions and outcomes.
The tropical rainforest canopy is usually divided into several strata, each of which has its
own complement of plant and animal species. Although animals move between strata, each
strata constitutes the preferred habitat of a different group of species. Additional divisions
occur within each strata with the effect of increasing niche diversity. Each of these niches is a
unique environment needed to sustain the existence of specific organisms or species. Within
some species communities, developments lead to the creation of extra niches that are then filled
by a recruitment of additional species into the community (Ricklefs and Schulter 1993). Forest
structure must therefore be maintained to sustain, or allowed to develop to increase biodiversity.
Alterations in the natural habitats incur changes in resident plant and animal communities
and their relative population densities, and sometimes result in the elimination of many species.
A smaller number of generalist species (including weeds or pest species such as grasses, rats
and squirrels) whose less restricted diet confers upon them wider tolerance ranges, are able to
adjust and benefit from such changes, increasing their populations to invade vacated or newly
created habitat niches. Generally, the more specialised an animals diet, the more vulnerable it is
to suffering as a result of forest disturbance.
An example relating to this generalist-specialist continuum is the set of descriptions
Bedigong residents, in West Kalimantan,gave of the hornbills specialised feeding and nesting
habits. Sightings of hornbill in forest surrounding Bedigong have become increasingly rare in
recent years. Some local people believe that this bird, which is sacred to them, has become
locally extinct due to habitat destruction (hunting hornbills is taboo among Dayaks). Forest
species of the bird are quite sensitive to some forms of environmental disturbance. As local
farmers explained, a specific characteristic of this species is its breeding habitat (Box 4.7). The
females require large tree holes to nest, lay eggs and rear fledglings. This requirement led to
hornbill being considered the most likely species to be threatened by timber logging (McClure
1968).
The hornbill does, however, have some capacity to adapt to environmental change and is
unlikely to be disturbed by food shortages caused by a loss of high trees. Although such losses
reduce their foraging substrata, they can meet their dietary protein and mineral needs with
animal prey. The species is recognised as very mobile and travels considerable distances in
search for food. Among Asian forest hornbills, fig trees that are often comparatively common,
and have been considered especially important for territorial hornbills. In some areas hornbills
have been observed to respond to disturbance of the middle forest stratum, by moving to the
upper forest canopy layer. Provided some large trees with an abundance of fruit remain, they
will rarely compete as a result of a decrease in the density of fruiting trees. Some hornbill
species have a strong food preference for smaller fruiting trees. Should these trees be eradicated
during logging operations, then their foraging group size is likely to decline. Therefore, while
food availability may be a contributory factor limiting hornbill populations in logged forest, a
reduction of breeding sites is likely to have a much greater negative impact on their population
size (Kemp and Kemp 1975, Leighton, cited in Kemp 1985).
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The consequences of structural disturbance of different degrees differ from site to site
depending on species composition, soil fertility, original forest architecture and moisture regime.
These factors together create the light requirements of existing flora species, and they determine
how alterations to forest structure that affect light penetration, will impact upon these species
(Reid et al. 1993). With an adequate vertical and horizontal forest structure, we may assume
species populations can continue to thrive at least in relation to suitable existing habitat conditions.
Even where some animal and plant species have been partially or wholly removed, the most
important precondition for ecosystem recovery and integrity is the retention of a continuous
forest canopy cover.
We here assume that any consequences of biodiversity erosion at the localised level of
populations are less severe than those caused by degradation at the landscape or ecosystem
scale. The cover of structurally undisturbed forests offers the best possible conditions for the
retention of a vast proportion of the local flora and fauna and for the recovery of overexploited
species. A relatively intact forest cover also guarantees adequate levels of natural ecosystem
services in terms of long-term carbon storage pools and carbon sequestration, forest hydrology,
and micro- and mesoclimatic interactions associated with forest evapotranspiration. These
observations generated the Brazilian criterion A continuous and structurally undisturbed forest
still offers the most satisfactory ecological conditions for the maintenance of local biodiversity
and the sustainable use of forest resources.

4.2.2 C&I: Forest Structure
Compared to the I&V for this Brazilian criterion, the Cameroonian and Indonesian teams developed
more detailed I&V which distinguish between horizontal and vertical forest structure (Table
4.1). The Cameroonian ecology set includes as a verifier of structure Diverse plant formations
(succession) in the zones devoted to agricultural activities develop during the fallow period.
The Indonesian forest management specialist, recognising diversity to be correlated to structure,
included the indicator Vegetation structure in tembawang resembles that of natural forest in
support of the criterion Diversity of agroforestry products in tembawang is maintained. On
the Indonesian test, structural similarities between modified forest systems and natural undisturbed
forest were said to enhance the compatibility between forest types, providing continuity of
some habitat elements (niches). The more closely agroforestry or modified forest systems
replicate the original forests structure, the better they tend to be at performing the original
forests functions of soil and water resource protection.
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Table 4.1 C&I: Forest Structure

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

&ULWHULD HFRORJ\ 

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\ 

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\ 

 1DWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQLVDVVXUHG

 ,PSDFWVRQELRGLYHUVLW\DUH

 $FRQWLQXRXVDQGVWUXFWXUDOO\
XQGLVWXUEHGIRUHVWVWLOORIIHUV

PLQLPLVHG
,QGLFDWRU
 7KHKRUL]RQWDOGLVWULEXWLRQRI
GLIIHUHQWSODQWIRUPV
VWUXFWXUH VKRZVDG\QDPLVP

WKHPRVWVDWLVIDFWRU\HFRORJLFDO
,QGLFDWRU

FRQGLWLRQVIRUWKHPDLQWHQDQFH

 9HJHWDWLRQVWUXFWXUHLV

RIORFDOELRGLYHUVLW\DQGWKH

PDLQWDLQHG

VXVWDLQDEOHXVHRIIRUHVW

LQWKHVWUXFWXUHRIWKHIRUHVW

UHVRXUFHV

9HULILHUV
9HULILHUV
 $GHQVHVWDEOHIRUHVW FOLPD[
IRUP ZLWKDVWUXFWXUH
FRPSDUDEOHZLWKWKDWRIWKH

 7KHH[LVWHQFHRIDOOQRUPDO
VWUDWDLQWKHFOLPD[YHJHWDWLRQ

,QGLFDWRU


 %DVDODUHDGLVWULEXWLRQLV

3URSRUWLRQRISULPDU\DQG
VHFRQGDU\IRUHVWZLWKLQWKH

QRUPDO

&0)

RULJLQDOIRUHVWRIWKHUHJLRQ
 'LYHUVHSODQWIRUPDWLRQV
VXFFHVVLRQ LQWKH]RQHV
GHYRWHGWRDJULFXOWXUDO
DFWLYLWLHVGHYHORSGXULQJWKH
IDOORZSHULRG
,QGLFDWRU
 7KHYHUWLFDOVWUXFWXUH
WHUUDFLQJ LQWKHSULPDU\IRUHVW
LVQRWGLVUXSWHG
9HULILHUV
 7UHHWRSVDUHWLHUHG
 7UXQNGLDPHWHUVYDU\
 7KHXSSHUFDQRS\LVFRQWLQXRXV

&ULWHULRQ IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW 
 'LYHUVLW\RIDJURIRUHVWU\
SURGXFWVLQWHPEDZDQJLV
PDLQWDLQHG
,QGLFDWRU
 9HJHWDWLRQVWUXFWXUHLQ
WHPEDZDQJUHVHPEOHVWKDWRI
QDWXUDOIRUHVW

9HULILHUV


1HZDQQXDODJULFXOWXUDOODQG
FOHDULQJVDQGILUHVDUHGRQHLQ
DUHDVRIIDOORZUHJURZWKUDWKHU
WKDQSULPDU\IRUHVW

 )DOORZSHULRGVDUHQRWEHLQJ
UHGXFHGRYHUWKHFRXUVHRI
WLPH

9HULILHUV
 $JHFODVVHVDQGGLDPHWHU
GLVWULEXWLRQ
 7HPEDZDQJSURGXFHVWLPEHU
VSHFLHV

,QGLFDWRU


7KHDEXQGDQFHGRPLQDQFH
FRQVLVWHQF\ GLVWULEXWLRQ DQG
IUHTXHQF\RIVSHFLHVLV
FRPSDUDEOHWRWKDWRIWKH
RULJLQDOIRUHVW

4.2.3 C&I: Biodiversity and Species Richness
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

The criterion in the Indonesian ecology subset The forest
ecosystems capacity to regenerate naturally is ensured is
supported by the indicator Species richness is maintained
(Table 4.2). Species richness must be measured on a standard
per unit area basis to obtain assessments of different sites that
are comparable. For a given location, the larger the area, the
more likely it is to contain a greater number of species.
Comparisons are further facilitated if species richness is
measured for different habitats (ecozones and ecotones).
Variations in the composition of species richness provide some
insights into the environmental adaptability of specific species.
If habitats are differentiated, it should also be possible to draw
inferences about variation in species richness for remnant
habitats and the landscape as a whole.

Verifier
Sufficient numbers of key
species in various growth
stages

To make monitoring practical and economic, the Indonesian
ecologist maintained that a few key (indicator) species have
to be identified. From observations of changes in the vigour
or numbers of these species, inferences can be drawn about
other changes in the species community. Correspondingly,
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Relevance and Ambiguity:
Key species and indicator
species are often used as
interchangeable terms.
However, the term key
species is sometimes given a
broader interpretation to mean
species that play a crucial role
in maintaining the overall
integrity of the ecosystem
intact. This interpretation, it has
been argued, renders the term
useless.
The important point regarding
indicator species, is the need
to be precise regarding what
they are indicative of. Only if
this is stated, can the indicator
or verifier stand on its own.
Otherwise it would have to be
seen in the context of a higher
level statement.
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included in his subset is the verifier Sufficient numbers of
key species in various growth stages for the criterion The
capacity of the forest ecosystem to regenerate naturally is
ensured. Reid et al. (1993) recommend that species indicative
of this include those with extensive range requirements, ones
whose survival confers protection on the habitats of smallerranging species, and ones that are especially sensitive to
ecological change, i.e., endemics with highly restricted ranges
and animal species that are specialist feeders with restricted
ranges. Variations in ecosystems, however, mean it will rarely
be appropriate to use the same indicator species in different
geographical locations.
The controversy concerning the usefulness of the concept of
key or keystone species (see Scott Mills et al. 1993) was
not discussed on any of the tests. Species differ with respect
to conditions associated with their well-being, and their ability
to adjust to change, with some species suffering more quickly
and with more easily observable responses from forest
disturbances. A study by Thiollay (1991) in Guianan forests
showed that most understorey insectivore bird species are
adversely affected by disturbance. Babblers (Timaliidae), that
are insectivorous specialist feeders, were found to decline
sharply after logging and have been used as indicators of forest
regeneration in West Malayan rainforest (Wong 1985).
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Table 4.2

Selected C&I: Biodiversity

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\ 

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\

 %LRGLYHUVLW\LVFRQVHUYHG

 ,PSDFWVRQWKHIRUHVWV



&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\

XQGLVWXUEHGIRUHVWVWLOORIIHUV

ELRGLYHUVLW\DUHPLQLPLVHG
,QGLFDWRU
 6SDWLDORUJDQLVDWLRQZKLFK
SUHVHUYHVELRGLYHUVLW\

WKHPRVWVDWLVIDFWRU\

,QGLFDWRU 

HFRORJLFDOFRQGLWLRQVIRUWKH

 (QGDQJHUHGSODQWDQGDQLPDO

PDLQWHQDQFHRIORFDO

VSHFLHVDUHSURWHFWHG

ELRGLYHUVLW\DQGWKH

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\ 
 1DWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQLVDVVXUHG

VXVWDLQDEOHXVHRIIRUHVW

9HULILHUV
 $JUHHPHQWDPRQJFRPPXQLW\

,QGLFDWRU

PHPEHUVQRWWRKXQWFHUWDLQ

 7KHDEXQGDQFHGRPLQDQFH
FRQVLVWHQF\ GLVWULEXWLRQ DQG

 1RVLJQVRISURWHFWHGSODQWV

FRQYHUVLRQRISULPDU\KDELWDWV

DQGDQLPDOVRQPDUNHWV

&ULWHULRQ IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW 

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\

PXVWEHFRQWDLQHGVRDVQRWWR
UHVXOWLQELRGLYHUVLW\HURVLRQ



DQGWKHORFDORUUHJLRQDO

 7KHIRUHVWHFRV\VWHP¶V

H[WLQFWLRQRIVSHFLHV

FDSDFLW\WRUHJHQHUDWHLV

 7KHFRH[LVWHQFHDQGRUFR

DVVXUHG

3ULQFLSOH HFRORJ\

HYROXWLRQRIIDUPLQJIDOORZDQG



 7KHHFRORJLFDOLQWHJULW\RIWKH

IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQWV\VWHPV

,QGLFDWRU 

PDLQWDLQVRULQFUHDVHV

 $QLPDOKDELWDWVDUHPDLQWDLQHG

ELRGLYHUVLW\



 3URFHVVHVRIIUDJPHQWDWLRQDQG

FRPSDUDEOHWRWKDWRIWKH
RULJLQDOIRUHVW

UHVRXUFHV
,QGLFDWRU HFRORJ\

DQLPDOVSHFLHV

IUHTXHQF\RIVSHFLHVLV



 $FRQWLQXRXVDQGVWUXFWXUDOO\

IRUHVWLVPDLQWDLQHGLQWHUPVRI
DUHODWLYHO\FRPSOHWH

RUUHVWRUHG

DVVHPEODJHRIUHSWLOHVELUGV
,QGLFDWRU

9HULILHUV 

 7KHODQGXVHV\VWHPLV

 6XIILFLHQWQXPEHUVRINH\

LQWHJUDWHGFRQVLVWLQJRID

VSHFLHVLQYDULRXVJURZWK

GLYHUVLW\RIVXEV\VWHPVWKDW

VWDJHV

HQVXUHRYHUDOOELRGLYHUVLW\LV
UHODWLYHO\KLJKFRPSDUHGWRWKDW
RIDQ\RQHRIWKHVXEV\VWHPV
9HULILHU VRFLDO 
 &KDQJHVLQDYDLODELOLW\RIXVHIXO

DQGPDPPDOV

,QGLFDWRU 
 6SHFLHVULFKQHVVLVPDLQWDLQHG
&ULWHULRQ IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW



 'LYHUVLW\RIDJURIRUHVWU\
SURGXFWVLQWHPEDZDQJVLV

SODQWVDQGDQLPDOVSHFLHV

PDLQWDLQHG
,QGLFDWRU 


6SHFLHVDQGJHQHWLFGLYHUVLW\
LVPDLQWDLQHG

4.3 Forest Conversion, Fragmentation and Biodiversity
This section covers some background on forest conversion, fragmentation and biodiversity, as
well as the related C&I.

4.3.1 Background
Only a crude separation of C&I related to forest structure and forest fragmentation is possible.
Processes of forest fragmentation reflect obvious structural disturbance on the horizontal plane.
They alter the landscapes habitat composition. Compared to intact forest systems, fragmented
forest and, particularly isolated forest patches, are comparatively poor in biodiversity (Schelhas
and Greenberg 1996). Commonly fragmentation causes the local extinction of the original forest
species so that fragments will contain fewer original species than remaining expanses of continuous
forest (Zuidema et al. 1996). However, compared to other degraded elements of the already
fragmented landscape in which they occur, they are often rich in biodiversity. In human
landscapes, ranging from the well-managed to the severely degraded, forest fragments and
corridors continue to perform very important social and ecological functions. In contrast to
other components of the landscape, they continue to provide habitats for a large number of
plant and animal species, acting in some cases as the primary habitat for these species, or as
stepping-stone resources for local or long-distance migratory organisms (Greenberg 1996).
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As fragmentation progresses and the size of forest patches continues to diminish, an
increasing number of forest plant and animal species are threatened or driven into local extinction.
The forest fragments lose pollinating and seed-dispersing species. This initiates further cycles
of species impoverishment. Over the years, the residual species community becomes increasingly
less functional. Moreover, fragmentation and structural damage make forests more susceptible
to forces like invasion by aggressive pioneer species and wildfires. These pose additional threats
to the regeneration of original species.
From a production perspective, for the potential of community managed natural forest to
be maintained, the forest area must not be allowed to contract below a certain size determined
by the relative abundance of the sought after forest products. In a few isolated cases the
abundance of all valuable products may be such that large-scale deforestation could take place
before returns to forest product harvesting, using currently available technologies and energy
sources, start to fall.

4.3.2 C&I: Landscape Mosaic
The general consensus on all three tests was that biological and landscape diversity jointly
determine habitat diversity and the multiplicity of natural resource use options. These forms of
diversity should therefore be assessed together with C&I of the nature of the multiple
uses to which forest resources are locally put (see Box 4.1 for selected C&I in Landscape
Mosaic). The impoverishment of biodiversity narrows down the use-options.

Box 4.1 Selected C&I: Landscape Mosaic
From the Brazilian ecological C&I subset:
Criterion:

The preservation of a mosaic of natural habitats maintains the
natural complementarity of species occurrences.

Supporting indicators:
· Among the various types of natural habitats occurring within the region, the rarest
(or least extensive) in the forest landscape are strongly protected from conversion
to agriculture.
· Forests along river and stream banks are protected from clear felling to preserve
hydrological functions and for biodiversity conservation. Legal minimum of keeping
50 m of forest along rivers and streams, is upheld.
Supporting verifiers:
· Quantification of the continuity and width of remaining riverine forest.
· Description of how upland and flooded (igapo) forest areas are integrated into the
successional mosaic resulting from shifting agriculture.
· Most important catchment areas within watersheds, and especially forests along
rivers and streams, are maintained relatively intact especially upstream from
villages.
From the Cameroonian ecological C&I subset:
Criterion: Biodiversity is preserved.
Supporting indicators:
· Spatial organisation (of habitats) which preserves biodiversity.
Supporting verifiers:
· Agricultural activities are localised around the habitation zones in a radius
of about 3 km.
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4.3.3 C&I: Forest Fragmentation & Conversion
The Brazilian team proposed assessing biodiversity at the landscape level from two perspectives,
habitat fragmentation and landscape mosaic. The C&I in the Cameroonian forest management
and Indonesian ecological subsets differ contextually. In both cases, however, the view emerges
that, maintenance of landscape diversity coupled with limited structural forest disturbance and
fragmentation is important for the conservation of biodiversity (Table 4.3).
Large, continuous areas of forest are needed to maintain the ecological functions of
forests. In the Cameroonian forest management subset this concern is raised to the level of a
principle; Forest conversion to accommodate agriculture and social change does not place
undue pressure on the natural resource base. Similar concerns support the Brazilian ecological
criterion The process of habitat fragmentation does not compromise the maintenance of
biological diversity at the forest landscape level, and forest management criterion Agricultural
practices are undertaken in a manner aimed at minimising their impact on the forest.
Table 4.3

C&I: Forest Fragmentation
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4.3.4 C&I: Assessing the Rate of Forest Conversion
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Between 60-75% of the total
community land
constitutes natural forest
and 25-40% makes up farm,
fallow and secondary
forest.
Relevance:
This indicator offers large
margins. In forest poor areas
these margins may be
unrealistic. The ratio of natural
forest to other landuse types
gives a useful scale against
which to evaluate the
significance of management
strategies. However, the
indicator is insensitive to the
differential needs of habitats
depending on their relative
rarity or sensitivity.

4.4

An indicator from the Cameroonian forest management set is
The reduction in area covered by natural forest over a given
interval of time. The forest conversion rate provides more
insight into the impact of conversion than does an indicator
such as Percentage forest cover. The latter supplies a baseline
value against which future measurements of cover can be
compared. However, the Cameroonian test did not generate
this indicator, but the semi-prescriptive verifier Between 6075% of the total community land constitutes natural forest
and 25-40% makes up farm, fallow and secondary forest.
This stipulates a minimum forest cover requirement against
which to evaluate the acceptability of forest cover change.
The Brazilian ecology subset contains the indicator Proportion
of primary and secondary forest within the Community
Managed Forest. These sorts of ratios, if calculated at regular
intervals, can reveal the rate of change in forest cover and
which forms of land use are replacing forest cover.

Factors Promoting Forest Conversion

Basically, the members of the testing teams agreed that assessing the sustainability of CMFs
requires evaluation of the major threats to forest area. These commonly include demographic
factors (migration patterns and internal birth rates), the expansion of agriculture (subsistence
and cash cropping and pasture formation), and road construction. (The latter, by providing
better access to markets and land, have encouraged migration into forested areas, and stimulated
increases in the production of marketable surpluses of extracted and cultivated products.)
Frequently it is a collection of interrelated factors that conspire to reduce forest area (Kaimowitz
and Angelsen 1998). The coverage of the test generated C&I that specifically refer to forest
conversion is, however, restricted to population growth and agriculture, both of which can
significantly affect patterns of forest fragmentation and the composition of the forest mosaic at
the landscape level.

4.4.1 Population Growth, Migration and Settlement
i) Population Growth and Migration
Population growth was identified as a major determinant of the rate of deforestation on the
Cameroonian and Brazilian tests. Factors regulating population size in forest communities are
liable to vary substantially from one region to the next.
Until recent times, population growth was kept in check by, compared to todays standards,
high infant mortality rates. Improved access to modern medical assistance has changed this.
Some of the rural population increase in less-developed countries has been absorbed by urban
livelihood opportunities. However, economic recession is now compelling many urban immigrants
to return to the rural areas. The need to provide for returnees increases the pressure to convert
forest for agricultural production. At the time of the tests, this was proving a burden for many
forest communities in Cameroon.
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Only one statement, a social verifier Access to and female use of family planning and
contraceptives was generated by the Brazilian test to assess population growth. This was in
spite of the Brazilian social scientist having repeatedly stressed that family planning is one of the
most critical factors affecting the future of community forests. Demographic variables in the
Cameroonian set are addressed by one forest management indicator and three supporting verifiers
(Box 4.2), but there was no reference to family planning.
Although the social verifiers Property inheritance patterns and Clear rules on
inheritance from the Cameroonian and Indonesian sets respectively were not conceived in
connection with regulation of population growth, they can indicate traditional population growth
controls and demographic trends affecting forest conversion. For instance, in many contemporary
Caboclo communities, only a few family offspring inherit their parents land or receive permission
to convert new forest areas to agriculture. The parents commonly invest in education for their
other offspring to compensate them for not inheriting land. These children upon completing
their schooling are expected to seek gainful employment elsewhere. Such strategies help to
regulate land pressure.

ii) Settlement Patterns and Forest Fragmentation
One variable not explicitly acknowledged during the tests as influencing fragmentation and
mosaic development processes, was community settlement patterns. The significance of this
variable may have been overlooked, since a comparison of diverse settlement patterns is needed
to make it evident.
Box 4.2 C&I: Population and Migration Controls
(Cameroonian forest management subset)
Principle:
Criterion:

Forest conversion to accommodate agriculture and social change
does not place undue pressure on the natural resource base.
The rate of forest conversion is low.

Supporting indicator:
· Provisions are made to resettle new entrants and immigrants into villages without
causing undue pressure on the natural forests.
Supporting verifiers:
· Very little or no access consideration is made by the village authorities to settle
new entrants and immigrants in the natural forest directly.
· Number of new entrants who establish farms in the natural forests is known and
controlled.
· Migration trends.

4.4.2 Agricultural Expansion
i) Overview
In the CMF context, agricultural activities are often the most prominent agents of
fragmentation. The patchwork of areas of abandoned shifting cultivation plots in different
stages of forest succession displays a dynamic image of forest fragmentation constantly changing
in space and time. Social factors have been found to sometimes strongly affect the spatial and
temporal dynamics of shifting cultivation. Observations by Browder (1996) of the evolution of
forest mosaics resulting from shifting cultivation in Rondonia revealed that, as the families of
the pioneer settlers aged, their children grew up and left home causing a dramatic fall in the
availability of family labour. The reduced family labour pool translated into a marked decline in
the incidence of primary forest clearance and the size of agricultural plots. Furthermore, population
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growth tends to exponentially accelerate the expansion of agriculture for subsistence and cash
cropping, and encroachment into natural forest areas.
Agricultural expansion was seen by most of the test team members as a catalyst for
forest fragmentation and area contraction. Processes of fragmentation alter the pattern of forest
mosaics, and the evolution of forest mosaics was thought to largely depend upon the types of
agricultural systems and practices used. On each of the tests C&I were developed to measure
the rate at which agriculture advances into natural forest areas. Indicators and verifiers in the
Indonesian set inquire into community restrictions imposed on the conversion of forest to
shifting agricultural land, and the permission an individual must seek before opening up new
agricultural plots in forest. The Indonesian set also inquires into measures such as intensification
and training, being undertaken by the community to curtail agricultures encroachment into
forest.

ii) C&I: Agricultural Expansion
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier
Mapping of vegetation
cover for different years
using satellite images.
Ease and cost of use:
If the aim is to verify changes
in size of land holdings or
agricultural clearings, images
taken shortly after land has
been cleared are required. On
images taken at other times
differentiation between crops
and young fallows may be
impossible. Distinguishing
between mature forest and
advanced forest regrowth can
be impossible irrespective of
the time of year when images
are taken.
Given these limitations and the
high cost of satellite images,
relying on farmers information
may be a more feasible way of
assessing changes in the size
of agricultural clearings or
holdings. There may, however,
be unwillingness of the part of
farmers to provide this
information.

The Brazilian set includes the prescriptive indicator The size
of annual agricultural land holdings is not increasing
annually. This indicator is preferable to that of change in the
total area covered by agricultural holdings. This is because it
allows assessment of the extent to which forest clearance is
attributable to population growth (i.e., more families with more
holdings of, however, a similarly small size) rather than to
changes in land potential or agricultural practice. Whether or
not changes in holding size are acceptable would have to be
substantiated on a site-by-site basis with a range of other socioeconomic and technical C&I. The Brazilian team cited satellite
image interpretation as a verifier of changes in the average
size of agricultural land clearings; Mapping of vegetation
cover for different years using satellite images. Such images
can be useful for verifying other landscape variables such as
percentage of forest cover.
The Indonesian test team held the opinion that the rate of
agricultural land expansion has to be curbed to enhance the
long-term survival prospects of natural forest and tembawang
forest gardens. Reducing the rate of forest conversion to
agriculture when the population is growing, or the demands
for marketable surpluses are increasing, requires changing
cropping patterns or farming methods or both. Switching from
shifting cultivation to permanent agricultural systems may
sometimes be an option. Therefore the Indonesian social subset
contains the criterion Permanent agriculture is developed
where socio-economic conditions allow with the supporting
indicator Evidence of training in permanent agriculture.
Verifiers of the suitability of training focus on its coverage of
appropriate on- and off-farm technologies. Peoples ability to
put training into practice is influenced by many factors
including agricultural support services, agricultural credit and
accessible agricultural inputs. These variables feature as
verifiers for the indictor related to training.
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The ForestAgriculture Interface, Biodiversity and
the Forest Mosaic

4.5.1 Overview
Beyond the direct impact of agricultural expansion, there was some initial controversy within
the test teams about whether C&I for CMFs should inquire into forest farming practices. Some
thought that to do so would make assessment processes unwieldy. They felt considerations
should not reach beyond the features of boundaries between forest and other types of land use,
and controls over negative externalities. These limits proved difficult to define in detail, especially
with regard to shifting agriculture. All the tests generated a substantial number of C&I to address
the dynamic characteristics of shifting cultivation and agroforestry and, to a lesser extent, other
types of agricultural activities such as livestock rearing and perennial cash crop production.
The C&I for agriculture basically assume it has a two-fold impact on the sustainability of
CMFs. First, in forest areas, the spatial expansion of agriculture nearly always brings about
increased forest conversion (see above section 4.4). At the test sites forest conversion was
virtually only undertaken for agricultural purposes. By reducing the natural forest area, harvesting
pressure is concentrated on a decreasing population of harvestable species. At the test sites,
agricultural expansion was found to be closely correlated to demographic factors, access to
markets for surplus production and to agricultural inputs (e.g., seed, credit, etc.).
Secondly, as addressed in this section, CMFs sustainability was thought to depend on
how well agricultural activities are integrated into a broader system of multiple land use. Attention
thus turned to the dynamic characteristics of the agricultureforest interface  namely its spatial
and temporal characteristics and how these are affected by different activities (Box 4.3).
Agricultural intensification and the use of low impact techniques, although encompassing some
irreconcilable activities, were both identified as important for sustainability, albeit under different
conditions. The general consensus on all tests was that subsistence shifting agriculture based
on best local practice causes minimal forest conversion can be regarded as sufficiently
ecologically benign to be acceptable.
Box 4.3

Selected C&I: Minimising the Impact of Agriculture on
Forest Integrity and Health

From the Brazilian forest management subset:
Indicator:
· Application of low-impact treatments and husbandry methods (in the control of
pests and diseases, pruning, etc.).
Supporting verifiers:
· Adequate use of pesticides (correct dosage, use of protective equipment,
adherence to use instructions, etc.).
· Knowledge and application of alternative agricultural practices.
From the Cameroonian forest management subset:
Indicator:
· Farmlands are cleared (slashed and burnt) just before the rainy season so that
crops are planted at the right time.
Supporting verifiers:
· Farmlands are cleared (slashed and burnt) just before the rainy season so that
crops are planted at the right time.
· Signs of bad timing or delays in land preparation, such as waste of prepared land
and yield losses.
· Attention paid to climatic and seasonal factors in the timing of agricultural fires.
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Box 4.3 Continued
Indicator:
· During farm site preparation, valuable trees are protected (including fertilising
trees).
Supporting verifiers:
· Controlled use of fire in site preparation.
· Many timber, non-timber and other high-value plant species are present on farm,
fallow and secondary forest land.
Indicator:
· Fallow periods are long enough to permit recuperation of soil fertility.
Supporting verifiers:
· Species indicative of soil fertility are commonly found in fallows and secondary
growth areas.
· No unacceptable long-term declines in crop yields.
· Crops and cropping rotations make efficient use of soil fertility.
· Mixed cropping and cropping sequences help ensure food security throughout
the year and make provisions for crop failure.
From the Indonesian social subset:
Criterion: Permanent agriculture is developed where socio-economic conditions allow.
Indicator:
· Evidence of training in permanent agriculture.
Supporting verifiers:
· Training in appropriate on-farm technology.
· Training in appropriate off-farm technology.
Indicator:
· Agricultural support systems exist.
Supporting verifiers:
· Agricultural inputs are available.
· Agricultural credit is available.
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4.5.2 C&I: Spatial Dynamics of Agriculture
In theory, shifting cultivation, and those who practice it, can harmoniously coexist with the
forest over long periods, provided the human population does not exceed the forests carrying
capacity.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Clearance of primary
forest for agricultural land
use is being avoided.
Relevance:
High.
Value-judgement:
None. However, peoples
avoidance of forest clearance
can be traced to different
motives, and certain limited
clearing may, in fact, lead to
activities which limit future
clearing. It remains
questionable, therefore,
whether a negative reading for
this indicator is categorically
indicative of unsustainability.

The Cameroonian forest management criterion Agricultural
land clearing is largely confined to fallow and secondary
forest closely resembles the Brazilian forest management
indicator Clearance of primary forest for agricultural land
use is being avoided. However, the latter adds the notion of
conscious decision-making by introducing the word avoided.
How much primary forest clearance can be stemmed depends,
among other things, on the productivity of other forms of
land use. It is a matter for judgement, how much forest
conversion should be permitted to establish well-managed cash
crops. Cameroonian test site inhabitants said the introduction
of cacao and coffee in the 1960s was responsible for the
greatest wave of deforestation in their area to date. These crops
now stand neglected due to price declines on the world market.
At the time of their establishment a different future was
envisaged. As it happened, the forest was in this instance
replaced by crops whose socio-economic significance failed
to meet expectations and, whose production, therefore,
unexpectedly proved to be unsustainable.

4.5.3 Shifting Agriculture, Agroforestry and Biodiversity
i) Shifting Agriculture
Shifting cultivation, as practised at the test sites, was generally seen as part of a cyclic pattern
of forest succession growth. Soils enriched by forest plants and animals are cleared, then
cropped until their fertility declines. Thereafter they are left to revert to forest and new forest
soils are cleared for cultivation. The forest mosaic is thus continuously changing spatially over
time. Commonly people enrich exhausted fields with economically valuable perennial species to
continue receiving some benefits from these otherwise abandoned fields. This has
culminated in some parts of the forest containing an unusually high diversity of useful species
(de Jong, 1997).18

18

Domesticated species including agricultural crops and livestock are usually overlooked in biodiversity
assessments (Reid et al. 1993).
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The plant and animal diversity that exists in a forest impacted by harvesting, fire, and soil
disturbances is dependent on the species inhabiting the forest and the associated rates of species
colonisation (Walker 1994; de Graff and Miller 1996). Patterns of forest succession induced by
shifting cultivation potentially increase genetic diversity. They, therefore, support principles of
sustainability and biodiversity conservation.
The Indonesian team highlighted the fact that many species can be improved by crossbreeding with their wild relatives. The potential value of forest genetic resources for improving
tropical agriculture and silviculture, the team maintained, is substantial. Genetic tree improvement
programmes usually generate stable selection processes, channelling efforts to regenerate forests
with genotypes that are superior in some respect (Kimmins 1987). Natural variation provides a
wide range of possibilities for creating products with desired genotypes. It thus offers possibilities
for altering the genetic composition of domesticated plant and animal communities, adding to
incentives to sustain forest species complements and gene pools of domesticated species, varieties,
landraces and cultivars evolved from forest species.19 As the majority of inhabitants at all the
test sites were found to prioritise food production, one might have expected C&I on the genetic
diversity of food crops to have been formulated on the Brazilian and Cameroonian tests as well
as on the Indonesian test.

ii) C&I: Biodiversity and Agriculture/Agroforestry Land Use Systems
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

19

Acknowledging the significance of agricultural and agroforestry
systems to biodiversity, the Cameroonian forest management
specialist created the criterion The co-existence and/or coevolution of farming, fallow and natural forest management
systems maintains or increases biodiversity. This criterion
and its supporting indicator and verifier (Box 4.4) assume that
biodiversity is a function of landscape diversity and that this is
affected by human intervention. The specialist believed that
human forest modifications, such as those caused by shifting
cultivation, alter biodiversity by intentionally or inadvertently
introducing agricultural and pioneer species. By integrating
farming, fallow and natural forest management systems, he
argues biodiversity can be increased. Substantial evidence
suggests biodiversity tends to be relatively high in areas that
span ecotones as compared to neighbouring areas that do not
(Bossel and Bruenig 1992). Theoretically, this is just as likely
to apply to areas that span forest margins.

The number of crop or livestock varieties does not necessarily indicate genetic diversity. According to Reid et
al. (1993), if all the varieties are recently descended from a common ancestor, then the genetic diversity among
them may be relatively low. Information of the lineage of the varieties can be obtained by calculating a
coefficient of kinship or parentage for the various varieties (ibid). Referring to findings of Falconer (1981),
Reid et al. explain that this coefficient indicates the probability of a pair of alleles drawn at random from the
same locus in two individuals will be autozygous (identical by common descent). The lower the coefficient,
the greater the genetic diversity.
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Criterion
Diversity of agroforestry
products in tembawangs is
maintained.
This is a prescriptive
statement. It overrules certain
economic objectives (e.g. profit
maximising and reaping
economies of scale) where
these conflict with its
fulfilment.

Box 4.4

Criterion:
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In contrast to biodiversity in general, the more specific issue
of genetic diversity is the subject of only one statement: the
Indonesian forest management indicator Species and genetic
diversity is maintained of the criterion Diversity of
agroforestry products in tembawangs is maintained. The
Indonesian test team pointed out that all domestic plants and
animals were originally derived from the wild. Genetic diversity
reduces agricultural risk, especially in shifting cultivation
systems, by providing pest resistance, adaptations to climatic
and soil variations, and a range of physiological plant attributes
that can be matched to household technological and labour
endowments. The variable therefore holds some significance
for the household economy. Intercropping genetically diverse
species and varieties can result in more efficient use of soil
nutrient and moisture reserves and prolong the continuous
cropping period, developments that can help to slow down
the rate of forest conversion to agriculture.

C&I: Biodiversity and Landscape Diversity
(forest management, Cameroon)

The co-existence and/or co-evolution of farming, fallow and natural
forest management systems maintains or increases biodiversity.

Supporting indicator:
· The land use system is integrated, consisting a diverse subsystems that ensure
overall biodiversity is relatively high compared to that of any one subsystem.
Supporting verifier:
· Exotic species do not pose a threat in natural forests.

4.6

The Maintenance of Water and Soil Resources

4.6.1 Overview
Water and soil are basic resources whose quality and quantity determine the capacity of an
ecological system to produce and sustain biomass (Lightfoot et al. 1993). In both cases, their
localised use has potentially wider geographic consequences. Both are affected by forest cover
and ground cover that perform multiple functions of watershed protection, nutrient cycling and
soil erosion control, as well as providing microhabitats for soil fauna and mycorrhiza. The more
forest cover is restricted to high altitude or sloping areas, or to poor, erosion-prone soils, the
more critical local communities are likely to perceive the need for protection of forest functions
to be. At the Indonesian village Darok, for instance, people stressed that the forest remaining on
mountain tops is vital for regulating irrigation waters for rice paddies. Forest cover plays a
particularly important role in maintaining ground cover. Ground cover, which refers to soil
cover, such as the litter layer, root mat, woody debris, etc., plays a very important role in
directly protecting forest soils from surface erosion (Brown 1985; Wiersum 1985;
Bruijnzeel 1990).
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4.6.2 Water Resources Management
C&I related to water resources were developed during all tests. Water is essential for the survival
of all living beings; dirty or polluted water, however, causes diseases in humans, terrestrial and
aquatic animals. An efficient labour force depends on reliable supplies of fresh and clean drinking
water. Clean, unobstructed streams and lakes are needed to maintain fish stocks. For the Brazilian
test site communities, fish is an important source of protein. The Indonesian test site residents
are critically dependent upon reliable volumes of irrigation water for rice production. Everywhere
fluctuations in groundwater and soil moisture levels affect harvest yields and the preservation
of biodiversity.

i) C&I: Watershed and River Bank Management
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier
Description of how upland
and flooded (igapo) forest
areas are integrated into
the successional mosaic
resulting from shifting
agriculture.
Generalisability:
The geographic relevance of
this verifier is more restricted
than that of the criterion The
preservation of a mosaic of
natural habitats maintains the
natural complementarity of
species occurrences it
supports. The tendency for
indicators and verifiers to be
more sitespecific than criteria,
implies indicators and verifiers
are more important tools for
improving understanding of
CMF systems. However,
sometimes the scope of
indicators and verifiers can
lessen or increase the
specificity of a criterion.
Indicator
Water sources are
protected.
Generalisability:
In contrast to the above
verifier, this indicator is of
generic relevance, given its
wide, general topic.
Ease of assessment:
It can easily be evaluated by
local inhabitants. Natural
resource scientists acquainted
with the area should have no
difficulty with its assessment.

Water and soil, being essential to all forms of life and nutrient
cycling, are of primary importance to biodiversity conservation.
Their ecological utility is largely defined by the nature of their
association. This association or relationship is mediated by
the influence of forest cover and mosaic. It is addressed by
the Brazilian ecology criterion on forest mosaic The
preservation of a mosaic of natural habitats maintains the
natural complementarity of species occurrences (Box 4.5).
The I&V supporting this criterion mostly concern water
courses and their protection for biodiversity conservation. By
including the verifier Description of how upland and flooded
(igapo) forest areas are integrated into the successional
mosaic resulting from shifting agriculture, the Brazilian
ecology subset promotes the integrated assessment of water
resource management at the landscape level.
In the Indonesian ecology subset, water and soil management
are most closely linked by the bringing together of the indicators
Water supplies are protected, Water and soil quality are
maintained to secure the ecosystems sustainability, and Soil
erosion is minimised under the criterion Preservation of
critical ecosystem functions.
All the teams created at least one indicator or verifier on the
protection of vegetation along riverbanks. In the Brazilian case,
the relevant indicator Forests along natural watercourses are
protected from clear felling to preserve hydrological functions
and for biodiversity conservation. Legal minimum of keeping
50 m of forest along rivers and streams is upheld (ecology),
refers to compliance with the law. The Indonesian ecology
subsets equivalent is the verifier Vegetation cover along river
banks is maintained. In the Cameroonian ecology subset,
the equivalent is also a verifier: Permanent plant cover
upstream and on the banks of water courses. We interpret
the C&I on the protection of riverine vegetation as being
intended to embrace all sections of water courses including
their headwaters, and this is why the Brazilian and Cameroonian
teams thought additional C&I relating to the protection of water
sources such as springs, were unnecessary. The Indonesian
ecology specialist, however, created the indicator; Water
sources are protected, which heads the verifier concerned
with riverside vegetation.
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Verifier:
Permanent plant cover
upstream and on the banks
of water courses.
Ease of assessment:
The size of the river has some
bearing on this. Regarding
communities situated far down
stream on large rivers,
accurate assessment is likely
to depend on the reliability and
detail of, as well as access to,
existing studies on conditions
upstream.

Indicator:
Rules that ensure fair
distribution of irrigation
water where there are
paddy fields.
Ease of assessment:
In cases where communities
exist downstream, we need to
take into account whether the
communitys water distribution
rules aim to ensure water
supplies downstream are not
unduly restricted or polluted by
the water consumption
methods they allow. Rule
enforcement would also have
to be evaluated to assess
whether rules that are good in
theory actually contribute
towards achieving
sustainability.
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The emphasis on protecting vegetation along streams (buffer
strips) or prohibiting high impact activities in these zones is
supported by a number of scientific findings on the important
role of buffer strips in protecting water quality and stream
ecosystems (Clinnick 1985; Osborne and Kovanic 1993). These
include maintaining stream temperature, protecting streams
against bank erosion, and trapping sediment and nutrients
before they enter streams. The effectiveness of buffer strips
in protecting streams greatly depends on their width: the ideal
width depending in turn on various factors including slope
gradient and soil type/erodibility. Adequate width of buffer
strips will significantly reduce the impact of upland activities.
Despite this significant reduction in impact, upstream
watershed protection is often still a sufficiently urgent that it
needs to be singled out for assessment. Because the influence
of soil and water variables commonly extends well beyond
natural forest boundaries, special attention is warranted to
capture spatial variations and the externalities of site-specific
forest resource management methods. The effect of
watershed management on water quality and quantity
downstream demonstrates the geographically overarching
nature of water resources, i.e., they cannot be wholly assessed
within the confines of a communitys forest area. Virtually
identical verifier statements referring to upstream protection
of waterways occur in the Cameroonian and Brazilian ecology
subsets: Permanent plant cover upstream and on the banks
of water courses (Cameroon); and The most important
catchment areas within watersheds, and especially forests
along rivers and streams, are maintained relatively intact
especially upstream from villages (Brazil).
Although no explicit reference is made to upstream-downstream
considerations in the Indonesian set, the matter is indirectly
addressed by I&V in the social subset on irrigation water
distribution. However, we assume these I&V are limited to
the regulation of water volume. Included are the indicator
Local organisations manage the irrigation system and the
verifier Water is equally distributed among the irrigated
fields. The issue of water distribution is also approached from
another angle elsewhere in the Indonesian social subset, under
the criterion Customary law and other regulations ensure
fair access to community natural resources and fair
distribution of their products among community members.
Related to this are the indicator Rules that ensure fair
distribution of irrigation water where there are paddy fields
and the verifier Participatory planning and building of
irrigation works. Their assessment, in addition to establishing
whether upstream-downstream water controls are adequate
(i.e., to ensure sufficient water and the distribution of equitable
volumes to paddy fields located at increasing distances
downstream and inland), will enhance understanding of any
conscious effort to design and administer water controls. In
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Darok, people expressed extreme concern about having a
regular supply of irrigation water. Despite poor sanitation
conditions at the village, they are much more concerned about
the availability of irrigation water than they are about having a
supply of clean drinking water.

Box 4.5

Selected C&I: Management of Water Resources

From the Cameroonian ecology C&I subset:
Criterion:

Biodiversity is conserved.

Supporting indicator:
· Water quantity and quality are maintained or improved.
Supporting verifiers:
· Controlled use of pesticides and chemical fertilisers.
· Permanent plant cover upstream and on the banks of water courses.
· Clearing of dams and barriers on water courses after fishing.
From the Indonesian ecology C&I subset:
Criterion: Preservation of critical ecosystem functions.
Supporting indicator:
· Water sources are protected.
Supporting verifiers:
· Vegetation cover is maintained along river banks.
· Absence of any activity affecting vegetation along water courses.
Supporting indicator:
· Water and soil quality are maintained to secure the ecosystems sustainability.
Supporting verifiers:
· No use of poison in catching fish.
· Exposure of bare soils is minimised.
· No evidence of other activities that cause water pollution.
From the Brazilian ecology C&I subset:
Criterion: The preservation of a mosaic of natural habitats maintains the natural
complementarity of species occurrences.
Supporting indicator:
· Forests along natural water courses are protected from clear felling to preserve
hydrological functions and for biodiversity conservation. Legal minimum of keeping
50 m of forest along rivers and streams is upheld.
Supporting verifiers:
· Quantification of the continuity and width of remaining riverine forest.
· Description of how upland and flooded (igapo) forest areas are integrated into the
successional mosaic resulting from shifting agriculture.
· The most important catchment areas within watersheds, and especially forests
along rivers and streams, are maintained relatively intact especially upstream
from villages.
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ii) C&I: Seasonally Flooded Forest
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Maintenance of flooding
regimes, the productivity
of river channels and of
natural processes that
sustain aquatic animals
and plants
(physicalintegrity).
Ease of Assessment:
Fluctuations in flooding regimes
are often instigated upstream.
On large rivers this can be at
great distances (thousands of
kilometres) from the CMF being
assessed. This circumstance
makes it difficult to differentiate
between local and external
effects. While it does assess
sustainability, this fact makes
it a poor indicator of community
management practice.

Close to the Brazilian test site communities, there are seasonally
flooded igapo forest areas. Because these areas are relatively
small in the local context, they constitute a rare aquatic habitat
that provides important spawning grounds for many fish
species. The fruits of igapo trees and the detritus of their
biomass are important food sources for many fish, some of
which disperse the seeds of igapo and other riverine tree species
during their migrations. The Brazilian ecology subset includes
several C&I that were developed with the protection of igapo
in mind. Some of these are presented in Box 4.6. Included is
the indicator Maintenance of flooding regimes, the
productivity of river channels and of natural processes that
sustain aquatic animals and plants (physical integrity). This
indicator is weakened by its being a compound measure,
requiring the assessment of a number of constituent elements.
Application of one of the verifiers given for this indicator, No
deforestation of flooded forest in headwater regions may be
difficult in some cases. The headwaters may be located at a
great distance from the forest community whose management
practices are being assessed or monitored. This means that
information on conditions at the headwaters could be difficult
to obtain, especially by local residents.
The other indicator related to igapo is Seasonally flooded
forests are key feeding sites for fish and turtles and are
therefore subject to only minimal levels of structural
disturbance. The verifier for this indicator (Box 4.6) seeks
evidence of the conversion of flooded forest, especially for
agricultural purposes. Given the importance of igapo to local
communities as a fishing resource, they are often less likely to
be converted to agriculture than they are to be damaged,
sometimes severely, by out of control agricultural fires.
In the Cameroonian forest management set, the indicator
Swamps and other fragile ecosystems are not unduly
disturbed during the rainy season addresses similar concerns.
However, the indicator would be suboptimal if applied to the
assessment of igapos as the most critical forms of disturbance
they suffer (fire damage, conversion to agriculture and overfishing) are usually inflicted during the dry season.
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Box 4.6
Criterion:

C&I: Flooded Forest Areas (Brazilian Ecology Subset)

Maintenance of the ecological integrity of all the aquatic ecosystems
(rivers, streams, lakes etc).

Supporting indicator:
· Maintenance of flooding regimes, the productivity of river channels and of natural
processes that sustain or subsidise aquatic animals and plants (physical integrity).
Supporting verifiers:
· Alterations in water transparency and temperature.
· No deforestation of flooded forest in headwater regions.
· Occurrence of abnormal levels of sedimentation of lakes, rivers and streams.
Criterion:

The exploitation of fishing resources does not lead to the
demographic or economic extinction of fish and turtle populations.

Supporting indicator:
· Seasonally flooded forests are key feeding sites for fish and turtles and are therefore
subject to only minimal levels of structural disturbance.
Supporting verifiers:
· No evidence of conversion of flooded forests to other vegetation formations,
through activities associated with shifting cultivation, can be observed despite
the greater fertility associated with floodplain soils.

iii)

C&I: Sedimentation of, and Obstructions in, Watercourses and Water
Bodies

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Occurrence of abnormal
levels of sedimentation of
lakes, rivers and streams.
Ease of assessment:
Early detection is likely to
require costly, scientific
methods and accurate tracing
of the origins of any problem
detected may be hard in areas
with high, upstream population
density. Referral to soil
management methods may be
useful, if measures to prevent
further sedimentation problems
are to be introduced.

The sedimentation of watercourses was the subject of at least
one C&I statement resulting from each test. The Brazilian
ecology subset offers as a verifier of the maintenance of
flooding regimes and of the productivity of river channels in
the statement Occurrence of abnormal levels of
sedimentation of lakes, rivers and streams. The Brazilian
forest management subset includes the verifier for low-impact
timber exploitation techniques Observation of measures to
control/minimise erosion, compaction and siltation of
watercourses during the construction and utilisation of
(forest) roads. In the Indonesian ecology subset, There is
little sedimentation appears as a verifier of the indicator Soil
erosion is minimal that supports the criterion Water supplies
are protected. The Brazilian forest management subset and
the Indonesian ecology subset both link erosion to water quality.
We can anticipate most of the C&I developed on these issues
to be of broad geographic relevance.

Ecological Integrity, Landscape and Human-Natural Systems Interfaces
Indicator:
Clearing of dams and
barriers on water courses
after fishing.
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A more site-specific indicator from Cameroon is Clearing of
dams and barriers on water courses after fishing. This would
apply only to sites where fishing techniques are similar to those
used at the Cameroonian test site.

Relevance:
A slight modification to shift the
emphasis onto obstacles to
watercourses rather than
fishing would increase the
indicators relevance across a
greater diversity of sites.
Ease of Assessment:
This indicator concerns what
is likely to be a seasonal
practice. Ideally it should be
applied when the practice is in
season.
Out of season, extra care must
be taken to assemble reliable
information on it.

iv) C&I: Water Quality
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Watersheds and
waterways are protected
in the interests of
community health.
Generalisability:
Everywhere it is important to
establish the motives
communities have to protect
natural resources. Stronger
and greater numbers of
motives are usually manifest in
greater collective commitment
to resource protection.

At the verifier level, several statements were generated at all
three test sites that reflect community dependence on water
and aquatic resources. The statements include ones that relate
to a variety of measures (minimising water pollution, controlling
sedimentation, etc.) to ensure water quality for community
health. The indicators related to water, however, are more
varied. Only one links the conservation of water resources
with the communitys health: Watersheds and waterways are
protected in the interests of community health (Cameroonian
forest management set). It supports the criterion The natural
forests role in community health care is being consciously
preserved. Water influences health in many fundamental ways,
such as by sustaining the productivity of terrestrial and aquatic
habitats in fish protein for human consumption. It also is a
medium for the transmission of water-borne diseases and toxic
compounds. Water thus affects resource management through
possible impairment of management capacity due to illness
from contaminated water. Although it was not so explicitly
stated on the other tests, an indicator such as the Cameroonian
one above would seem to be of global relevance.
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Verifier:
Controlled use of
pesticides and chemical
fertilisers.
Value-judgement:
Some people strongly argue
that adverse health effects of
chemical pesticides and
fertilisers are heavily
compensated for by increases
in food production and
improved health attributable to
better diet. Others claim that
this argument is unethical and
that alternative solutions to
food shortages exist where
there is government
commitment to rural
development. Many hold the
view that chemical farm inputs
should be phased out
altogether. This verifier leaves
open the question of degree of
control required.

Verifier:
Contamination (of water)
from E. coli of faecal origin.
Cost and feasibility of
application:
This verifier can only be
detected through a standard
laboratory procedure (coliform
test). The test is comparatively
expensive, a factor which
makes the verifier difficult for
the community to use unaided.
Furthermore, special sampling
techniques are required for
which community members
would need instruction. The
verifier could be replaced by
the monitoring of more indirect
proxy indicators. These could
include measures taken to
prevent E .coli contamination
of streams such as improving
sanitation. The effectiveness
of these measures could be
verified by monitoring
sanitation conditions and the
incidence of symptoms of E.
coli disease within the
community.
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For assessing water pollution and its control, the Indonesian
team developed three verifiers; No use of poison in catching
fishes, Exposure of bare soils is minimised and No
evidence of other activities that cause water pollution (Box
4.5). The Cameroonian ecology indicator Water quantity and
quality are maintained or improved, and its supporting
verifier Controlled use of pesticides and chemical fertilisers
for the criterion Biodiversity is conserved, point to similar
issues.
Some of these Indonesian and Cameroonian examples regard
community actions and behaviour as indicative of water quality.
On the Cameroonian test, village women explained how, with
the introduction of coffee and cacao some decades ago, the
use of agrotoxins to kill fish en masse for sale at trading centres
and urban markets became known. At one point this use of
agrotoxins became so widespread that it posed a great threat
to the womens dependence on fish as a source of protein for
their families. Through consultation with their village chiefs,
elders and notables, the women said they were able to reduce
the incidence of this practice. It is now formally prohibited by
village authorities. This account given by the women could
positively substantiate the verifier Controlled use of pesticides
and chemical fertilisers, although other supportive evidence
of controlled use would be desirable. These sorts of
communications from community members may partially
explain why some indicators are more human behaviouroriented than others.
The issue of water quality was treated in most detail by the
Brazilian teams ecologist. He proposed the following six
verifiers that do not appear in any of the other sets:
v. Alterations in water transparency and temperature.
v. Transparency, odour and taste of water.
v. Occurrence of algal blooms and abnormal fish mortality.
v. Contamination from E. coli of faecal origin.
v. Drastic alterations in water pH.
v. Occurrence of neurological and other health problems
that indicate contamination with heavy metals or pesticides.
Like the Cameroonian indicator Watersheds and waterways
are protected in the interests of community health, some of
the above Brazilian verifiers are of direct concern to human
health. None of them were actually evaluated at the Brazilian
test site. We suspect they reflect the understanding and
concerns of the Brazilian ecology specialist that go beyond the
community to other regions where chemical agricultural water
pollutants (causing algal blooms and pesticide contamination)
and heavy metal contaminants in water (traceable to mining
operations), occur. It is unclear to what extent the development
of these verifiers reflects the communities awareness or
concerns either about water quality or about the consequences
of stream pollution to human and ecosystem health.
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Verifier
Controlled use of
pesticides and chemical
fertilisers.
Judgement:
Assessment of this must be
done against standards. These
standards are likely to vary
depending on who sets them.
Some believe agricultural
chemicals should be banned
altogether, others see a role
for them in helping farmers
adopt no-till systems of
cultivation or to boost low
yields (see above).

Ease of application:
Fairly straight forward with the
use of interviews and field
observations. Although
farmers may know the most
severe consequences of
inappropriate use of chemicals,
their knowledge may not
extend to the build-up of
invisible problems occurring
during their use. Therefore,
this verifier is best applied by
agricultural technicians or
professionals, provided they
have no affiliations with
suppliers or producers of the
chemicals.
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Although some of the Brazilian verifiers address phenomena
not evidenced at the test site, their application at similar sites
could lead to interesting findings. Take the example of the
verifier Occurrence of neurological and other health
problems that indicate contamination with heavy metals or
pesticides. No signs of activities that might contaminate water
sources with heavy metals were detected at the Brazilian test
site. The Arapiuns watershed is spared from the mercury
pollution that has severely affected other nearby rivers,
including the Tapajos, into which the Arapiuns flows. But, in
the past some inhabitants of communities located along the
Arapuins river have undertaken temporary work in mining areas
elsewhere. A few returned to their communities having
contracted mercury poisoning. This revealed that care is needed
to trace health problems back to their correct geographical
origins.
Although the occurrence of neurological and other health
problems can serve as indicators of heavy metal and pesticide
contamination, there is a need to include other indicators that
can detect contamination risk at earlier stages, before the
symptoms of contamination are evident. Such indicators could
focus on controls on the use of toxic chemical compounds
(as the aforementioned Cameroonian verifier Controlled use
of pesticides and chemical fertilisers does) and on aquatic
organisms as biomonitors of contamination. The choice of
aquatic organisms for monitoring will affect both the reliability
of the results and to what extent the community can itself
undertake the monitoring and interpret the results without
outside assistance.
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4.6.3 Soil Fertility and Management
i) Overview
On all tests, forest soils supporting agriculture were seen as natural capital from which socioeconomic benefits can be accrued, as well as a resource whose modification by agricultural
practice, influences the forests future species composition and productivity. The demands
shifting cultivation makes on forest soils were thought to affect the quality and rate of forest
succession growth. Some of the verifiers relating to soil fertility for agriculture inquire into the
appropriateness of land use allocations.
In Table 4 we presents the C&I generated by the tests that are of direct relevance to soils
or soil fertility. A large number of these C&I concern agriculture.
Most of the verifiers concerning soils, soil fertility, measures to maintain soil fertility
(prevent soil erosion, nutrient leaching etc.) and local knowledge on soil types, are of global
relevance. Two verifiers concerning soil of probably wide applicability were created on the
Brazilian test; Observation of measures to control/minimise erosion, compaction and siltation
of watercourses during the construction and utilisation of forest roads, and Fallow periods
are long enough to permit sufficient accumulation of biomass. The first of these is limited to
considerations linked to forest roads (Table 4.4). Why this verifier was not given a wider focus
Table 4.4 C&I: Soils and Soil Fertility
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remains unclear. The other Brazilian verifiers mentioning soil refer to the conservation of flooded
forest (highly fragile ecological areas) or to archaeological sites. The geographical applicability
of these, especially of those referring to archaeological black soils, is more restricted.
A soils physical and chemical properties are strong determinants of primary production
capacity and of which species can thrive in an area. The dynamics of the life history variables
of forest species ultimately depend on the fertility of forest soils. That is, we can expect species
harvesting recovery rates to be directly correlated with levels of soil fertility and forest productivity;
the more fertile the soils, the higher the productivity and recovery of harvested populations.
Thus, we may expect nutrient-poor soils, such as those typical of the forests of Brazilian and
Indonesian test sites, to be associated with lower vertebrate densities and biomass (i.e., lower
game stocks) even in the absence of hunting pressure, and slower recovery rates from any
given level of game offtake. However, as Dalsgaard et al. (1995) point out, the productivity of
a system of a given capacity can be enhanced or diminished by management methods and the
degree of resource exploitation, i.e., its capacity can be changed and this will, under a given
management scheme, manifest in a corresponding change in productivity.
We now go on to review the C&I developed for soil suitability, soil protection measures,
and soil fertility management, in this order, as it reflects a logical order for prioritising decisions
on soil usage. The likelihood of low yields or erosion is minimised by selecting soils with
appropriate properties. Soil fertility measures are of little long-term value if erosion controls are
inadequate to prevent the loss of topsoil.

ii) C&I: Soil Suitability & Selection
Smyth and Dumanski (1993) state that the interactions between environmental factors which
determine suitability at a given moment are largely the same as those which decide whether
the same land use is sustainable through a period of future time on the plot in question.
Sustainability, they postulate, can  be considered to be an extension in time of the concept of
suitability.
Assessment of soil suitability for agriculture converges on two major considerations.
One is the question of whether a soils natural properties match the requirements of those crops
to be planted in it (Box 4.7). The other consideration centres around the implications for the
remaining forest ecosystem of using certain forest soils for agriculture. Preferential selection of
forest soils for agriculture can deleteriously affect the forests overall species richness and
productivity (Box 4.8). Discriminating in favour of fertile forest soils for agriculture can gradually
reduce natural forest cover to areas of poor soils where the forests regenerative capacity is
inherently low.
Box 4.7

Principle:
Criterion:

C&I: Matching Soil Properties to Use Categories
(Indonesian Forest Management Subset)

For each land use system best practices of natural resource
management are applied.
Each land use system is located on suitable soil.

Supporting indicator:
· Local knowledge on soil types, their fertility and that of fallow vegetation.
Supporting verifiers:
·

Local names for different soil types.

·

Knowledge on vegetation/species associated with soil fertility.

·

Application of this knowledge in choosing areas for conversion into new ladangs
(shifting cultivation plots).
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Box 4.8

Some Implications of Agricultural Soil Preferences
to Forest Conservation

The countryside surrounding the Indonesian test site villages is characterised by forest
island relics dispersed across a steeply hilly landscape. These forest remnants largely
coincide with the tops of ridges and, in lower lying areas, with patches of sandy soils.
The local farmers favour clearing natural forest on water retentive and comparatively
nutrient-rich clay soils, as these are the soils most suitable for rain-fed rice, the staple
crop. However, according to them, this soil preference is contributing to the local extinction
of one forest inhabitant, the hornbill. Once common to the area, the hornbill, according
to local farmers, relies on clay soils within the forest to build its nests. The bird is
sacred to the regions Dayak inhabitants who believe their race to have descended from
it. Hence, the expansion of their agricultural lands, via its ecological impact, is undermining
a pillar of their cultural identity.
Cassava is the staple crop of the inhabitants of the Brazilian test site communities.
This crop, indigenous to Amazonia, makes exceptionally low demands on soil nutrient
reserves, a circumstance widely believed to have enabled caboclo riberinhos to subsist
on the extremely sandy and nutrient-poor soils that are dominant in the test site area.
In fact, farmers say that cassava grows better on soils of converted fallow than on fresh
forest soils; the latter are said to be too rich. This is in contrast to rain-fed rice that is
said to perform best when planted as a first rotation crop on soils newly cleared of
natural forest. This means that recent attempts in the region to encourage farmers to
plant new, higher-yielding varieties of rice, are likely to increase the rate of natural forest
conversion/deforestation.

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Criterion:
Each land use system is
located on suitable soil.
Assessment:
This requires knowledge on
the soil properties and the
ecology and nutrient
requirements of the
components of the various
systems under given climatic
conditions. Also needed is an
understanding of how
technologies are regulating the
relationship between these
factors.
Indicator:
Fallow periods are long
enough to allow soil to
recuperate.

The soil requirements of agricultural crops indicate soil selection
pressure. Changes in crop choices are therefore of interest to
the appraisal of forest sustainability. In Box 4.7 we present the
Indonesian I&V concerned with the appropriateness of the
match between soil types and land uses that accompany the
criterion Each land use system is located on suitable soil.
Forest soils suitable for agriculture can be regarded as those
producing yields that are average for the desired crops when
these are grown with appropriate, low technological inputs. A
communitys ability to select soils that are suitable for different
crops can be assessed with the above criterions indicator
Local knowledge on soil types and fertility/fallow vegetation.
The Cameroonian and Brazilian forest management specialists
accepted fallow length as indicative of whether soils are
allocated to suitable purposes. This is made clear by their
inclusion of the indicators Fallow periods are long enough
to allow soil to recuperate (Cameroon) and Fallow periods
are long enough to permit sufficient accumulation of
biomass (Brazil). One verifier proposed for the Cameroonian
indicator is Species indicative of soil fertility are commonly
found in fallows and secondary forest. This assumes the
assessor knows the relevant indicator species. The Indonesian
verifiers Knowledge on vegetation/species associated with
soil fertility and The application of this knowledge (i.e.,
that referred in the previous verifier) to the opening of new
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Who can assess this:
Appropriate fallow length
depends on the history of
landuse at the site, especially
the number and duration of
previous cropping and fallow
cycles, crops planted and pest
attacks. Local knowledge is
therefore vital to this indicators
low-cost, accurate
assessment.
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ladangs (shifting cultivation plots), on the other hand, look
for evidence of local knowledge on indicator species and the
application of this knowledge.
The availability of soil nutrients for plant uptake is regulated
by a variety of factors including soil pH and moisture content.
Species indicative of soil fertility, therefore, include those that
indicate soil-moisture content. Farmers at the Indonesian test
site look out for the presence of a particular species of ant that
they say indicates optimal soil moisture levels.
The matching of soils to uses and use intensities was not
directly addressed by the Brazilian team. The closest they came
to broaching this was through the development of the forest
management indicator on zones Existence of zones (areas
defined for different use intensities in accordance with
resource potential). If such zones exist, then some attention
will be directed to soil properties. The associated verifier
Verification of uses defined for different use intensities in
accordance with resource potential will show whether soil
properties are suited to soil exploitation modes.
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C&I: Soil Protection (i.e., Control of Erosion and Compaction)

Soil losses due to erosion and soil damage caused by compaction pose serious threats to forest
ecosystems, the agricultural potential of forest soils, and the potential of cleared forest soils to
support forest succession regrowth. As has already been noted, species composition and the
forests productive capacity are related to the soil. The poorer the soils fertility, structure and
topographical location, the more vulnerable the forest is to suffering consequences of disturbance.
The need to conserve forest soils while they are being used for agriculture or during logging and
related activities, is paramount to sustaining forest functions and biodiversity in the long-term.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Exposure of bare soils is
minimised.
This verifier underlines the
important role of soil cover in
protecting soil from the impact
of rain, which separates soil
particles causing them to
erode. Surface erosion will
occur in greater magnitude if
the soil is compacted.
The verifier can easily be
assessed through visits to
farms or harvested or
otherwise disturbed forest
areas. Soil exposure will vary
according to the time elapsed
since the exposure-causing
event took place.
Verifier:
Increase in soil organic
matter through defoliation
(leaf litter).
The practice of burning slash
to clear fields for shifting
cultivation destroys a
significant amount of leaf litter.
Nonetheless, it sometimes still
allows an adequately thick leaf
litter layer to accumulate
because many leaves are only
singed and therefore fall to the
ground. The verifier would
have to be assessed together
with I&V of fire intensities and
management strategies.

The Indonesian and Cameroonian teams gave most
consideration to variables connected with soil retention/soil
erosion. The Cameroonian ecology subset has two verifiers
concerning soil cover. The Indonesian ecology subset includes
the indicator Soil erosion is minimised and the verifier
Exposure of bare soils is minimised to deal with the topic in
general. The Indonesian forest management specialist added
the verifier Soil conservation technology is applied.
Terracing, especially important in paddy fields on sloping land,
and the creation of bunds are examples of soil conservation
technologies. The latter was not seen at the Indonesian test
site villages.
The Cameroonian ecology subset contains the verifiers
Maintenance of sufficient soil cover after land clearance
and Increase in soil organic matter through defoliation (leaf
litter) for the indicator Agricultural practices have shortterm beneficial effects on the arable land, soils and trees.
These verifiers relate to a number of issues. They suggest
land clearance methods should aim to maintain as much leaf
litter on the ground as possible because it is an important source
of nutrients and organic matter that improve soil structure. At
the same time, they relate to the prevention of soil loss in a
number of ways. The leaf litter cushions the impact of rain.
As it decomposes into organic matter, it stabilises soil structure,
acting as an adhesive for soil particles. Reducing organic matter
has the effect of making soil particles more easily disaggregated
and erodable.
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Verifier:
Minimal soil disturbance/
compaction caused by
skidding and transporting
timber.
Verifier:
Observation of measures
to control/minimise
erosion, compaction and
siltation of watercourses
during the construction
and utilisation of (forest)
roads.
The above two verifiers
underline the importance of
controlling soil compaction
along skid trails and logging
roads as these are two major
sources of soil erosion
(Trimble and Sartz 1957;
Brown 1985; Brunijnzeel
1990).

iv)

63

On the Indonesian test, two additional verifiers were formulated
specifically for soil management within natural forest areas.
Both are linked to timber harvesting. They are: Minimal soil
disturbance/compaction caused by skidding and transporting
timber (forest management), and No timber harvesting takes
place in highly erodable areas (ecology). The forest
management team member stressed the importance of
organising forest product transportation to minimise soil
compaction. Logging roads and skidtrails must be well designed.
Debarking and conversion of stems into planks should ideally
be done at the site of the felling. Cutting stems into planks
within the forest is typically done in many traditional community
forestry settings, and virtually always where there are no
draught animals or mechanised transport available; not
infrequently, children in pairs carry planks out of the forest on
their heads.
The only Brazilian statement concerning erosion or soil cover
is the forest management verifier Observation of measures
to control/minimise erosion, compaction and siltation of
watercourses during the construction and utilisation of
(forest) roads. This verifies an activity (forest road
construction and use) that has thus far not directly formed
part of the communities own forest resource management.
The only exception to this being the indirect management role
of the larger of the communities, São Pedro; by displaying no
resistance to an external timber companys road construction
in the community forest area, and even supplying the manual
labour for this undertaking, São Pedro could be considered
partially responsible for the poor management of their forest
resources (albeit by third parties). The verifier could become
more relevant to community forest management at the Brazilian
test site at some future date. However, the likelihood of this in
São Pedro is diminished by the outside logging company having
removed virtually all timber stocks of economic value, thus
leaving the community with little reason to construct forest
roads in the foreseeable future.

C&I: Soil Fertility Management

We have ranked erosion control as more important than soil fertility conservation, because soils
must be kept in place if their fertility is to be conserved. Nonetheless, as noted above in connection
with C&I on organic matter, soil fertility management can clearly reduce the erodibility of soils.
Theoretically, good fertility management prolongs the period over which a piece of land is
cultivated and so reduces the rate at which fallow, and in many cases forest, is converted to
agriculture.
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The C&I of relevance to soil fertility management reviewed here can be roughly divided into
three categories:
· fertilising measures, other than fire, applied during land preparation and the cultivation
period;
· the significance of fallows to soil fertility; and
· burning.
The first two are addressed in this section (4.6.3 iv); the issue of burning and fire management
is dealt with in The Role of Fire in Agriculture section (4.7.1).
All teams developed complexes of C&I that link soil fertility management and fallow periods.
a) C&I: Soil Fertilising Measures
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Protection of fertilising
trees during land
clearance.
Generalisability:
It is of interest to know
whether people recognise and
seek to
benefit from the fertilising
value of trees  but this type of
assessment would require the
assessor to be knowledgeable
on the fertilising properties of
local trees. Outsiders rarely
have this sort of knowledge.

Ease of assessment:
The contribution made to
sustainability by this indicators
fulfilment is difficult to gage.
Few claims regarding the soil
fertilising properties of
indigenous trees have been
scientifically substantiated.
There is evidence that the
benefits of some exotic
species shown to fertilise soil,
e.g., through nitrogen fixation,
are outweighed by undesirable
consequences associated
with their introduction, such as
soil acidification and pest
problems.

Specific mention of soil fertility management techniques is
only made in the Cameroonian ecology and forest management
C&I subsets. Of all the subsets, it is the Cameroonian ecology
subset that places the most emphasis on organic fertilisers.
The verifier Increase in the quantity of organic matter in
the soil by defoliation and the indicator it relates to,
Agricultural practices have short-term beneficial effects on
arable land, soil and trees, imply that a significant, positive
relationship between agriculture and trees is possible. This
relationship is further implied by the verifier Protection of
fertilising trees during land clearance found in the same
subset.
People from the Cameroonian test site villages listed many
tree species that they believe enhance soil fertility. Commonly,
these and other useful tree species are protected during land
preparation. Caution is exercised when burning slash to prevent
valued trees from being damaged by fire. Clearance of the
rest of the forest or succession vegetation releases these trees
from competition. This favours their growth and development,
especially if, as is sometimes the case at the Cameroonian test
site, they are then mulched for added protection after the fires
have subsided. Evidence of such elaborate measures to protect
trees on shifting cultivation plots was not encountered at the
Indonesian or Brazilian test sites.
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Indicator
Local knowledge on soil
types, their fertility and
fallow vegetation.
Relevance:
Everywhere peoples ability to
sustainably manage their
natural resources will depend
on their knowledge of those
resources.
Assessment:
Knowledge deficits have to be
understood in relation to their
cause. Migrant forest farmers
knowledge is often restricted
to a degree depending on their
length of stay in the area. In
some rural areas, young
people, aspiring to migrate to
urban areas, are not interested
in absorbing knowledge on
their forest environment.

65

Another verifier included in the Cameroonian ecology set is
Making and using compost. No evidence of these activities
was actually witnessed at the Cameroonian test site, although
the local inhabitants appeared knowledgeable about benefits
of compost. The verifier, however, leads to some interesting
insights  in some Shona villages in Zimbabwe, families can
be regularly found making large compost heaps with leaf litter
collected from local miombo woodland. They are thus,
effectively, mining the woodlands fertility.
Common to some shifting cultivation systems are the practices
of mulching with crop residues and using organic fertilisers
such as animal dung. The feasibility of these practices often
depends on local energy sources. Where cow dung is used
for fuel because firewood is too expensive or inaccessible, its
return to the soil is rare. Similarly, crop residues may be used
for fuel or animal fodder. Another practice that partially
determines both length of soil cover and the efficiency of soil
nutrient use and recycling, is intercropping. Overlapping crop
sequences will determine the availability of crop residues for
mulching and how their contribution to soil cover is
complemented by that afforded by the remaining standing crop.
None of the C&I sets systematically address these
interrelationships. They may, however, be indirectly deduced
from other C&I results. The only statement leading to the
evaluation of the significance of cropping patterns to soil fertility
occurs within the Cameroonian forest management subset. It
is the verifier Crops and cropping rotations make efficient
use of soil fertility. The verifiers main concern would appear
to be the niche differentiation of crops included in the system.
However, the use of crop residues as mulches and sources of
soil organic matter and nutrients is clearly also relevant to the
verifiers fulfilment.
The only two explicit Indonesian references to soil fertility are
the indicator Local knowledge on soil types, their fertility
and fallow vegetation and its supporting verifier Knowledge
on vegetation/species and their association with soil fertility.
These have already been discussed in the section dealing with
soil suitability.

b)

C&I: Fallow Length and Fallow Management

An increasing demand for fertile soils for agriculture is accelerating deforestation and creating
a growing scarcity of forest land for conversion. Empirical research suggests this is causing
the average fallow period to contract in many inhabited parts of the tropical rainforest zone.
Inhabitants at the Cameroonian test site villages said this applies to their situation. Increasingly
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poor, less fertile soils that have been subjected to two, three or even four previous crop rotations,
and to fallow periods of decreasing length, are being brought back into cultivation. Lower crop
yields are obtained before soils are abandoned because of intensive depletion of soil nutrient
reserves. Calculating the balance struck between changes in fertility takeoff (determined by
factors including cultivation periods, choice of crops and crop niche differentiation) and fertility
restoration rates (determined by factors including soil management and protection methods,
fallow periods and fallow management) between successive periods of cultivation and fallow is
complicated. However, this balance clearly affects the growth rate and composition of various
stages of forest succession.
C&I about length of fallow period were developed on all tests. Some of these C&I have
already been discussed. All tests also generated several C&I on major factors influencing fallow
period, such as land availability, soil type, crop choice, cropping systems, timing of agricultural
activities and access to information. Not all these C&I, however, mention fallows.

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator
Crops and cropping
rotations make efficient
use of soil fertility.
Who can best assess this:
Most agriculturists will
recognise mismatches at the
species level. Local farmers
are, however, often more
knowledgeable on which local
crop varieties are least
demanding of soil nutrients.

4.7

The only statement on fallow length generated by the Indonesian
test was the social indicator Rules on ladang/shifting
cultivation practices that ensure an appropriate fallow period.
The Cameroonian forest management subset demands a more
detailed assessment with the indicator Fallow periods are
long enough to permit recuperation of soil fertility and its
verifier Species indicative of soil fertility are commonly found
in fallows and secondary growth areas. Another of this
Cameroonian indicators verifiers, Crops and cropping
rotations make efficient use of soil fertility, recognises the
appropriateness of fallow length depends on a combination of
factors, including the nutrient demands of the chosen crops
(crop niche differentiation) and cropping methods which help
to ensure efficient use of soil nutrient reserves.

The Role, Impact and Management of Fire

4.7.1 The Role of Fire in Agriculture
At all the test sites, burning is an important agricultural practice that serves multiple functions,
one of the most important being that of fertilising the soil. Fire releases nutrients held in the
forest or fallow vegetation into the soil in the form of the biofertiliser ash. Burning also increases
the pH of acidic tropical soils, which helps make nutrients available for plant uptake. It furthermore
makes more soil nutrients available to crops by destroying competitive weed species. Fire is the
cheapest way of clearing and preparing land for cultivation. These attributes make it an essential
management tool for poor rural farmers.
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Extra observation on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Signs of bad timing or
delays in land preparation,
such as a waste of
prepared land and yield
losses.
Assessment:
Bad timing of land preparation
activities leading up to the
burning of slash, suggest the
slash will not burn well. When
this takes place, the area
concerned is often not
cultivated as it will produce
very low yields. Abandoned, it
generally turns into a dense
vegetation thicket. Such
thickets are an indicator of
poor fire management.
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Fires role in sustaining agricultural production is acknowledged
by the Cameroonian ecological verifier Mineral matter
available from ash for the indicator Agricultural practices
have short-term beneficial effects on arable land, soils and
trees. Contents of the Cameroonian forest management subset
are equally accepting of fire as an important agricultural input
which must be managed both for the sake of sustaining crop
yields and that of protecting adjacent areas. This is made
apparent by some of the I&V under the Cameroonian forest
management criterion The role of seasonality in the use of
forest resources and in farming activities is (locally)
recognised: the indicator Farmlands are cleared (slashed
and burnt) just before the rainy season so that crops are
planted at the right time; the verifier Signs of bad timing
or delays in land preparation, such as a waste of prepared
land and yield losses; and the verifier Attention paid to
climatic and seasonal factors in the timing of agricultural
fires.

At the Cameroonian tests concluding workshop there was agreement among ecologists,
agronomists and community members that after slash has been burnt, remaining leaves, small
twigs and branches should be piled around protected trees to serve as a mulch that will
subsequently break down into a compost. Wood from felled trees should be collected for domestic
firewood before the slash is carefully burnt to avoid damage to protected trees. There was,
however, some disagreement between ecologists and community members on what constitutes
appropriate fire management and intensity. Some of the ecologists present saw an ecological
advantage to be gained from maintaining agricultural fires approximately one metre above the
ground. This, they said, affords the soil microfauna (decomposers) a measure of protection
and should theoretically result in greater soil fertility in the long term. However, many farmers
do not favour superficial fires as they are less effective in eradicating pests and weeds. Much
goes to suggest that most shifting cultivators predict their crop yields on the basis of how
thoroughly the slash is burnt, and believe poor burns result in lower yields (Dove 1983, Sanchez
1976). Testimonies of forest farmers at the Cameroonian and Brazilian test site communities
very much echoed this opinion.
Some controversy surrounds the long-term impact of fire on soil nutrient content, although
fire is known to cause losses of carbon, nitrogen and sulphur to the atmosphere. Lack of clarity
on this issue complicates drawing conclusions regarding the overall socio-ecological impact of
agricultural fires.

4.7.2 Impacts and Management of Fire
i)

Background

Fires are believed to be the most hazardous form of forest disturbance, since they directly
increase tree mortality rates, destroy many animal food sources, instigate changes in species
composition, cause soil temperature increases and precipitate losses of some soil nutrients.
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Forest fires can create enormous age gaps of up to ten years or even more in the population
structure of some of flora species, depending on these species propensity for arrested growth.
Additionally, fire causes the flowers, fruits and seeds of many species to abort, leading to their
loss of a years recruitment. More generally, forest modified by fire is an inhospitable environment
for the regeneration of its indigenous species. New niches will have been created, many of
which will be filled by invading species, so that the original forests species composition will be
changed. The social benefits accruable from the forest will be altered by such developments some useful species will be wiped out while others may assume greater abundance.
Many rainforest species are intolerant to fire, especially those that have one or more of
the following characteristics: thin bark, superficial roots, low density wood, and/or produce
latex or exudates. Whereas thin bark readily burns to ash, latexes and saps cook inside trees
engulfed by flames and coagulate. Settled forest communities usually grow some forest tree
species in agroforestry home gardens. Often they will have established stands of domesticated
or semi-domesticated economically valuable forest tree species. Many families at the Brazilian
and Indonesian test site had established rubber-dominated stands (Hevea brasiliensis). At the
Brazilian test site, Cupuaçu (Theobroma grandiflorum) is an indigenous species commonly
grown in agroforests or pure stands. Small-scale cacao plantations (Theobroma cacao) featured
prominently at the Cameroonian test site. These are just a few of the species with economic
potential that are highly susceptible to fire-kill. Failure to contain fire can therefore culminate in
the destruction of major sources of livelihood developed from the forest gene pool.
Smoke from recent disastrous forest fires in East Kalimantan, Indonesia, during September
1997 was reported to have blacked out the sun, caused respiratory infections with long-term
side effects in a large proportion of the population (especially children), and to have reduced
food production and water supplies to such an extent as to cause millions of people to seek
emergency food aid (Sahardjo 1998).
Community members at the Brazilian test site believed that commercial logging within
their forest had increased the amount of brash within the forest. This has rendered the forest
more flammable, made fires more intense and difficult to extinguish and, has consequently
increased the number of trees killed by fire.
Assessment of forest fire incidence, the Brazilian ecology specialist proposed, should be
geared towards establishing the average impact of forest fires on family holdings and community
commons. This measure would absorb the consequences of accidental fires caused by
irresponsible community members. A more thorough assessment that differentiates between
the degree of fire impact caused by different groups within the community would take much
longer. But the main reason for not entering into this depth is the high unlikelihood of obtaining
reliable information on who caused accidental or uncontrollable fires.
The Brazilian forest management specialist suggested that including an assessment of
whether the incidence of forest fires varies according to the economic value of the forest and
whether more care is taken to prevent the spread of agricultural fires into privately held
neighbouring holdings than into communally held land would add interest and depth to the set.
However, none of the Brazilian C&I are designed to directly answer these questions.
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C&I: Fire Impact (Damage) and Management

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier
No use of fire in hunting.
Generalisability:
Fire is an important component
of many, but not all, traditional
hunting systems. In some
isolated locations where
hunting pressure is low, the
use of fire in hunting may be
acceptable. Such cases are,
however, becoming
increasingly rare.

Verifier
Fire breaks are
constructed before
burning.
Relevance:
High  however, the reasons
for why firebreaks are not
constructed may be more
important indicators of
sustainability, than the fact of
fire breaks not being
constructed. Lack of family
labour, not having the funds to
employ casual labour, lack of
community co-operation and, in
the case of migrant forest
farmers, lack of fire
management traditions, are
often the root cause of
inadequate fire management.

Despite the tremendous ecological implications of forest fires,
the Cameroonian ecology specialist did not develop any C&I
concerning the management of agricultural or forest fires or
measures to minimise fire hazards. In the Cameroonian forest
management subset only two statements on fires appear. One
of these is the verifier Controlled use of fire in site
preparation for the indicator During farm site preparation,
valuable trees are protected, and the other, the indicator The
use of fire for land clearance is kept to a minimum to prevent
respiratory illnesses. From these statements it is clear that
the forest management specialist thought peoples motivation
to control the use of fire is indicative of the care they administer
when burning their fields or using fire for other reasons. He
identified the protection of health and that of useful trees as
factors that strongly motivate people to use fire cautiously.
Factors as diverse as poor education, changes in diet or forest
product prices can limit or diminish these factors motivating
powers, and thus contribute to the relaxation of fire
management practices, and increased fire hazard.
The only mention of fire in the Indonesian ecology subset is
confined to the verifier of commercial hunting controls No
use of fire in hunting. Various hunting techniques practised
by different forest groups make use of fire. It is not clear to
which technique this verifier refers or whether it is equally
applicable to all hunting techniques involving fire.
The Indonesian and Brazilian forest management subsets are
by comparison much more oriented towards the assessment
of the efficacy and application of community fire management
methods and prescriptions. Both include verifiers that inquire
into whether forest farmers consider the lay of the land, make
fire breaks and take account of wind direction. In the
Indonesian case the relevant verifiers are: Fire breaks are
constructed before burning; Wind direction and velocity
are considered in the timing of burns; and Burning
procedures take slope into account. These issues and others
are incorporated into just one verifier in the Brazilian case:
Fire accident prevention and control techniques including
consultation and agreement between neighbours on the
choice of area to be slashed and burnt and intended day of
burning, the appropriate choice of season and hour for
burning, the cutting of fire breaks, directing the fire against
the wind. This is another example of a statement that is
explicitly compound. To facilitate systematic recording and
comparison of the results of consecutive assessments, this
verifier should be disagregated into its component elements.
The Indonesian verifiers belong to the indicator Fire
management to open ladangs (shifting cultivation plots) is
applied which supports the criterion Low input sustainable
agriculture is applied. This chain of statements acknowledges
the technological appropriateness of fire as a management
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technique. However, the indicator The community possesses
rules for the controlled use of fire during the agricultural
land preparation, cleaning of pasture and other
applications, associated with the Brazilian verifiers, is of
broader scope than the Indonesian criterion and also appears
to accept fire as a legitimate land preparation tool.
Criterion
The risk of uncontrolled
fires entering areas of
fallows, secondary and
primary forests is
minimised through the
application of appropriate
fire management
techniques.

Relevance:
High.

Assessment:
Quantifying risk is complicated
and imprecise. Recent
environmental changes
brought about by phenomena
beyond the local communitys
control, such as climate
change, add complications.
More stringent fire prevention
techniques than traditionally
used, may be required,
depending on changes in
vegetation structure and the
landscape mosaic, as well as
climate change. Especially,
with regard to climate change,
people may be unprepared to
respond adequately. Such
failure does not necessarily
mean the communitys attitude
towards fire management is
flawed.

Although rules can take the form of customary, unwritten
norms, sometimes they will be documented and shrouded with
greater formality. Several communities in the region of the
Brazilian test site have created complex rules on fire
management and stipulate these in their community estatuto,
which, if registered with the local government, gives them
some authority to penalise non-conformists. In communities
that have a record of poor fire management, recent elaboration
of fire management rules and their incorporation into some
form of Community Charter or Constitution, can indicate a
certain commitment to tightening fire controls in the future.
Such commitment suggests some understanding and
appreciation of the serious ecological and social consequences
of forest fires, even where lax behaviour of a segment of the
community could be interpreted to indicate the contrary.
The Brazilian ecology specialist attached great importance to
fire management as a critical component of good forest
management, introducing fire at the criterion level with the
statement The risk of uncontrolled fires entering areas of
fallows, secondary and primary forests is minimised through
the application of appropriate fire management techniques
(Box 4.9). The management techniques referred to would
presumably comply with community rules on fire control and,
hence, correspond with the measures covered by the above
Brazilian verifier. Thereupon, the lines of inquiry pursued by
the Brazilian forest management and ecological I&V on fire
diverge, with the ecological I&V using absence of fire damage
as a proxy indicator of adequate fire management practice.
This approach is weak. Firstly, the absence of fire damage
does not necessarily indicate fires are well managed it could
instead be due to propitious weather or timing. Secondly,
evidence of fire damage does not automatically imply defective
fire management methods have been used by the community.
Climatic factors, the spread of fire originating from outside
the community, or fire hazard conditions created by intruders
(e.g. external logging companies) could be the cause.
Calculation of the Brazilian ecology verifier Local impact of
fire in terms of the mortality differential of plants (e.g.
number of species surviving per size class compared with the
normal size class distribution in burnt forest areas requires
some knowledge of which species are sensitive and which are
resistant to fire. Clearly, the proportion of fire resistant species
that has subcombed to fire damage, helps indicate the intensity
of fires.
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The comparatively strong emphasis the Brazilian team placed on the assessment of fire
controls and damage, reflects the fact that the forest of both the Brazilian test site communities
had suffered fire damage some months before the test took place. This damage had at the larger
of the two communities been catastrophic. There, the test team and community members
estimated that the el Nino and the opening up of the forest by the external timber company both
significantly augmented the forests flammability/susceptibility to fire. Had the test taken place
before these forest fires, then there is a likelihood that it would have generated a lesser number
of C&I concerned with fire.
None of the Brazilian C&I direct attention to the deliberate burning of natural pastures on
seasonally emerging river banks, a practice done in some riverine Caboclo communities located
in the same region as the Brazilian test site.
The reason for the low profile of fire considerations in the Cameroonian and Indonesian
sets, may be that the test teams thought the adequacy of fire controls would be reflected by
readings obtained for other more general C&I in the sets, such as the indicators Areas of
ecological importance are recognised and protected (Indonesia, ecology), Productivity of
natural forests is maintained (Indonesia, forest management), and The abundance dominance
consistency (distribution) and frequency of species is comparable to that of the original
forest (Cameroon, ecology) or the verifier Villagers exploit raw materials in a sensible and
frugal manner to ensure the sustainability of local cottage industries (Cameroon, forest
management), to give but a few examples.
Although the Indonesian test was sited in a part of Kalimantan that had a few months
previously been afflicted with thick smog caused by some of the biggest forest fires in Indonesian
history, the actual test site communities were fortunate in that these fires did not spread into
their forest areas. It may have been because the issue of forest fires did not directly affect these
communities, that the Indonesian specialists did not formulate more C&I to address a fuller
range of management factors affecting the risk of forest fires.
Box 4.9

C&I of Fire Management (Brazil Test)

Ecology
Criterion:

The risk of uncontrolled fires entering areas of fallows, secondary
and primary forests is minimised through the application of
appropriate fire management techniques.

Supporting indicator:
· No incidence of accidental fires.
Supporting verifiers:
· Frequency with which accidental fires have spread into large forest areas over
the last 20 years.
·

Ratio of burnt to non-burnt forest area within the community common access
forest.

· Local impact of fire in terms of the mortality differential of plants (e.g., number
of species surviving per size class compared with the normal size class
distribution) in burnt forest areas.
Forest Management
Indicator:
· The community possesses rules for the controlled use of fire during the agricultural
land preparation, cleaning of pasture and other application.
Supporting verifiers:
· Fire accident prevention and control techniques including consultation and
agreement between neighbours on the choice of area to be slashed and burnt
and intended day of burning, the appropriate choice of season and hour for
burning, the cutting of fire breaks, directing the fire against the wind.
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Land Use Planning to Limit Forest Conversion and
Fragmentation

This section addresses some means communities use to limit forest conversion and fragmentation
through formal or informal zoning processes, including the development of protected areas.

4.8.1 Planning for Restrictions on Forest Conversion (Zoning)
Deforestation can be limited and forest protected by the application of measures and provisions
that restrict forest interventions, harvesting intensity and forest clearance to different degrees in
different areas according to local community characteristics and environmental carrying capacity.
This is what the zoning of forest areas hopes to achieve. Whether zones are formal or informal
need not affect their socio-ecological significance. Zones often exist by informal agreement
within the forest community. Indeed, informal zones sometimes command much greater local
respect than more formal zones imposed, and often policed, from outside.
Zoning is similar to matching the basic resource attributes of a habitat with human demands
in such a way as to not impair carrying capacity. This links in closely with land suitability
classification systems, such as FAOs Framework for Land Evaluation (FAO 1976), in which
land suitability is defined as the fitness of a given type of land for a specified kind of land use.
Recognising that agricultural land requirements, even where appropriate agriculture and
population controls exist, are subject to future increases, the Indonesian forest management
specialist included the verifier Areas permissible for conversion (to agriculture) exist. Other
C&I in the Indonesian set can establish whether the natural forest conversion rate is acceptable
for conservation purposes, and the extent to which conversion of tembawang forest gardens is
being limited. To assess whether the limits imposed upon tembawang conversion are acceptable,
the indicator Conversion (of tembawang) is followed by the development of tembawang in
other areas is useful. The most detailed C&I complex on community rules about forest resources
management is found among the Indonesian social C&I (see section on Social C&I). The
complex can be used to estimate community capacity and success in restricting conversion of
natural forest and tembawangs.
Although no criterion or indicator equivalent to the Indonesian verifier Areas permissible
for conversion (to agriculture) exist occurs in either the Cameroonian or Brazilian sets, inhabitants
at the Cameroonian test site claim to have set aside a zone of forest for conversion. This claim
was received with disbelief by some of the professionals attending the workshop, who could
not envisage how the communities might survey or manage such a zone unaided.

4.8.2 Protected Forest Areas
i) Background
All tests generated C&I on protected forest areas. The existence of such areas does not address
the causes of forest fragmentation, but, if well enforced, such areas can geographically limit
fragmentation.20 They are especially important if they cover areas where species with highly
restricted distributions (i.e., are endemic to a relatively small area) and/or with large territorial
ranges, or that are specialists, reside.

20

C&I related to enforcement are reviewed in Chapter 6 (Social Dimensions: The Social and Economic
Outcomes of Forest Management) and 2.6 (Social Dimensions: Determinants of the Social and Economic
Outcomes of Forest Management).
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However, more and more forest communities are finding themselves with insufficient
forest left to create or maintain protected forest areas. Where hunting is prohibited in protected
forest areas, ensuring the areas protection becomes even more difficult. Markopoulos (1998)
reports that some of the communities participating in the Lomerío Forest Management Project
in Bolivia do not have enough forest resources remaining to create protected forest areas of
viable size. Although the protection of some areas might obviously be of lesser conservation
value than that of others, Marlopoulos (1998) observed there are difficulties inherent in assessing
the viability of protected areas in the absence of detailed information about their ecology.
Identification of planning and management needs is constrained by these difficulties.
Managing what occurs within protected areas is one, but not the only thing needed to
ensure their continuing viability. Equally important is that management strategies for protected
areas incorporate the management of areas surrounding these areas. There must be compatibility
between the management objectives of protected and adjacent areas. Only thus does it become
possible to integrate protected areas into the larger regional scheme as required to ensure biological
and social sustainability (McNeely et al. 1990). Creating zones can help achieve this wider
objective provided the relationship between zones is adequately understood and dealt with.

ii) C&I: Protected Areas and Forest Reserves
The fact that all tests generated C&I on protected forest areas reflects the fact that these are
key tools for conserving biodiversity (Reid et al. 1993) (see Table 4.5). An indicator commonly
used towards this end by policy makers is Percentage of total forest area that has strictly
protected area status (ibid.). This indicator helps us to ascertain the amount of effort devoted
to dealing with ecological problems caused by forest decline in relation to these problems
magnitude. Ideally this indicator would be applied to different habitats and soils, making it
possible to draw comparisons between the adequacy of protected areas within each. With this
sort of desegregation, information can be assembled on factors that may explain the persistence
of some forest species following severe forest fragmentation.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Islands of relic primary
forest occurring within the
successional forest
mosaic are preserved.
Relevance:
High.

Assessment:
Registering the existence of
relic forest patches is
important. Their existence
reflects unsustainable forest
management in the past.
Concrete evidence of these
patches being now preserved
will come in the form of
prohibitions and sanctions
seen to be actively enforced.

The Brazilian ecologist thought the protection of rare ecological
sites to be a matter of priority. He therefore created the indicator
statement Among the various types of natural habitats
occurring within the region, the rarest (or least extensive) in
the forest landscape are strongly protected from conversion
to agriculture and the verifier Islands of relic primary forest
occurring within the successional forest mosaic are
preserved. Moreover, he also included the indicator Forest
reserves and sanctuaries of adequate size and distribution
within the CMF are maintained to address the critical
determinants of the effectiveness of reserves and protected
areas in performing ecological functions and resisting
biodiversity erosion. Larger areas within a given habitat are
more likely to contain viable species populations than smaller
areas. It is assumed that if a given area of a particular habitat
is capable of assuring the survival of the minimum viable
populations of all species, then it will protect lesser known as
well as more common species (Landers et al. in McNeely
1990). Temple (1992) maintains a rough estimate of area of
habitat required to support a viable population of a particular
species, is obtainable by multiplying the species actual density
in the habitat by its minimum viable population size. Larger
bodied mammals and animals with large territorial ranges, for
example orang-utan (Pongo pygmaeus) in Kalimantan need
especially large areas to maintain viable populations (MacKinnon
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Indicator:
Sites of special sociocultural, historical and
tourist value to the local
communities are known
and protected by social
control mechanisms.
Relevance:
There is sometimes
disagreement between what
the community and outsiders
believe they should be.
Processes of acculturation can
lead to communities losing
interest in ancestral sacred
sites. Regional authorities may
however demand the
protection of these sites
continue for national heritage
reasons.
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and MacKinnon 1991). The distribution and shape of protected
areas indicates their vulnerability to encroachment (Peres and
Terborgh 1995). Also, worthy of note, is that small forest
patches associated with small species populations become a
problem for long-term protection against changing
environmental conditions (Quin and Karr 1993).
Contrary to expectations, no C&I of size of forest remnants
were developed on the Indonesian test even though
deforestation was more pronounced at this test site than at the
others, and had resulted in forest islands within the landspace.
On the Cameroonian test, treatment of protected and reserved
forest areas was narrower. References to such areas is
restricted to the social C&I subset where it occurs relatively
high up in the C&I hierarchy with the criterion Sites of special
socio-cultural, historical and tourist value to the local
communities are known and protected by social control
mechanisms. However, this criterion does not address the
ecological importance of protected areas as directly as the
Indonesian ecology indicator Areas of ecological importance
are recognised and protected does.

Indicator
Existence of zones (areas
defined for different use
intensities in accordance
with resource potential).
Who can best assess this:
In this case, although the
indicator refers to zones, it is
not only official or project land
allocation schemes which
might undertake the
assessment. Frequently,
communities have their
landzones in place which
respond to environmental
capacities and their own
needs. Their participation in the
assessment of this indicator is
therefore essential.

The Brazilian C&I cover the protection of sites of special
cultural significance, referring in particular to the anthropogenic
black earth soils which occur in relatively small patches
sparsely scattered throughout the region of the Brazilian test
site. These soils, rich in indigenous pottery remains, tend to
be of exceptionally high fertility. Their archaeological value
led the Brazilian social and forest management specialists to
conclude that their protection should be prioritised above all
alternative uses. The social specialist included a prescriptive
indicator on their registration with the relevant official
authorities. As a verifier of existing knowledge on the
distribution of sites of local cultural significance, he also
included Stories of agroforestry resources and of the locations
of special historical and cultural significance.
The Indonesian forest management subset contains the criterion
The management of each land use system takes into account
the characterisation and delimitation of preservation areas
and areas of different use intensity. This criterion
corresponds closely with the Brazilian forest management
indicator Existence of zones (areas defined for different use
intensities in accordance with resource potential) and verifier
Verification of uses defined for different use intensities in
accordance with resource potential. These C&I could capture
the area of protected areas and, if fully assessed, provide
information on their sustainability under existing management
strategies. The two Brazilian statements aim to assess how
effectively ecological capacity and resource use are matched.
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Table 4.5

C&I on Protected Forest Areas
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Chapter 5.
Technical Aspects of Managing Flora and Fauna21
5.1 Overview
This section concentrates on the practical and technical aspects of forest interventions, in
particular forest tending and harvesting activities, including non-timber forest product collection
and hunting. C&I developed on the planning and localisation of these activities are examined.
The C&I developed on the timing of interventions, the techniques these interventions involve,
the conditions under which they take place, and their impact on species and the environment are
presented and reviewed. All three disciplinary sets address these technical issues to some extent,
but the majority of C&I discussed below originate from the ecological and forest management
sets.22
It was difficult to wholly separate technical forest management considerations from
social and economic considerations. Drawing distinctions between the technical and ecological
aspects of forest management, proved especially problematic because the production function
of the ecosystem is often modified by forest management objectives and methods. An example
coming from the Cameroonian test concerns the harvesting of cane from rattan palm clumps.
If this is done without damaging the capacity of the clumps to regenerate by suckering, then not
only is the continuous production of cane assured, but also some degree of ecosystem integrity
of the habitat. In this example the direct objective of management (careful harvest) is the
continuous production of cane, and the degree of ecosystem integrity maintained is a by-product
or secondary effect.
Thus, although this section concentrates on the methods, tools and timing of human
interventions within the forest, we have felt compelled to appraise these variables in terms of
their ecological significance and impact. We therefore review many of the C&I of technical
aspects in conjunction with ecological C&I.

5.2

Key Issues for Forest Resource Management
Techniques

From the testing process and our overview of the C&I sets produced, we have identified three
of the issues addressed on all the tests as umbrella concerns:
· The management objectives. These will predetermine planning needs.
· The planning of forest management interventions. This covers the selection and
co-ordination of activities in space and time to achieve production objectives in a
sustainable manner.
· The recognition of different forest types and sites with special characteristics.
This is a prerequisite to matching the type and intensity of interventions with the
carrying capacity of different areas. Where such recognition is lacking due to insufficient
knowledge, the acquisition of knowledge needed to correct the deficiency becomes a
planning objective. On the other hand, where it is found to be satisfactory, it forms
part of the framework for planning processes to build upon.
21
22

Written by N. Burford de Oliveira with H. Hartanto.
No systematic comparison of how the testing teams differed in their allocation of issues between disciplinary
fields, is attempted.
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These issues set the overall context within which the components of management practice
and their temporal and spatial interrelationships can be evaluated.

5.2.1 Management objectives
None of the test generated C&I refer to management objectives. These are automatically included
in management strategies or plans which, whether formal or informal, are oriented towards the
fulfilment of objectives. That is to say, plans and strategies need to be evaluated in terms of the
efficiency with which they achieve their own objectives.
Management objectives will, either consciously or unconsciously, evolve as local
circumstances change. They may not always evolve along appropriate lines, but if they do not
evolve, then plans and strategies are likely to become outdated and lose their relevance to
emerging environmental and/or social scenarios. Periodic review of management objectives is,
therefore, a potentially illuminating task.
The setting of objectives must, logically, proceed planning. Management objectives indicate
a recognition of opportunities and problems that require some co-ordinated response to ensure
sustainable forest resource use and harmonious socio-economic development. Their primary
role may be perceived by communities, as mandates, or community constitutions that express
their commitment to actively assume certain responsibilities. Their framework often sets the
foundations not only for management plans but for the processes by which the community
develops, enforces, and monitors rules and regulations and adherence to them.
In the Brazilian Amazon region, it is becoming increasingly common for rural communities,
including Caboclo communities, to develop an Estatuto, which is a form of Community
Constitution. Each community registers its Estatuto with the relevant local government authorities,
an act which gives the document legal recognition. The Estatutos of Caboclo communities
along the Tapajos and Arapiuns rivers, typically outline community commitment to co-operating
on the protection of fishing resources and forest commons, hunting and third party access
controls, and the control of game meat and fish sales. They usually also outline restrictions on
land tenure transfers and conflict resolution procedures. However, they are usually regarded as
too broad and insufficiently detailed with regard to processes, to be considered as management
plans.

5.2.2 Forest Management Planning
The importance to rational forest harvesting of planning procedures and their timing was stressed
on all tests, but especially the Brazilian test. The general consensus amongst teams was that
management plans for CMF need not always be formal or include rigorously defined sets of
rules and prescriptions. This consensus is, however, not clearly conveyed by the C&I complexes
in the Indonesian set, nor is it fully communicated by the Brazilian C&I on planning. No direct
mention of planning is made in the Cameroonian set (see Table 5.1).
C&I: Plans and Planning
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Existence of management
plans and annual plans for
timber and NTFPs.

It was generally agreed on all tests that informal management
plans should encapsulate local knowledge on the forests
productive potential (i.e., on the forests suitability for
interventions of different intensities), and set limits to the
harvesting of species and plant parts accordingly. Opinion was
unanimous that management plans should include forest
treatments, which, to the best of locally available knowledge,
minimise the risk of impairing carrying capacity, and improve
this capacity for degraded forests. The Brazilian forest
management verifier Existence of management plans and

Technical Aspects of Managing Flora and Fauna
Application:
Calendars of household
production activities can reveal
the degree of order governing
forest interventions. Extra
enquiries into considerations
given to the timing of events
can be helpful.
Relevance:
The current wording can easily
be misinterpreted to refer only
to formal plans, especially
given the prevalence of annual
plans for timber management.
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annual plans for timber and NTFPs aims to capture informal
application of sequences of management activities based on
local notions of best practice. The Brazilian forest
management specialist maintained that annual plans, i.e., those
that embrace annual seasonal variation, should be flexible
enough to accommodate the communities evolving knowledge
of changes in markets and market access, and of new
technologies.
The only Indonesian statement of direct relevance to
management plans, the verifier There is a land use plan for
the village area, drawn up and formalised by the community
from the ecology set, seeks to establish the existence of a
formal, written plan. This verifier supports the indicator
Drastic land cover change is prevented. Despite this reference
to formal planning, a view widely expressed among the
Indonesian test participants was that formal planning, with its
western scientific connotations of precision and registration,
is not necessarily a critical issue in the context of traditional
systems of CMF. Overstating its importance could generate
false conclusions about the considerations behind actual
management practice.
The Indonesian test team understood local decisions on forest
interventions to be based on a constant review of a complex
of interacting factors undergoing perpetual, if at times subtle,
change. Possibilities for finely tuned responses to change could
be unduly restricted by more fixed procedures. The team
therefore thought participatory, community-based decision
making processes and their outcomes are generally more critical
to sustainability than is the existence of and adherence to formal
management plans. The appropriateness of the latter (formal
plans) would depend on the former (decision making
processes). This perception is reflected by the Indonesian set
containing more C&I on decision making processes than the
other sets. It is the decision making processes, the Indonesian
team maintained, that ought to be regarded as the planning
processes which direct CMFs.
There was awareness expressed on all tests of the informal
planning processes, often embracing broader dynamic social
processes, which facilitate the integration of changing
management objectives of multiple forest user groups. The
C&I of participation, decision making processes and other
variables related to these social processes are more closely
examined in subsequent sections on social aspects and policy.
Plans and planning are not explicitly referred to in the
Cameroonian set, even though the test site communities were
developing a written management plan to apply for a legal
community forest at the time of the test. Decision making
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Criterion:
Indigenous strategies
aimed at reducing
pressure on wildlife are
worked out in conformity
with the laws and
regulations for hunting.
Relevance to
sustainability:
There is an undeniable need to
strive for mutual support
between indigenous strategies
and national laws and
regulations. However, the
relevance of the above
criterion depends upon the
appropriateness of hunting
laws and the pressure exerted
by local hunters. In remote
areas where hunting pressure
does not pose a threat to
certain animals, prohibitions on
the hunting of these animals,
that are justifiable elsewhere,
should perhaps to be wavered
so that traditional livelihoods
are not undermined.
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processes, rather than planning per se, were highlighted in the
Cameroonian test, as they were on the Indonesian test. The
concept of a plan is, however, communicated with the use of
the word strategy in the Cameroonian ecology criterion
Indigenous strategies aimed at reducing pressure on wildlife
are worked out in conformity with the laws and regulations
for hunting. Unlike any of the other statements on plans, this
criterion implies the importance of local strategies being worked
out in conformity with laws and regulations. Since contact
with the outside world is exerting an increasing influence over
community forest resources, this detail will be important. The
criterion also stands apart in that it and one of its supporting
indicators Indigenous strategies exist aimed at protecting
certain species are the only statements in all of the sets to
overtly link strategies or plans with hunting. All other C&I that
explicitly mention plans or planning are confined to the Brazilian
set. Because of their position in relation to other C&I within
the hierarchy, they appear only to refer to tree and plant
products.
Although apparently unintended, the Brazilian tests C&I on
planning appear to primarily concern formally planned timber
management. This focus is suggested by the forest
management indicator Application of specific silvicultural
treatments (liana cutting, elimination of other competitive
plants, etc.) in accordance with annual plan of operations,
and the separate verifiers Definition of the cutting cycle, the
annual area exploited, harvesting intensity, minimum
diameter for respective species, mapping of all the species
(100% inventory) and chronological calendar of activities
and Existence of plans for directional felling of trees to
reduce gap sizes and damage to other potentially harvestable
trees. Application of the first of these two verifiers would
require breaking it down into numerous component parts, many
of which could be satisfactorily evaluated with C&I that have
already been developed specifically for commercial timber
management. The Brazilian forest management specialist herself
recognised that, the ideal of a 100% inventory of species is
unrealistic, especially for poor forest communities. Even with
this concession, exactly what was meant by a 100% inventory
remains unclear.
The verifier concerning directional felling focuses on protecting
potentially harvestable trees, accentuating thereby
considerations of economic efficiency. This stress on economic
efficiency is recurrent in the Brazilian forest management C&I
set.
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The above I&V give the impression that timber cutting cycles
are a feature of CMF at the Brazilian test site, and that it is the
measures of harvested volume per area and period which must
be assessed. However, there was no clear evidence that such
cycles are or should be characteristic features of CMF at the
Brazilian test site, although their review would be relevant to
commercial timber harvesting carried out in the area under the
direction of outside interest groups. It was clear that the
Brazilian test site communities have not undertaken any formal
timber management to date, if by formal we understand
management regimes typical of the commercial forestry sector.
This raises the question as to how pertinent some of the
proposed C&I are to the evaluation of current modes of
community forest interventions at the test sites.
The above Brazilian C&I could be interpreted to imply
sophisticated modern management strategies are required,
especially for timber production, to ensure sustainability, and
that, therefore, communities must ultimately commit themselves
to their adoption. These C&I also help us appreciate that,
applying C&I sets developed specifically for timber production
to CMF sites is more likely to generate results that fit in with
external scientific knowledge sets, than reflect the communitys
awareness of the sustainability of its own forest interventions.

Table 5.1

C&I: Strategies, plans and planning
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5.2.3 The Recognition of Different Types and Sites with Special
Characteristics
All three tests generated C&I on local knowledge of areas supporting different ecological habitats
or land uses. Local people use such knowledge to distinguish between areas according to
productive potential and service value. Without such knowledge it becomes difficult to define
the allowable harvesting pressure for species of interest under given sets of biophysical conditions,
or to identify areas that merit special conservation status. An observed lack of knowledge
would normally be interpreted in terms of research needs, the fulfilment of which necessarily
precedes the full recognition of appropriate and/or inappropriate conservation, management and
use strategies.
i) C&I: Definition of Land Types, Zones and Boundaries
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Box 5.1

Matching vegetation types and land attributes with different
forms and intensities of use is the subject of the Indonesian
forest management criterion The management of each land
use system takes into account the characterisation and
delimitation of preservation areas and areas of different use
intensity and the Brazilian forest management indicator
Existence of zones (areas defined for different use intensities
in accordance with resource potential) (Box 5.1). The concept
of matching is suggested by mention of sufficient knowledge
in the Cameroonian forest management criterion Villagers have
sufficient knowledge of the composition and distribution of
different forest types.

C&I: Zones and Boundaries (Brazil, Forest Management)

Criterion: Natural resources must offer a vast range of economic, social, environmental
and cultural goods and services.
Supporting indicator:
· Existence of zones (areas defined for different use intensities in accordance with
resource potential).
Supporting verifiers:
· Verification of uses defined for different zones being respected.
· Mapping of the principal land uses with the use of maps and satellite images.
· Observation of and communication about conservation of water sources.
· Inclusion of Indian black soils in the community reserve.

OBSERVATION: NO DEFINITION FOR COMMUNITY RESERVE WAS PRODUCED.
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ii) C&I: Land Type Boundaries and Mapping
Local awareness of natural or human created boundaries to different land types relates to forest
farmers oblique vision of the landscape in contrast to the aerial view associated with high
technology and academic expertise. Locating zones and their boundaries on maps, or physically
demarcating them on the ground, were seen as potential ways of communicating local knowledge
or adding to it. Participatory map reading was thought to be a useful activity that can increase
the knowledge of all involved. All three test teams recommended the use of participatory mapping
techniques. Apart from actually producing maps that can be used to verify land use patterns,
these techniques have high educational potential because of the communication they stimulate
between participants.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator
Community property rights
are indicated on official
land use maps.
Cost and Ease of
application:
Community property rights may
be demarcated on official
maps, but obtaining the maps
to verifier the accuracy of their
demarcation may be difficult.
The cost of this verifiers
application would depend on
how readily the relevant maps
can be obtained. (Furthermore,
even the official maps may not
be accurate or undisputed).

According to the Brazilian team, the current state of the
landscape can be verified with the use of maps and mapping
techniques. Periodic ground checks to verify the content of
existing maps and/or the comparison of maps created at different
times can help verify and monitor C&I such as: The size of
annual agricultural land holdings is not increasing (forest
management, Brazil); Community property rights are
indicated on official land use maps (social indicator,
Indonesia); Distinguishable elements in the landscape
resulting from the prolonged use and management of
agroforestry resources (anthropogenic forests, orchards and
cultivated land) (social verifier, Brazil); Relative surface
areas of burnt and unburned forest within the forest areas
used by the community (ecology, Brazil); and The reduction
in area covered by natural forest over a given interval of
time (forest management, Cameroon) (Table 5.2). On the
Brazilian test, it was mentioned that greater quantities of
information can be acquired through the combined use of
participatory mapping techniques and remote sensing image
interpretation. The interest expressed in this combined approach
on the Brazilian test is probably attributable to its having been
successfully used by various non-governmental organisations
working with communities in the Brazilian Amazon area
(IMAFLORA et al. 1996).
The Indonesian social indicator Community property rights
are indicated on official land use maps implies participatory
mapping techniques have an important role to play in the
definition and subsequent affirmation of agreed boundaries.
The Indonesian and Brazilian teams created C&I to examine
the existence of clear, recognised boundaries to protected areas
(Box 5.2).
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One observation made during the Cameroonian test, was that
different sets of boundaries demarcate the realms of activity
of different interest groups within the community. Social
relationships and hierarchies of power normally determine these
differences. Social boundaries to forest areas or products are
not always physically demarcated and usually vary in
permeability  some groups are freer than others to transcend
them. Some gregarious plant products may, for instance, be
freely gathered from neighbours fallows by all, while hunting
in the same areas is only permitted to close kin or people
belonging to certain privileged groups.
Also in Cameroon, intractable problems of conflicting land
claims involving different tribal groups, the government and,
increasingly, people with officially registered and recognised
permanent land title deeds were described as very common.
Conflicts of this nature are antagonistic to long-term
management investments as they can result in the benefits of
labour being appropriated by third parties.

Box 5.2

C&I: Boundaries and their Relationship to Land Tenure

From the Indonesian Forest Management C&I Set:
Criterion:

The management of each land use system takes into account the
characterisation and delimitation of preservation areas and areas
of different use intensity.

Supporting indicator:
· Preservation areas are communally owned and subjected to low intensity use.
Supporting verifiers:
· Communal decision making applies to the utilisation and conversion of preservation
areas.
· Presence of clear and distinct boundaries to preservation areas that are recognised
by the community.
From the Indonesian Social C&I Set:
Criterion:

Secure community tenure system is guaranteed by the State.

Supporting indicator:
· Secure community tenure system is guaranteed by State laws and regulations.
Supporting verifiers:
· Participatory mapping.
· Community property rights are indicated on official land use maps.
· There are no overlapping (tenure) rights.

85

Technical Aspects of Managing Flora and Fauna

Table 5.2

Selected C&I: Zoning, Boundaries and Habitat/Land Use Areas

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

,QGLFDWRU

,QGLFDWRU

,QGLFDWRU







%RXQGDULHVRIFRPPXQLW\DUHDDUH
NQRZQDQGUHVSHFWHGE\
FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV

9HULILHU


DUHUHFRJQLVHGDQGSURWHFWHG



9HULILHUV

LQGLFDWLQJERXQGDULHVDPRQJ

FKDUDFWHULVDWLRQDQGGHOLPLWDWLRQ



9HULILFDWLRQRIXVHVGHILQHGIRU

FRPPXQLWLHV

RISUHVHUYDWLRQDUHDVDQGDUHDVRI



0DSSLQJRIWKHµSULQFLSDOODQG

GLIIHUHQWXVHLQWHQVLW\

7KHYLOODJHUVKDYHVXIILFLHQW

9HULILHUV

NQRZOHGJHRIWKHFRPSRVLWLRQ



ERXQGDULHVWRSUHVHUYDWLRQDUHDV

W\SHV

WKDWDUHUHFRJQLVHGE\WKH

7KHIRUHVWERXQGDULHVDQGDOO

FRPPXQLW\



FRQFHUQHG

9HULILHUV

GLIIHUHQW]RQHVEHLQJUHVSHFWHG

XVHV¶ DQGYHJHWDWLRQFRYHU ZLWK
WKHXVHRIPDSVDQGVDWHOOLWH

3UHVHQFHRIFOHDUDQGGLVWLQFW

DQGGLVWULEXWLRQRIGLIIHUHQWIRUHVW

DUHNQRZQDQGUHVSHFWHGE\DOO

.QRZOHGJHRQIRUHVWDUHD

LPDJHV



,QFOXVLRQRIµ,QGLDQEODFNVRLOV¶LQ



'HILQLWLRQRIWKHDUHDIRUWKH

WKHFRPPXQLW\UHVHUYH

KDUYHVWLQJRIHDFKSURGXFWLQ

SRWHQWLDO LQFOXGLQJRQWLPEHUDQG

DFFRUGDQFHZLWKLWVHFRQRPLF

17)3V



$UHDVSHUPLVVLEOHIRUFRQYHUVLRQ



7DERRVUHVWULFWLQJSURGXFW

WRDJULFXOWXUH H[LVW

YLDELOLW\



3DUWLFLSDWRU\PDSSLQJRI17)3
UHVRXUFHV

7KHDQFHVWUDOQDPHVRIWUHHV

H[WUDFWLRQIURPFHUWDLQDUHDV

,QGLFDWRU

ULYHUVDQGRWKHUODQGPDUNV

H[LVW



GHOLPLWLQJWKHIRUHVWVDUHZHOO
NQRZQ



SRWHQWLDO 

7KHPDQDJHPHQWRIHDFKODQGXVH
V\VWHPWDNHVLQWRDFFRXQWWKH

WKRVHZLWKQHLJKERXULQJYLOODJHV



DFFRUGDQFHZLWKUHVRXUFH

.QRZOHGJHRILPSRUWDQWIHDWXUHV

,QGLFDWRU


([LVWHQFHRI]RQHV DUHDVGHILQHG
IRUGLIIHUHQWXVHLQWHQVLWLHVLQ

&ULWHULRQ

&ULWHULRQ


$UHDVRIHFRORJLFDOLPSRUWDQFH

'LIIHUHQWW\SHVRIIRUHVWVXFKDV

ODQGKROGLQJVLVQRWLQFUHDVLQJ

,QGLFDWRU


VZDPSDQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWV

&RPPXQLW\SURSHUW\ULJKWVDUH

9HULILHU

LQGLFDWHGRQRIILFLDOODQGXVH



PDSV

LQGLFDWRUVSHFLHVVSHFLHVULFK

7KHVL]HRIDQQXDODJULFXOWXUDO

DUHDVRIIRUHVWYDOXDEOHWLPEHU

9HULILHU

VSHFLHVVKUXEVKHUEVVWUHDPV



ODQGVFDSHUHVXOWLQJIURPWKH
SURORQJHGXVHDQGPDQDJHPHQWRI
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV

3DUWLFLSDWRU\PDSSLQJ

DQWKURSRJHQLFIRUHVWVRUFKDUGV

ILVKVSHFLHVDQGWKHLUORFDWLRQLQ
WKHIRUHVWVDUHNQRZQZLWKDKLJK

&ULWHULRQ

GHJUHHRISUHFLVLRQ



(DFKODQGXVHV\VWHPLVORFDWHGRQ
VXLWDEOHVRLO

'LVWLQJXLVKDEOHHOHPHQWVLQWKH

DQGFXOWLYDWHGODQG 

,QGLFDWRUV


5HVSHFWIRUDQGWKHSURWHFWLRQRI
VLWHVRIVSHFLDOFXOWXUDO
VLJQLILFDQFHLVSULRULWLVHGLQWKH
DOORFDWLRQRIDOOIRUPVRIQDWXUDO
UHVRXUFHXVHDQGH[SORLWDWLRQ



)RUHVWUHVHUYHVDQGVDQFWXDULHVRI
DGHTXDWHVL]HDQGGLVWULEXWLRQ
ZLWKLQWKH&0)DUHDDUH
PDLQWDLQHG

9HULILHU
 ('HVFULEH

WKHVSDWLDOGLVWULEXWLRQ

RI%UD]LOQXWWUHHVLQUHODWLRQWR
RSHQDUHDVDQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWV

5.3

Forest Harvesting and Resource Utilisation

We now turn to the C&I created to assess localised forest interventions such as tending and
harvesting operations. To facilitate the comparison of these for the different test sites, the most
relevant C&I from the three C&I sets were pooled and re-sorted into the following categories23:
· plant products (including timber and non-timber products) (section 5.3.1)
· hunting (section 5.3.2)

23

Fishing was also a very important management and livelihood activity form; it is interspersed with C&I on
hunting, as well as water management C&I, in this report.
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Individual C&I were allocated only to those categories that reflect their associations
within the C&I complexes to which they were assigned by the test teams. For example, the
indicator All growth phases of groups of species are represented, taken from the Indonesian
ecology set, theoretically applies equally well to fauna as it does to flora. However, we do not
consider it in relation to fauna, because the context within which it occurs in the C&I set
restricts its focus to flora. Certain statements that occur only in relation to fauna or to flora
when they could apply equally well to both, suggest gaps in the coverage of the C&I sets.
In the Brazilian forest management and ecology sets, rather then insert bridging statements
with a wide embrace into the upper levels of the hierarchy, and then under these segregate I&V
into separate complexes for flora and fauna species respectively, several partially repetitive
high-level statements (i.e., P&C) are incorporated. Thus, for instance, the Brazilian ecology set
contains three principles, one for plants, one for terrestrial animals and one for aquatic animals
(Annex 3). The C&I assigned to each of these principles are for assessing whether viable
populations of renewable resources extracted by community members from the accessible
forest ecosystems, can be maintained over biologically relevant time scales. Several of the C&I
are species specific, so may not be appropriate for other CMF sites, unless adapted.
However, the applicability of the standard demographic approach used in the Brazilian
ecology set, to estimate whether focal resource populations are likely to persist in viable numbers
or be driven to local extinction, is almost universal. It simply defines sustainability as a function
of the underlying renewal rate, R (e.g., cohort replacement24), of any given resource population,
and its depletion rate, D (e.g., harvest rate) brought about by the local community. It is widely
accepted that ecological sustainability is only possible if depletion rates do not exceed the baseline
renewal rates of any given resource. The maximum permissible depletion rate will vary depending
on the population-specific schedules of fecundity, mortality, immigration and emigration. Under
conditions where D > R, populations will eventually be driven to local extinction, as has been
the case at the Brazilian test site with a number of large-bodied game vertebrates (e.g., Spider
monkeys [Ateles marginatus]; tapirs [Tapirus terrestris]) and commercially valuable timber species
(e.g., Pau rosa [Aniba rosaeodora-Lauraceae]; copaíba [Copaifera multijuga]; itaúba [Mezilaurus
itauba-Lauraceae]). Virtually all fish, game and plant species that have been clearly overharvested
by the Brazilian test site communities share a low reproductive rate, usually because of low
fecundity, late age of first reproduction, and long intervals between consecutive breeding events.
The forest vertebrates overhunted were invariably large, slow-growing and late-maturing species
(Peres 1990, 1996 in press).

5.3.1 Forest Plant Products
The term plant products is here used to refer to products originating from all types of plants
ranging from woody to herbaceous species. To facilitate their comparison, we have roughly
divided the C&I on plant products into the following categories concerned with:
· harvesting  temporal considerations, selectivity, techniques and technologies, and
intensity of biomass removal;
· the impact of forest interventions on population structure and natural regeneration; and
· husbandry techniques affecting forest productivity and species composition and
frequency.
Inevitably, these categories overlap considerably.

24

A Cohort is a taxonomic group ranking above a superorder.
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Harvesting: Temporal Considerations, Selectivity, Techniques and
Technologies, and Intensity of Biomass Removal

Temporal considerations, the selectivity of harvesting of plants and plant parts, the harvesting
and tending methods used, and the amount of biomass removed were all variables believed to
affect, and, therefore, be indicative of sustainability. There were, however, some marked
differences in how the test teams prioritised among these issues for assessment purposes.
a) C&I: Temporal Considerations
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Criterion:
The role of seasonality in
the use of forest
resources and farming
systems is recognised.
Application by whom:
The role of seasonality must be
known to be recognised. Local
people are likely to be more
aware than outsiders of this
role with regard to indigenous
species.
Verification:
Failure to adhere to seasonal
indicators of appropriate timing
is often indicative of some
factor(s) that prevents people
from acting as they would
under normal circumstances.
Disease may reduce labour
resources; sources of child
labour may have been depleted
by school attendance. There
may be a backlog of initiating
effects resulting from a delay
caused by climatic
irregularities.

Several references to the seasonality, timing and periodicity
(frequencies and interval lengths) of forest-resource-based
activities appear in the Cameroonian and Brazilian sets (Table
5.3). In the Cameroonian forest management set, seasonal
considerations are ranked highly at the criterion level, with the
statement The role of seasonality in the use of forest resources
and farming systems is recognised. The Cameroonian
management specialist thought the harvesting of plant parts
other than fruits should be restricted as far as possible to times
when plant growth is at its most vigorous. This minimises
plant stress and ensures a relatively speedy recovery from
induced stress. To back this assertion he created the indicator
Plant parts including bark are collected in the appropriate
seasons. For the majority of plant species growth tends to be
most vigorous during the rainy season. A verifier proposed for
this indicator is Plant parts are collected, dried and stored
for later use. Significant increases in the shelf life of products
can reduce the need to harvest out of season. Hence this verifier
can help assess whether harvesting is being confined to
appropriate seasons. Some highly perishable products for
which no local processing methods exist face a greater risk of
out of season harvesting pressure. Sometimes greater ease of
collection during the dry season, adds to out-of-season
harvesting pressure.
For timber harvesting, the Brazilian forest management set
includes the verifier Timber extraction in upland forest must
not take place during periods of high rainfall. This verifier,
which emanated from concerns about soil erosion, recognises
seasonal considerations to mediate harvestings impact on the
physical environment as well as on individual plants and species
populations. Definition of timing, seasonality and frequency
of harvesting for each species is the most comprehensive
verifier about temporal considerations relating to harvesting in
the Brazilian forest management set. In addition to choosing
the correct season, an appropriate rest period must be respected
for the harvested species or population to recover. The more
intensive and the more out of season the harvesting activity,
the longer the recovery period required. Site conditions will
also partly determine rest requirements for given harvesting
intensities. Species growing at the limits of their geographic
range will often succumb to relatively light harvesting pressure,
requiring correspondingly longer recovery periods.
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Only one direct reference to timing or phasing occurs in the
Indonesian set. This is the forest management verifier Rest
periods between tapping are adequate to maintain latex yields
over time. This verifier concerns the periodic discontinuation
of rubber tapping to allow tapped rubber trees to recover from
stress (Table 5.3). Slight modification of the wording could
make this verifier equally applicable to assessing the tapping
of resins and saps (e.g., damar and benzoin in Indonesia, and
copaiba in Brazil).
The only references to resting species between periods of
harvesting activity in the Brazilian set are the ecological verifiers:
Latex tapping techniques used in the CMF enable the
survival of tapped trees (for the criterion The extraction of
latex and resins from trees is done on a sustainable basis);
and Only low impact techniques which permit healing of
trunk wounds are used to extract copaiba oil (for the criterion
Practices involving the extraction of oils or saps from tree
trunks do not have an adverse impact on the demographic
viability of harvested species). Thorough assessment of these
verifiers involves the challenging task of determining the
correct length of rest periods between harvesting. This also
applies to the assessment of the aforementioned Brazilian forest
management verifier Definition of timing, seasonality and
frequency of harvesting for each species.

Table 5.3

C&I: Seasonal Considerations

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

&ULWHULRQ

9HULILHU

9HULILHUV







7KHUROHRIVHDVRQDOLW\LQWKHXVH

5HVWSHULRGVEHWZHHQWDSSLQJDUH

RIIRUHVWUHVRXUFHVDQGIDUPLQJ

DGHTXDWHWRPDLQWDLQODWH[\LHOGV

V\VWHPVLVUHFRJQLVHG 7KLV

RYHUWLPH

&KURQRORJLFDOFDOHQGDURI
DFWLYLWLHV



'HILQLWLRQRIWLPLQJVHDVRQDOLW\

FULWHULRQFRXOGUHDGLO\DSSO\WR

DQGIUHTXHQF\RIKDUYHVWLQJIRU

IDXQDDQGIORUDUHVRXUFHV 

HDFKVSHFLHV

,QGLFDWRU

,QGLFDWRU





3ODQWSDUWVLQFOXGLQJEDUNDUH
FROOHFWHGLQDSSURSULDWHVHDVRQV

&DOHQGDURIWKHFROOHFWLRQDQG
H[WUDFWLRQRIDJURIRUHVWU\
SURGXFWV

9HULILHU



3ODQWVDUHFROOHFWHGGULHGDQG

9HULILHU

VWRUHGIRUODWHUXVH EHWZHHQ



VHDVRQV 

7LPEHUH[WUDFWLRQLQXSODQG
IRUHVWPXVWQRWWDNHSODFHGXULQJ
SHULRGVRIKLJKUDLQIDOO
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b)

C&I: Selectivity: The Maturity of Harvested Plants and Plant Parts

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Harvested timber is of
optimal diameter.
Relevance:
At very low timber harvesting
intensities, such as are
characteristic of traditional
forest communities, variation in
bole diameter may not
significantly affect
sustainability.
Poles of timber trees are often
used more frequently in the
construction of village houses
than is timber. Their use tends
to result in a greater removal of
established trees, many of
them of species that yield
quality timbers.
Rewording the verifier to
Diameter of trees
harvested for construction
purposes could expand its
relevance to a wider range of
CMF scenarios.
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The Indonesian and Cameroonian forest management sets both
include a prescriptive indicator for restricting harvesting to
mature plants. Initially, the Cameroonian forest management
specialist proposed the indicator When possible, only mature
plants are harvested with only rattan and raffia in mind (Table
5.4). On reconsideration, he found the indicator to be applicable
to most plants and thus rephrased it accordingly (i.e., by
removing the words rattan and raffia). Note that this indicator
refers to the maturity of the plant as a whole at the time of
harvesting plant parts. It does not specify the maturity of the
plant parts (leaves, flowers, bark, etc.) being harvested.
From the Indonesian test, the indicator Only mature nontimber forest products are harvested is of relevance here.
Although it embraces all NTFP species (and its relevance can
be extended to animal species), three of its accompanying
verifiers (Green colour stem for mature rattan (whitishyellowish colour characterises immature rattan), Absence
of thorns on 2-3 m of stem from ground level, and Young
sprouts are kept during pandanus harvesting) aim to help
establish the incidence of immature rattan plant harvesting.
The first two of these verifiers describe characteristics of
mature rattan (see also Noor 1992). In addition, the Indonesian
set includes the verifier Harvested timber is of optimal
diameter which is related to the age and maturity of trees at
harvest time.
The question arises regarding the extent to which restrictions
on the harvesting of immature organs of mature plants are
species specific. To what extent is it possible to categorise
species and/or varieties to fit different sets of restrictions or
management prescriptions? Woody species could, for instance,
be categorised into those that produce sucker shoots or coppice
regrowth and those that do not. Species and varieties of
monocotyledons that do not produce suckers might quite
obviously require some different management strategies from
those that do. This is recognised to be the case with respect to
two açai palm species, Euterpe oleracea and Euterpe
precatoria.25 Of these, only the former produces suckers, yet
both yield fruits rich in iron and vitamins, as well as palm
hearts. Some argue that the harvesting of palm hearts, because

It has been suggested that the species Euterpe precatoria not be harvested for palmito because of its inability
to regenerate from clumps. This recommendation is difficult to apply, especially in the case of E. precatoria.
whose natural distribution extends into areas in central and western Amazonia where E. oleracea does not
naturally occur. In parts of Peru E. precatoria palm hearts are a favoured food item and the species is
intensively extracted for palmito production industries. This is believed to be reducing natural stocks of the
species (Kahn 1996). Theoretically, it should be possible to harvest it on a sustainable rotational basis.
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it involves cutting down stems, should only be permitted with
Euterpe oleracea since only this species can regenerate shoots.
Harvesting palm hearts from other species means destroying
the tree and, therefore, foregoing future harvests of its fruits.
A similar distinction can be drawn between rattan species.
Some of the wider diameter types of rattan only produce one
stem, while individuals of the majority of rattan species produce
multi-stemmed clusters that can be partially harvested on a
rotational basis and will thereafter normally regenerate shoots
(Panayotou and Ashton 1992).

Indicator:
Harvesting practices for
each species are
compatible with the
species productive
potential.
Cost of evaluation:
Assessment of whether this
statement applies is very
information demanding. For
most NTFPs with small or
uncertain market prospects,
insufficient information is
available. Research to
generate the required
information will usually be
uneconomic and therefore
infeasible.

Table 5.4

Many believe that the decision as to whether the removal of
immature plant parts from trees should be permitted depends
on the relative importance of the purpose for which the parts
are removed. Sometimes the purpose relates to the species
morphology. Pruning or the removal of terminal buds is
sometimes done to manipulate tree architecture to improve
the form of timber stems or to facilitate tending and harvesting,
especially in the case of fruit trees. In other cases, trees and
bushes are cut back to make them more effective for a
particular function, e.g., living fences.
None of the C&I in the Brazilian set specifically refer to plant
age at the time of harvest. However, the need to take age into
account is implied by the very general indicator Harvesting
practices for each species are compatible with the species
productive potential. To assess this compound indicator with
any precision, knowledge about many variables including the
species productivity under different climatic and environmental
conditions, at different ages and with different timing of
harvesting and harvesting methods, would be required.

C&I: Plant Maturity at Time of Harvesting

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

9HULILHU

,QGLFDWRU





:KHQSRVVLEOHRQO\PDWXUHSODQWV
DUHKDUYHVWHG

2QO\PDWXUHQRQWLPEHUIRUHVW
SURGXFWVDUHKDUYHVWHG

9HULILHUV



*UHHQFRORXUVWHPIRUPDWXUH
UDWWDQ ZKLWLVK\HOORZ
FKDUDFWHULVHVLPPDWXUHUDWWDQ 



$EVHQFHRIWKRUQVDORQJWKHVWHP
IRUPIURPWKHJURXQG



<RXQJVSURXWVDUHNHSWGXULQJ

3DQGDQXVKDUYHVWLQJ

%UD]LO
BB
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Harvesting Techniques and Technologies

So far in this section we have looked at C&I which focus on the plants suitability for harvesting.
The C&I we now go on to discuss were proposed for assessing the suitability of the harvesting
techniques and technologies being used. Harvesting methods range from simple, manually
executed deeds to ones involving the use of sophisticated tools, processes and/or technologies.
We use the words method and technique interchangeably to mean a process, the sequence
and timing of steps it involves, and all the inputs including skill and technologies required for its
execution. Thus a method embraces all aspects of practice in the execution of an event.
Technologies and skills are aids for the execution of techniques. Not all techniques (methods)
involve the use of technologies.
1. C&I : Low-impact versus Destructive Harvesting Techniques
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

All tests created C&I to assess the destructive impact of
harvesting techniques in use (see Table 5.5). This variable is
central to the assessment of sustainability. A harvesting practice
is considered unacceptably destructive if plants and species,
either those harvested or others, are unnecessarily destroyed
by the harvesting act. On this basis, timber harvesting, when
done with low-impact felling techniques, is less likely to be
classified as destructive in a negative sense. Although low
impact techniques often results in the death of harvested and
some other trees or plants, it can be argued that they prevent
unnecessary damage. Where the word destructive occurs in
C&I statements, it carries a connotation of unacceptability.
Exactly what techniques should be classed as destructive
appears therefore to be a matter for subjective judgement.
Several of the Brazilian C&I search for evidence of the use of
low-impact techniques, e.g., the forest management indicator
Application of low impact techniques and the ecology verifier
Only low-impact techniques which permit healing of trunk
wounds are used to extract copaiba oil. These are prescriptive
statements, a negative evaluation of which is unlikely to provide
information on how far practice fails to satisfy the standards
that are thought should apply. Techniques differ in their
capacity to affect species and the environment. The full
implications of their impact also depends upon species and
environmental resilience. Some techniques, including some
very simple ones, are unacceptably destructive under virtually
any circumstances. Their application is unambiguously
indicative of unsustainability. Felling host trees to harvest
epiphytes and lianas is an example. This is commonly done in
some Amazonian riverine communities, although no indications
of it were noted at the Brazilian test site. None of the Brazilian
C&I mention this practice specifically. However, in the
Indonesian forest management set evidence of such practices
would be brought to attention by the verifier Minimal plant
or tree canopy damage caused by rattan extraction if the
word rattan in this verifier were to be replaced with lianas
and epiphytes.
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Another form of unacceptably destructive harvesting, that
sometimes takes place in the Amazon region is the felling of
some latex-yielding tree species, such as Maçaranduba
(Manilkara huberi Stande.), to obtain one-off extra-large
quantities of latex. With the disappearance of the Macaranduba
latex market, this practice has become rare. However, its
incidence/re-emergence would be revealed by the Brazilian
ecology verifier Latex-tapping techniques used in CMF
enable the survival of tapped trees. The tapping of some
exudates is necessarily highly invasive (i.e., damar resins); it
causes wounds to the trunk that place tapped trees at a
comparatively high risk of pathogen infection. The focus should
then focus on assessing whether the tapping techniques used
are the least damaging of survival chances.
At the Indonesian test site the presence of some species that
can be host to the fungi which produce gaharu wood was
observed in the forest. Harvesting of gaharu, although not
identified as an important economic activity at the test site,
contributes significantly to the income of forest communities
and nomadic groups inhabiting other parts of Kalimantan.
Inexperienced commercial gaharu gatherers commonly fell
potential host trees without advance knowledge of whether
they are infected with gaharu fungi. Consequently, many trees
are cut down unnecessarily, reducing the future potential for
gaharu production. Traditional forest inhabitants, on the other
hand can usually tell which trees are infected before cutting
them down and sometimes climb trees to make a detailed
diagnosis of symptoms. Signs of infection include those of
dieback, such yellowing leaves or leafless branches. Swellings
are sometimes present along the branches or the trunk and the
bark tends to be dry. Seedlings and saplings surrounding an
infected mother tree also usually show signs of senescence.
Finally, knocking on the trunk of an infected tree produces a
hollow sound. Unacceptable destructive harvesting of gaharu
could be captured with the Indonesian indicator Production
of non-timber forest products is sustainable. But, more
narrowly-focused verifiers, including ones on local knowledge
of best practice, would permit more precise evaluation of
gaharu harvesting pressure.
Destructive harvesting methods are mentioned twice at the
indicator level and once at the verifier level in the Cameroonian
set. One of the indicators, Destructive harvesting of leaves,
suckers, stems, roots, branches, etc. is avoided to ensure their
availability at times of need is from the forest management
set. It concerns the destructiveness of harvesting methods
that retard species productive capacity through the induction
of stress and not the total destruction of the plant organism
harvested (although the cumulative affect of a number of
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successive harvests may be premature death). The other
indicator Destructive forest exploitation practices and
techniques are known, e.g., destructive hunting, fishing
methods, etc. is from the Cameroonian social set. It regards
the individuals and the communitys knowledge as a key to
avoiding destructive harvesting methods. It presents an
expanded notion of destructive harvesting; one that covers
the direct killing of whole living organisms and various
mechanisms that indirectly reduce species populations.

Table 5.5

C&I on Harvesting Techniques

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

9HULILHU

9HULILHU

,QGLFDWRU



)RUHVWIUXLWVDUHFROOHFWHGPRVWO\
IURPWKHIRUHVWIORRUZKHUHWKHUH
LVOHVVSUHVVXUHRQWKHIRUHVW
HFRV\VWHP



9LOODJHUVH[SORLWUDZPDWHULDOVLQ
DVHQVLEOHDQGIUXJDOPDQQHUWR
HQVXUHWKHVXVWDLQDELOLW\RIORFDO



&ULWHULRQ




7HFKQLTXHVIRUJDWKHULQJ17)3V
HQVXUHVXVWDLQDELOLW\

9HULILHUV




&RQVHUYDWLRQWHFKQLTXHV

/RZLPSDFWKDUYHVWLQJLV
DSSOLHG

,QGLFDWRU


FRWWDJHLQGXVWULHV

,QGLFDWRU

3DQHOGDPDJHLVUHGXFHG

(TXLSPHQWXVHGLVDGDSWHGWR
ORFDOWHFKQRORJLFDONQRZOHGJH



WHFKQLTXHV

9HULILHU


,QGLFDWRU


DUHKDUYHVWHG

UHVSHFWLYHVSHFLHVSURGXFWLYH
SRWHQWLDO

&ULWHULRQ


QRWKDYHDQDGYHUVHLPSDFWRQWKH
GHPRJUDSKLFYLDELOLW\RI

&ULWHULRQ
+DUYHVWLQJWHFKQLTXHVDUH
VXVWDLQDEOH

3ULQFLSOH


KDUYHVWHGVSHFLHV

9HULILHUV


DUHXVHGWRH[WUDFWFRSDLEDRLO



WDSSHGWUHHV

NQRZOHGJHV\VWHPV



'HVWUXFWLYHKDUYHVWLQJRIOHDYHV
VXFNHUVVWHPVURRWVEUDQFKHV
HWFLVDYRLGHGWRHQVXUHWKHLU
DYDLODELOLW\DWWLPHVRIQHHG

9HULILHU


7UHHEDUNVDQGRWKHUSODQWSDUWV
DUHUHPRYHGZLWKRXWHLWKHU
GDPDJLQJWKH[\OHPDQGSKORHP
RUJLUGOLQJWKHWUXQNVRWKDWWLVVXH
UHJHQHUDWLRQLVHQVXUHG

,QGLFDWRU


'HVWUXFWLYHIRUHVWH[SORLWDWLRQ
SUDFWLFHVDUHNQRZQHJ
GHVWUXFWLYHKXQWLQJILVKLQJ
PHWKRGVHWF

/DWH[WDSSLQJWHFKQLTXHVXVHGLQ
&0)HQDEOHWKHVXUYLYDORI

LQFRUSRUDWHLQGLJHQRXV

,QGLFDWRU

2QO\ORZLPSDFWWHFKQLTXHVWKDW
SHUPLWKHDOLQJRIWUXQNZRXQGV

&RPPXQLW\IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW
SUDFWLFHVDQGWHFKQLTXHVIXOO\

3UDFWLFHVLQYROYLQJWKHH[WUDFWLRQ
RIRLOVRUVDSVIURPWUHHWUXQNVGR

'HVWUXFWLYHKDUYHVWLQJ
WHFKQLTXHV



+DUYHVWLQJSUDFWLFHVIRUHDFK
VSHFLHVDUHFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKH

9HULILHU
2SWLPXPWLPEHUGLDPHWHUWUHHV

.QRZOHGJHDQGDSSOLFDWLRQRIWKH
EHVWKDUYHVWLQJSUDFWLFHV

DOVRDSSOLHVWRWHQGLQJ 



$SSOLFDWLRQRIORZLPSDFW



([LVWHQFHRISODQVIRUGLUHFWLRQDO
IHOOLQJRIWUHHVWRUHGXFHJDS
VL]HVDQGGDPDJHWRRWKHU
SRWHQWLDOO\KDUYHVWDEOHWUHHV

94

Chapter 5

2. C&I: The Use of Low versus High Technologies
The effects of forest technologies on forest sustainability largely depend on how, and how
much they are used, and on site conditions. Whether or not their impact is acceptable depends
on whether the ecological and socio-economic trade-offs incurred or sustained by their use are
considered acceptable.
Technologies differ in many ways, including their capacity for environmental destruction
and their energy requirements. Simpler, more traditional tools often, but not always, have a
relatively low capacity for environmental destruction. Compared to more sophisticated
technologies, many traditional tools are more energy efficient. However, they also tend to be
less labour efficient. Consequently, forest farmers increasingly seek powerful modern tools
such as chainsaws. Chainsaws are very expensive to produce and operate, but they dramatically
reduce the labour required to fell trees, convert trunks into planks and clear forest and fallow
lands for agriculture. If the use of chainsaws and many other modern technologies adheres to
good guidelines, then these technologies can improve living standards without adverse
environmental impacts26.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

26

The impact of technologies depends on the technical skill and
conscientiousness with which they are used. Harvesters must
refrain from their over- or misapplication. Both skill and attitude
are the products of knowledge. Knowledge of how technologies
function, their attributes and drawbacks becomes more critical
with growing access to modern technologies. Two interrelated
issues are important. The first is the process of transition from
traditional, in-situ evolved technologies to modern, introduced
technologies. The second is the understanding people possess
of newly adopted technologies. Any technological transition
must be smooth enough to ensure constructive adjustment to
the secondary consequences (i.e., changes in socio-economic
and cultural status) of technological change. In other words,
the transition must not be so fast that the development of
peoples understanding of consequences lags behind to the
point where they are unable to respond appropriately. The
Cameroonian team founded the social principle Community
forest management practices and techniques fully
incorporate indigenous knowledge systems upon this
concern. The Indonesian team created a similar indicator
Equipment used is adapted to local technological knowledge
and, for it, the verifiers Technologies to make harvesting
tools in the area and Technologies to maintain tools existing
in the area. This I&V complex relates to the criterion Lowimpact harvesting is applied. Where a community plans to
manage timber stocks for commercial exploitation, the question
of the complexity of harvesting technologies and the resources
available for their maintenance would require special
consideration. The ecological, social, and economic impacts
and implications of technologies must be adequately understood
by communities prior to their implementation. Their adoption
thus must be accompanied by an expansion of the local

Technologies do not, of their own accord, damage the environment. It is those who use the technologies who
are responsible for any environmental damage.

Technical Aspects of Managing Flora and Fauna

95

knowledge base. Increasing contact with the outside world
and greater integration into the regional economy make this an
even more pressing concern. It is reflected in the Indonesian
complex of verifiers The use of local knowledge,
Mobilising scientific knowledge and Training (which
appears under the social indicator There is policy and activity
aimed at rationalising the ladang [shifting cultivation]
system). These verifiers inquire into whether people have
sufficient experience and qualifications to use introduced
technologies. It is self-evident that as these technologies come
from outside the communities the knowledge needed to use
them effectively must, in most cases, also be introduced. This
requires commitment on the part of external groups, e.g., policy
makers (the group targeted by the above Indonesian indicator),
project planners, the media, etc. The Indonesian social set
includes additional related verifiers (e.g., training) under the
criterion Formal and non-formal education supports the
sustainability of forests.
The introduction of modern, energy-demanding but labour-efficient technologies into
traditional communities commonly affects these communities local social organisation or
hierarchical order. Those wealthy enough to purchase such technologies often gain in social
status by doing so. Typically, they hire the technologies out for others to use, thereby accumulating
more wealth and causing the income gap within the community to widen. The introduction of
chainsaws in some Caboclo communities has been observed to dramatically reduce the incidence
of communal agricultural work groups that traditionally formed to clear forest and fallow for
agriculture.
d)

C&I: Biomass Extraction/Removal (including C&I on harvesting intensity
and nutrient cycling)

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

All sets include C&I to ascertain whether harvesting practices
impair or enhance species productive potential (see Table 5.6).
In the Cameroonian forest management set this question is
indirectly approached by verifiers on harvesting methods and
intensities, e.g., Cottage industries that use indigenous skills
exist and encourage the wise harvest and use of forest raw
materials and Villagers exploit raw materials in a sensible
and frugal manner to ensure the sustainability of local
cottage industries. Both these verifiers support the indicator
The interests of the various community forest user groups
complement each other and do not adversely compete.
Impact on productive potential can furthermore be deduced
from information obtained with I&V from the same set that,
located under the criterion Harvesting techniques are
sustainable, seek evidence of destructive harvesting. Finally,
a verifier in the Cameroonian forest management set which
does not resemble any statement included in any of the other
sets is Forest fruits are collected mostly from the forest floor
where their harvesting places less pressure on the forest
ecosystem.
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In the Indonesian ecology set, the focus turns to the forests
condition as indicative of harvesting impacts, with the verifiers
Harvesting does not reduce the resource base and Species
of non-timber forest products which are harvested or
negatively affected during harvesting retain their ability to
regenerate given for the indicator Production of non-timber
products is sustainable. Also in the Indonesian ecology set
and of relevance here is the indicator Vegetation structure is
maintained and its verifiers The existence of all normal
strata in the climax vegetation and Basal area distribution
is normal. The verifier The approximate density of large
trees (> 40 cm dbh) felled within the primary forest exploited
by the community in the Brazilian ecology set, looks at takeoff
or harvesting intensity in relation to a pre-harvesting condition,
in this case density, of the residual stand.
Some of the Brazilian forest management I&V proposed for
the criterion The exploitation of non-timber forest products
is based on sustainable practice require some quantification
of productive potential before they can be accurately assessed.
Examples of this are the two verifiers Estimates of the
quantitative potential of each product (for the indicator
Existence of management plans and annual plans), and
Definition of harvesting intensity (collection of fruits per
tree, individual insertions per stem, number of stems cut per
liana or epiphyte, number of cutting panels (paineis de corte)
per rubber tree, etc. (for the indicator Harvesting practices
for each species are compatible with the respective species
productive potential).
Verifier:
Fruiting patterns of
harvested species are not
adversely affected by
harvesting.
Ease of application:
Difficulties arise in trying to tell
apart factors that interact to
influence fruiting patterns.
Depending on the biological
mechanisms involved for the
species, a valid assessment of
this verifier may require many
years of close monitoring
conducted by professional
biologists.

Estimates of productive potential or of permissible harvest rates
can serve as a baselines against which biomass removal rates
can be evaluated. Such baselines would be needed to assess
the degree to which the Brazilian ecological principle The
extraction of forest resources is compatible with the
demographic and genetic viability of plant populations (and
the animal populations upon which they depend) which
sustain those extractive activities is being fulfilled. A number
of the verifiers under this principle draw attention to the
demographic viability and physical condition of species or
species groups to assess the impact harvesting has had upon
them. Some examples include: Fruiting patterns of harvested
species are not adversely affected by harvesting; Adult Brazil
nut trees that have been harvested for at least 20 years are in
good physical condition and show no signs of senescence;
and Copaiba trees previously subjected to oil tapping do not
succumb to higher mortality rates than untapped trees in
the same population. This last verifier could also apply to
other species tapped for exudates.
C&I on Nutrient Cycling
The Indonesian forest management set shows a clear leaning
towards assessing harvesting intensity in terms of biomass
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removed from the ecosystem. This is communicated by the
two verifiers Extracted timber waste is allowed to decompose
in the forest and Timber is converted into planks in the
forest. These present a different orientation to that conveyed
by the Brazilian forest management verifier No evidence of
high tree stumps, excessive extraction losses or splits caused
during felling, or of felled trunks left in the forest. This
Brazilian verifier, meant to help evaluate the indicator
Application of low impact techniques, was conceived with
a mind to economic efficiency.
Timber waste and the increased volume of litter and other
organic debris brought about by logging activities constitute
sources of soil nutrients that should be left in the forest.
Nutrients released from the breakdown of these organic
materials by soil organisms will be absorbed by the surrounding
trees relatively quickly when the gap size is fairly small
(Bruijnzeel 1990). When soil cover is destroyed and soil is
compacted by machinery, there is a greater risk of leaching,
and consequently, of soil fertility decline.

Table 5.6
&DPHURRQ
BBBBBBB

C&I on Harvesting Intensity and the Disposal of Harvest Residues
,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV






%DVDODUHDGLVWULEXWLRQLVQRUPDO

WUHHV !FPGEK IHOOHGZLWKLQ

DOORZHGWRGHFRPSRVHLQWKH

WKHSULPDU\IRUHVWH[SORLWHGE\
WKHFRPPXQLW\

IRUHVW




7KHDSSUR[LPDWHGHQVLW\RIODUJH

([WUDFWHGWLPEHUZDVWHLV

2SWLPXPWLPEHUGLDPHWHUWUHHV



1RHYLGHQFHRIKLJKWUHHVWXPSV

DUHKDUYHVWHG

H[FHVVLYHH[WUDFWLRQORVVHVRU

7LPEHUFRQYHUWHGLQWRSODQNVLQ

VSOLWVFDXVHGGXULQJIHOOLQJRU
IHOOHGWUXQNVOHIWLQWKHIRUHVW

WKHIRUHVW



(VWLPDWHRIWKHTXDQWLWDWLYH
SRWHQWLDORIHDFKSURGXFW



'HILQLWLRQRIKDUYHVWLQJLQWHQVLW\
FROOHFWLRQRIIUXLWVSHUWUHH
LQGLYLGXDOLQVHUWLRQVSHUVWHP
QXPEHURIVWHPVFXWSHUOLDQDRU
HSLSK\WHQXPEHURIµSDLQHLVGH
FRUWH¶ FXWWLQJSDQHOV SHUUXEEHU
WUHHHWF

3ULQFLSOH



7KHH[WUDFWLRQRIIRUHVWUHVRXUFHV
LVFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKH
GHPRJUDSKLFDQGJHQHWLF
YLDELOLW\RISODQWSRSXODWLRQV
DQGRIWKHDQLPDOSRSXODWLRQV
XSRQZKLFKWKH\GHSHQG ZKLFK
VXVWDLQWKRVHH[WUDFWLYHDFWLYLWLHV

,QGLFDWRU



&RIDLGHUDWUHHVSUHYLRXVO\
VXEMHFWHGWRRLOWDSSLQJGRQRW
VXFFXPEWRKLJKHUPRUWDOLW\UDWHV
WKDQXQWDSSHGWUHHVLQWKHVDPH
SRSXODWLRQ
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There must be a balance between the harvesting techniques used and the yield obtained.
More stress-inducing techniques must be associated with lower long-term yield potentials if
their use is to be sustainable.
Several of the Indonesian and two of the Brazilian statements presented above concern
timber exploitation. These may be used to assess traditional as well as modern methods of
timber harvesting employed either for domestic or commercial purposes. C&I specifically on
timber harvesting were not included by the Cameroonian team. This team, concentrating on
actual forest management practice at the test site, saw timber exploitation as a relatively lowprofile issue since logs are only very occasionally extracted by community members and then
only for domestic use (Box 5.3). This situation is however likely to change in the not too distant
future.

Box 5.3

Community Timber Extraction

At none of the test sites was the local community managing timber stocks for commercial
exploitation at the time of the test. However, at all the sites, local residents cut some
forest trees for domestic use. In most cases, felling and conversion into planks is still
done with axes or cross-saws and planks are cut at the felling site. At least at the two
Brazilian test site communities, there has been a notable increase in the use of
chainsaws by community members over the last few years.
Most of the C&I on timber management in the Brazilian set, despite their applicability to
traditional exploitation methods, were developed with the assumption that the community
would exploit the commercial potential of timber management in the future. The Indonesian
test site communities were closer to engaging in commercial timber management due
to their involvement with the Social Forestry Development Project. They had not started
doing so at the time of the test and, therefore, most of the C&I on timber management
generated were developed specifically to assess the sustainability of traditional
exploitation methods. None of the C&I generated by the Cameroonian test explicitly
address timber exploitation.
A likely explanation of why more C&I on timber management occur in the Indonesian
set than in the Cameroonian set, may lie in the fact that the local demand for house
construction timber is much higher in the Indonesian than in the Cameroonian test site
villages. At the Indonesian test site, houses are built with wooden planks on wooden
stilts and roofed with shingles that are also wooden. At the Cameroonian test site, the
houses are constructed with rattan scaffolds filled with mud. They are roofed with thatch
or corrugated iron sheets.
The Brazilian and Indonesian teams, differing in their priorities, believed different types
of information is needed to assess the harvesting of timber. The Conversion of logs into
planks within the forest and Leaving conversion waste to decompose within the forest
appear as verifiers in the Indonesian set. One verifier related to waste is also found in
the Brazilian set No evidence of high tree stumps, excessive extraction losses or
splits caused during felling, or of felled trunks left in the forest. The Indonesian verifiers
were devised to verify the amount of nutrients removed from the forest ecosystem by
logging. They were also meant to inform about the incidence and severity of soil
disturbance and compaction resulting from skidding and transporting timber, for which
another separate verifier was also created. The Brazilian verifier on the other hand,
stems from considerations of economic efficiency. Professional foresters at the Brazilian
workshop held the view that converting timber into planks within the forest is not a
commercially viable community forestry practice. Planks produced using simple modern
technologies (e.g., chainsaws and portable sawmills), they claimed, are of inferior quality.
Their calculations indicate communities such as those of the Brazilian test site, could
get higher returns by selling round logs than locally sawn planks. As these examples
show, background considerations of this sort are often not clearly communicated by
the wording of criteria, indicators or verifiers.
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A consideration raised on all tests but not specified in any of the proposed C&I, relates to
the setting of cautionary procedures and rates of forest product removal. Some clarity on
safety margins for annual takeoff rates was thought important to compensate for knowledge
deficits on species regenerative capacities. However, this issue does not limit the formulation
of C&I. It concerns the development of standards that facilitate the interpretation of C&I
assessment results.
ii) Impacts on Population Structure and Natural Regeneration
a)

C&I: Residual Forest Damage

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Honey bee trees (sompun,
keladan, tappang
[Lithocarpus sundaicus),
etc.] are not extracted or
damaged.
Generaliseability:
This verifier is obviously only
relevant for sites at which bee
keeping is amongst the income
generating activities. Even if
not relevant to all sites for that
reason, it does offer a good
example of a measurable
locally-relevant indicator. Other
communities may have
different specific NTFPs
involved, but the basic premise
of dont bite the hand that
feeds you that underlies this
verifier would be transferable
to many of these. This would
be even more useful if it
specified, for example, what
damage referred to (and what
an unacceptable level of
damage would be).

Damage caused to neighbouring plants and vegetation by
harvesting activities was an issue addressed on all three tests
(see Table 5.7). The Indonesian forest management set includes
the most detailed complex of I&V on the issue, developed
around the criterion Low-impact harvesting is applied. One
of the indicators included, Harvesting causes minimum
disturbances can be partially assessed with the verifier
Minimal soil disturbance/compaction caused by skidding
or other ways of transporting timber. Another more narrowly
focused version of this indicator (also given for the above
criterion), is Minimal disturbance to animal habitats. The
only verifier for this indicator is Honey bee trees (sompun,
keladan, tappang [Lithocarpus sundaicus] etc.) are not
extracted or damaged.
The two Indonesian forest management verifiers Minimal
plant or tree canopy damage caused by rattan extraction
and Limited number of trees are cut during non-timber
forest product harvesting restrict themselves to damage caused
by NTFP harvesting and, the first one, to that caused by the
harvesting of just one NTFP species; rattan. The Cameroonian
and the Brazilian sets each have only one statement at the
verifier level on residual damage; Damage caused to
neighbouring plants and vegetation by harvesting practices
(Cameroon) and No observation of residual trees that have
died or been damaged as a result of harvesting activities
(forest management, Brazil). Both refer to harvesting activities
in general. Note that the Brazilian verifier is associated with
the criterion The exploitation of non-timber forest products
is based on sustainable practice. It would be unrealistic to
use the verifier for assessing damage caused by timber
harvesting.
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Included in the Brazilian ecology set is the indicator The density
and size of clearings caused by the felling of trees in primary
forest must not exceed the dimensions of natural treefall
gaps. The size of natural treefall gaps is highly variable, making
it difficult to define natural tree fall gap size. On average,
approximately 1% of total area is taken up by gaps in tropical
rainforest that has not been disturbed by people. This is much
less than the gaps one would expect to result from reducedimpact techniques at low harvesting intensities, i.e., removing
no more than 5 trees per hectare at one time27. Not only are
the gaps created by cut trees falling incremental to those caused
by natural tree fall, but there is the additional canopy opening
caused by tree extraction to be considered. The above indicator
is invalidated by the fact that its strict fulfilment is only possible
with zero felling of trees. Of relevance to the assessment of
gap size is how gap size affects water flow. Many studies
have shown that, changes in forest cover of less than 20% do
not usually cause changes in the catchment streamflow
(Brouwer 1996; Jetten 1994; Bruijnzeel 1990).
The Brazilian indicator on gap density and size is clearly irreconcilable with the Brazilian
C&I on timber management and the sustainability of an economically viable community-run
timber management enterprise. The disparity illustrates how the interests and values of different
groups can conflict. These conflicts are based on different underlying concepts of sustainability.
The Brazilian ecologists indicator reflects his prioritisation of keeping the forest close to its
original pristine state. In the strictest sense, this is irreconcilable with the fulfilment of the
Brazilian forest management C&I of the long-term economic viability of community commercial
timber management (something not yet attempted by the Brazilian test site communities). Such
disparities between C&I, have their counterparts in real disputes. Resolution of incompatibilities
between prescriptive C&I must be decided around the negotiating table where agreements on
objectives and trade-offs are decided.
Arguably, where human forest communities are recognised as an integral element of the
forest ecological system, natural tree fall would include the felling of trees to provide for basic
human subsistence needs. For community logging to qualify as natural on these grounds,
most people would probably agree that felling would have to be minimal (e.g., < 1 tree per
hectare per year) and that planks should be cut inside the forest and carried out on the shoulder.
Traditional timber harvesting practices employed at some of the test site communities still
largely comply with these standards, but they are being steadily replaced with more aggressive
methods.

27

In Asia conventional logging that removes an average of 8 trees per hectare damages about 50% of the original
tree population. With 500 trees per hectare before logging, this would mean damage is caused to 250 trees,
approximately half of which (125) would be killed by felling and skidding and the other half injured. Natural
mortality in primary forest averages 1% of the tree population, i.e., about 5 trees per ha per year. After logging,
the forest will regenerate but the annual mortality rate compared to unlogged primary forest, will remain high
at about 3-5% of the residual tree population because the injured trees are much more fragile. With reducedimpact logging and medium logging intensity (< 8 trees/ha) it is possible to reduce the damage to only 25% .
Even with the use of reduced-impact logging techniques the removal at one time of 5 trees per hectare would
result in much higher mortality rates. Perhaps greater reductions are possible in South America where only 5
trees per hectare on average are extracted, reducing damage to about 15% of the original population. It is
important to remember that logging does not only consist of felling trees but also in extracting them with
tractors and that this is another major cause of damage. In summary, limiting the damage to a threshold of 2025% seems reasonable given an adequately long felling cycle of about 50 years (Plinio Sist, pers. comm.).
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Table 5.7

C&I: Damage to Residual Vegetation and other Resources

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

9HULILHU

9HULILHUV

9HULILHU







'DPDJHFDXVHGWRQHLJKERXULQJ

0LQLPDOSODQWVRUWUHHFDQRSLHV

1RREVHUYDWLRQRIUHVLGXDOWUHHV

SODQWVDQGYHJHWDWLRQE\

GDPDJHGGXULQJUDWWDQ

KDUYHVWLQJSUDFWLFHV

H[WUDFWLRQ

GDPDJHGDVDUHVXOWRIKDUYHVWLQJ

/LPLWHGQXPEHURIWUHHVRIWUHHV

DFWLYLWLHV



WKDWKDYHGLHGRUKDYHEHHQ

DUHFXWGXULQJQRQWLPEHUIRUHVW



SURGXFWKDUYHVWLQJ

,QGLFDWRU

0LQLPDOVRLO



7KHGHQVLW\DQGVL]HRIFOHDULQJV

GLVWXUEDQFHFRPSDFWLRQFDXVHG

FDXVHGE\WKHIHOOLQJRIWUHHVLQ

E\VNLGGLQJDQGWUDQVSRUWLQJ

SULPDU\IRUHVWPXVWQRWH[FHHG

WLPEHU

WKHGLPHQVLRQVRIQDWXUDOWUHHIDOO
JDSV

,QGLFDWRU



0LQLPDOGLVWXUEDQFHWRDQLPDO
KDELWDWV

9HULILHU



+RQH\EHHWUHHV VRPSXQ
NHODGDQWDSSDQJ>

VXQGDLFXV@HWF

/LWKRFDUSXV

DUHQRWH[WUDFWHG

RUGDPDJHG

Despite the Indonesian and Brazilian ecologists and forest managers interest in assessing
damage caused by logging activity, no C&I were created to assess how the percentage of
logging damage caused by CMF compares with the average amount of damage caused by
standard logging techniques.
b)

C&I: Age Structure of Plant Populations

All tests produced C&I on either the age structure, size classes or representation of development
phases of plant populations (Table 5.8). The Indonesian and Cameroonian ecology sets each
include one indicator of the population structure of species occurring within the natural forest:
The abundance dominance consistency (distribution) and frequency of species is comparable
to that of the original forest (Cameroon); and All growth phases of groups of species are
represented (Indonesia). The Cameroonian indicator requires such intimate knowledge of the
original forest, that probably only exceptionally experienced elderly community foresters can
use it. However, its wording is highly technical, requiring that it first be explained to local
people.
The Indonesian test created five verifiers on population structure. Between them they
refer to knowledge on species growth rates and normal diameter class distributions, and to the
age class distributions of sufficient numbers of key species. No definition of the controversial
term key species was provided (see Scott Mills et al. 1993 for a critique of the use of keystone
species).
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C&I on Population Structure and Growth Stages of Plant Species

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

,QGLFDWRU

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV







7KHDEXQGDQFHGRPLQDQFH
FRQVLVWHQF\ GLVWULEXWLRQ DQG
IUHTXHQF\RIVSHFLHVLV

.QRZOHGJHRQWKHJURZWKUDWHV



WKH&0)DUHD

'LDPHWHUGLVWULEXWLRQVRI

FRPSDUDEOHWRWKDWRIWKHRULJLQDO

FRPPHUFLDOVSHFLHVIROORZ

IRUHVW

QRUPDOGLVWULEXWLRQV

4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHDJHVWUXFWXUH
RIWKH%UD]LOQXWWUHHSRSXODWLRQLQ

RIORFDOFRPPHUFLDOVSHFLHV



7KHQXPEHURIDGXOW%UD]LOQXW
WUHHVLQWKHFRPPXQLW\¶VDUHDKDV
QRWVXIIHUHGDVXEVWDQWLDOGHFOLQH

,QGLFDWRU



RYHUWKHODVWIHZGHFDGHV

$OOJURZWKSKDVHVRIJURXSVRI
VSHFLHVDUHUHSUHVHQWHG

,QGLFDWRU




/RFDOSRSXODWLRQVRIODWH[

6XIILFLHQWQXPEHUVRIWUHHVLQ

\LHOGLQJWUHHV HJ+HYHD
%URVLPXP&RXPDDQG0DQLONDUD

WKHLUVHHGOLQJVDSOLQJSROHDQG

VSS DUHGHPRJUDSKLFDOO\YLDEOH

9HULILHUV

PDWXUHSKDVHV




6XIILFLHQWQXPEHUVRIRWKHUNH\

9HULILHU

VSHFLHVLQYDULRXVJURZWK



2EVHUYDWLRQRISODQWVSHFLHVRI

VWDJHV

LQWHUHVWLQYDULRXVVWDJHVRI

$JHDQGGLDPHWHUFODVV

GHYHORSPHQW

GLVWULEXWLRQV LQWHPEDZDQJ

,QGLFDWRU



7KHUHKDVEHHQQRQRWLFHDEOH
PDUNHGGHFOLQHLQWKHSRSXODWLRQ
GHQVLW\RIORFDOWLPEHUVSHFLHV

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
The number of adult Brazil
nut trees in the
communitys area has not
suffered a substantial
decline over the last few
decades.

Cost and ease of
application:
A cheap and reasonably
reliable measure of this verifier
is obtainable by asking elderly
community members whether
they recall any decline in the
adult population of the species
having occurred during their
lifetime. Some cross-checking
is advised to gauge whether
peoples recollections
correspond with each other.
Local inhabitants are likely to
know the answer to this
verifier. This makes it possible
to avoid expensive and timeconsuming inventories of age
classes.

The Brazilian contribution on age class distribution is restricted
to I&V of less general scope. Only the verifier Observation
of plants or species of interest in various stages of
development refers to species in general. The other statements
specifically address the age structure or population trends of
particular species or groups of species of economic importance
at the test site. They include: the indicator Local populations
of latex yielding trees (e.g., Hevea, Brosimum, Couma and
Manilkara spp.) are demographically viable; and (the
unconnected verifiers) The number of adult Brazil nut trees
in the communitys area has not suffered a substantial
decline over the last few decades; There has been no
noticeable marked decline in the population density of local
timber species; and Quantification of the age structure of
the Brazil nut tree population in the CMF area.
A species size class distribution in a given area can indicate
past overharvesting by the incidence of under-represented or
absent age classes. Similarly, age class distributions can reveal
the ability of species to recover from disturbance or
overharvesting. Care is needed to eliminate the influence of
factors other than human interference, such as mast years,
climatic irregularities and population senescence. There is, for
instance, some evidence to suggest that Brazil nut tree clusters
tend to be even-aged and that this is not due to human influence.
Empirical evidence suggests that the productivity of the
majority of individuals belonging to a Brazil nut tree cluster
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drops simultaneously supposedly because they are all senescing
at the same time. The Brazilian verifier The number of adult
Brazil nut trees in the communitys area has not suffered a
substantial decline over the last few decades refers to the
declining physical presence of adult trees but will not shed
light on the cause of decline. This could be forest conversion
or logging, or to the lack of recruitment of adult trees due to a
gap in the age class structure. If the cause of the decline can
be identified, then this verifier can provide information on the
magnitude of the causes impact.
c) C&I: Natural Regeneration
It should be possible to assess natural regeneration using C&I related to population structure,
such as those presented above. However, all tests generated additional C&I with a narrower
focus to specifically cater for the evaluation of natural regeneration (Table 5.9). The difficulties
of assessment are reduced if only natural regeneration, and not age class distribution, is to be
quantified. However, the significance of the volume of natural regeneration observed depends
upon the size of the mature, reproductive population. Restricting the focus to only natural
regeneration would therefore limit the value of the assessment.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Except for two indicators in the Brazilian ecology set, reference
to natural regeneration in the three test sets is confined to the
verifier level. The two Brazilian indicators are specific to Brazil
nut trees: The natural regeneration of harvested Brazil nut
trees is maintained to ensure a demographically viable
population and Mutualistic interactions between Brazil nut
trees and their pollinators and seed dispersers are
maintained. Two of the four Brazilian verifiers related to
natural regeneration support the latter of these indicators. They
are therefore also species specific within the context of the
C&I hierarchy. One is the prescriptive verifier Hunting of
agoutis in traditional Brazil nut-gathering areas is highly
restricted (to perhaps a few individuals). The other is the
descriptive verifier The frequency with which the occurrence
of pollinator bees (Euglossine spp.) is observed in the crowns
of flowering Brazil nut trees. Evaluation of this last verifier
is impractical due to the inaccessibility of most Brazil nut tree
crowns, especially those of trees within the forest. We raise
these last two verifiers in connection with natural regeneration
as they concern essential prerequisites to natural regeneration.
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All the tests generated a verifier for the regeneration of harvested
species. These were Natural regeneration of harvested species
is observed as sufficient to ensure no decline in future product
availability (Cameroon, forest management), Species of nontimber products which are harvested or negatively affected
by harvesting activities retain their ability to regenerate
(Indonesia, ecology) and Observation of the natural
regeneration of harvested species (Brazil, ecology). The
Cameroonian ecology verifier The undergrowth looks
scattered thickly with seedlings, although being a rough
measure, provides a rapid means of assessment that can be
adequate where a thick coverage of seedlings can be defined
for different species in relation to their fecundity under prevailing
site conditions.

As the I&V related to Brazil nut trees suggest, key considerations are often species
specific. The absence of more detailed I&V about the ecology of other useful species natural
regeneration probably reflects the limited knowledge of the teams. A more thorough survey of
local and scientific knowledge is needed to assess how adequately existing knowledge (local
and scientific) can explain the impact forest interventions have on species productivity and
reproduction.
Table 5.9

C&I on Natural Regeneration

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV









&DSDFLW\IRUUHJHQHUDWLRQIRUHDFK
VSHFLHV

DUHKDUYHVWHGRUQHJDWLYHO\DIIHFWHG

1DWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRIKDUYHVWHG

GXULQJKDUYHVWLQJUHWDLQWKHLU

VSHFLHVLVREVHUYHGDVVXIILFLHQW

DELOLW\WRUHJHQHUDWH

WRHQVXUHQRGHFOLQHLQIXWXUH



6SHFLHVRIQRQWLPEHUSURGXFWVWKDW



2EVHUYDWLRQRIDQDWXUDO
UHJHQHUDWLRQUHJLPHRI
KDUYHVWHGVSHFLHV



)UXLWLQJSDWWHUQVRIKDUYHVWHG

([LVWHQFHRIVHHGOLQJVVDSOLQJV

VSHFLHVDUHQRWDGYHUVHO\

SURGXFWDYDLODELOLW\

DQGSROHVRIH[WUDFWHGVSHFLHVLQ

DIIHFWHGE\KDUYHVWLQJ

7KHXQGHUJURZWKORRNVVFDWWHUHG

QHLJKERXUKRRGRIFXWWLQJDUHD

WKLFNO\ZLWKVHHGOLQJV

,QGLFDWRUV



7KHQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRI
KDUYHVWHG%UD]LOQXWWUHHVLV
PDLQWDLQHGWRHQVXUHD
GHPRJUDSKLFDOO\YLDEOH
SRSXODWLRQ



0XWXDOLVWLFLQWHUDFWLRQV
EHWZHHQ%UD]LOQXWWUHHVDQG
WKHLUSROOLQDWRUVDQGVHHG
GLVSHUVHUVDUHPDLQWDLQHG

9HULILHUV



+XQWLQJRIDJRXWLVLQ
WUDGLWLRQDO%UD]LOQXWJDWKHULQJ
DUHDVLVKLJKO\UHVWULFWHG WR
SHUKDSVDIHZLQGLYLGXDOV 



7KHIUHTXHQF\ZLWKZKLFKWKH
RFFXUUHQFHRISROOLQDWRUEHHV

(XJORVVLQHVSS LVREVHUYHG

LQWKHFURZQVRIIORZHULQJ
%UD]LOQXWWUHHV

105

Technical Aspects of Managing Flora and Fauna

iii)

Forest Species Husbandry Techniques Affecting Productivity and Species
Composition

a)

Overview

Like harvesting selectivity and intensity, measures to protect or promote the species productivity
can affect species richness and frequency. Shifts in species dominance and composition can be
stimulated by either destructive or nurturing interventions. Differentiating between and quantifying
the influences of factors contributing to such shifts can be difficult. However, over harvesting,
by weakening the competitiveness of the harvested species, theoretically opens the way for
other species to proliferate or invade. Some silvicultural treatments involve direct elimination of
less desirable competing species (Table 5.10). Less drastic change generally results from
treatments such as pruning that are administered directly on favoured species i.e. involve no
direct manipulation of their competitors. However, even a response to such treatments, e.g., an
increase in vigour or precocious fruiting, can lead to the suppression of other species.
In the CMF context, a relatively large number of species normally receive some protection
or active tending because of their usefulness. Many will have multiple uses. Interventions,
therefore, need to follow a careful appraisal of alternative uses, including the ecological utility of
the species in sustaining relationships of interdependency between trees, animals and aspects of
the physical environment. The characteristics of CMF at the test sites suggest the need for a
balance between harvesting and husbandry methods and protective/conservation measures that
complements those ecological trade-offs and trade-offs between social and ecological priorities
identified as reconcilable with sustainability. The long-term implications of such compromises
are often significant.
Depending on the circumstances, the selective harvesting of any one species can conflict
unduly with the interests of some social groups within the community. Participatory decision
making on which species to harvest and at what intensities can help prevent such conflicts
occurring. Awareness of this is portrayed by the Brazilian forest management verifier Participation
of the community in decisions on which trees to extract, that take into consideration the
species and diameter of trees for the criterion for timber management Timber exploitation is
undertaken on a sustainable basis.
Table 5.10

C&I on Silvicultural Treatments and the Manipulation of
Species and Species Composition

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV

,QGLFDWRU







*URZWKRIWUHHVLQFUHDVHV
IROORZLQJWKHHOLPLQDWLRQRI

VXSSRUWEHWWHUWHQGLQJDQG

FRPSHWLQJVSHFLHVLQODQG

WDSSLQJ



$SSOLFDWLRQRIVLOYLFXOWXUDO
WUHDWPHQWV

$FWLRQVWRLQWHQVLI\WHPEDZDQJ

9HULILHUV

&KDQJHVLQDYDLODELOLW\RIXVHIXO

H[LVW SODQWLQJFOHDQLQJWHQGLQJ



SODQWVDQGDQLPDOVSHFLHV

OLEHUDWLRQFXWWLQJJDS

FOHDUDQFH IRUDJULFXOWXUH 



5HJXODUVSDFLQJDSSOLHGWR

.QRZOHGJHDQGDSSOLFDWLRQRI
SUDFWLFHVWKDWIDYRXUSURGXFWLRQ

VWLPXODWLRQHWF 

OLQHDQGSDWKZHHGLQJOLEHUDWLRQ
FXWWLQJRIOLDQDVHOLPLQDWLRQRI

&ULWHULRQ



2SWLPLVDWLRQRIWKHORFDO

VSURXWVHWF 



DJURIRUHVWU\V\VWHP

/LDQDVDUHFXWIURPWUHHVWDOOLHG
IRUKDUYHVWLQJRQH\HDUEHIRUH
KDUYHVWLQJLVWRWDNHSODFH

,QGLFDWRU





&XWWLQJRIOLDQDVWROLEHUDWHWKH
GHYHORSPHQWRIWUHHVGHVWLQHGIRU

2SWLPLVDWLRQRIWHPEDZDQJ
IRUHVWJDUGHQ 

WLPEHUSURGXFWLRQ

,QGLFDWRU



$SSOLFDWLRQRIORZLPSDFW
WUHDWPHQWVDQGKXVEDQGU\
PHWKRGV LQWKHFRQWURORISHVWV
DQGGLVHDVHVSUXQLQJHWF 
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C&I: Forest Husbandry Interventions  General

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Criterion:
Optimisation of the local
agroforestry system.
Relevance:
Achieving the optimal is
unlikely to ever occur.
however, it is a worthy goal
that seeks to integrate
ecological, social and technical
considerations to maximise
long-term viability under
existing resource
endowments. Addressing it at
the criterion level is therefore
appropriate.

The C&I on silvicultural treatments such as weeding (including
liana cutting) and liberation thinning in the Indonesian and
Brazilian sets suggest promoting the productivity of economic
species, even if at the expense of other species, is a positive
action. The Brazilian C&I on these issues relate to the
management of natural forest and stress the importance of
weeding to improve timber production. This is made obvious
in the three forest management verifiers Knowledge and
application of practices that favour production (line and path
weeding, liberation cutting of lianas, elimination of sprouts
etc.); Lianas are cut from trees tallied for harvesting one
year before harvesting is to take place; and Cutting of lianas
to liberate the development of trees destined for timber
production. In contrast, the Indonesian C&I on treatments
mostly directly address humanly established forest gardens
(jungle rubber and tembawang), as shown by the forest
management verifiers Regular spacing applied to support
better tending and tapping. and Actions to intensify
tembawang exist (planting, cleaning, tending, liberation
cutting, gap stimulation, etc.).
In Table 5.10 we have included the Indonesian social criterion
Optimisation of the local agroforestry system and its indicator
Optimisation of tembawang (forest garden) on the
understanding that species composition, especially in a humanly
created agroforestry system, must be manipulated to become
optimal, as defined by other C&I and the standards or
thresholds accepted for their evaluation. The definition of what
is optimal is constantly changing with economic and cultural
change.

In addition to those created, some extra C&I relating to constraints to achieving a better
balance between husbandry and harvesting methods and competing demands could deliver
information of social and ecological importance. Also useful could be additional C&I for assessing
how prescriptive C&I (such as the Brazilian ones on liana cutting) should be modified to reflect
site-specific characteristics of the broader context. Many foresters specialising in timber
management widely recommend liana cutting. However several liana species, still or previously
common in forest around the Brazilian test site, have high local utility as well as commercial
value. Conversations with forest farmers at the Cameroonian and Brazilian test sites suggested
the actual value exceeds the potential value of timber. Lianas, for example, can be used for
many things: ropes; weaving and basketry; furniture making; house construction; and traditional
medicines. Numerous liana species yield traditional medicines. If their stems are harvested
prematurely, then most of these uses are foregone. Because of their multiple uses, it is logical to
evaluate the standards applied to liana cutting. As a silvicultural treatment to encourage the
growth of timber trees, usually there is no discrimination between young and older lianas.
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c)

Husbandry Interventions Relating to Forest and Species Protection
and Maintenance of Species Associations

1. Overview
The maintenance of species associations is a fundamental concern encompassed in the C&I
generated on the protection or conservation of biodiversity and species (Table 5.11). Many of
these C&I imply measures must be taken to mitigate damage caused by harvesting and husbandry
interventions. Within this category we have included C&I that contain verbs such as to protect
and to maintain interpreting these in the positive sense as referring to humanly determined
actions rather than coincidental outcomes.
Table 5.11 C&I: Protection of Species, Species Associations and Biodiversity
&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

&ULWHULRQ

&ULWHULD

,QGLFDWRU







%LRGLYHUVLW\LVFRQVHUYHG

,QGLFDWRU



8VHIXOWUHHVWKDWDUHEHFRPLQJ



UDUHDUHNQRZQDQGSURWHFWHG

9HULILHUV




&RQVHUYDWLRQWHFKQLTXHV
([RWLFVSHFLHVGRQRWSRVHDWKUHDW
LQQDWXUDOIRUHVW

,QGLFDWRU



LQFOXGLQJIHUWLOLVLQJWUHHV 

KDUYHVWHG%UD]LOQXWWUHHVLV

'LYHUVLW\RIDJURIRUHVWU\

PDLQWDLQHGWRHQVXUHD

SURGXFWVLQWHPEDZDQJLV

GHPRJUDSKLFDOO\YLDEOH

PDLQWDLQHG

SRSXODWLRQ

9HULILHU








6SHFLHVDQGJHQHWLFGLYHUVLW\LV

%UD]LOQXWJDWKHULQJDUHDVLV

6SHFLHVULFKQHVVLVPDLQWDLQHG

KLJKO\UHVWULFWHG WRSHUKDSVD

(QGDQJHUHGSODQWDQGDQLPDO

IHZLQGLYLGXDOV 

VSHFLHVDUHSURWHFWHG

9HULILHUV



7KHH[LVWHQFHRIDQDJUHHPHQW
DPRQJFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVQRW



WRKXQWFHUWDLQDQLPDOVSHFLHVRU

0DQ\WLPEHUQRQWLPEHUDQG

IDOORZDQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWODQG



RYHUGLIIHUHQWIRUHVWW\SHV

,QGLFDWRUV



FROOHFWFHUWDLQSODQWV



6WHSVDUHWDNHQE\ORFDO

$VVRFLDWLRQVRIV\PELRWLF
FRPPHUFLDOWLPEHUVSHFLHVDUH

+DUYHVWLQJSUHVVXUHIRUIRUHVW
IRRGVLVDOOHYLDWHGE\LWVVSUHDG

+XQWLQJRIDJRXWLVLQWUDGLWLRQDO

PDLQWDLQHG

9HULILHUV
SODQWVSHFLHVDUHSUHVHQWRQIDUP

7KHQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRI

IRUHVWHFRV\VWHPVDUHPLQLPLVHG

,QGLFDWRUV

'XULQJIDUPVLWHSUHSDUDWLRQ
YDOXDEOHWUHHVDUHSURWHFWHG

,PSDFWVRQWKHELRGLYHUVLW\RI

PDLQWDLQHG



+RQH\EHHWUHHVDUHNHSW



/LPLWHGWUHHVDUHFXWGXULQJ

VRPSXQNHODGDQWDSSDQJHWF 

17)3KDUYHVWLQJ

FRPPXQLWLHVWRDFWLYHO\SURWHFW
WKHLUWLPEHUVSHFLHVIURP
H[SORLWDWLRQE\RXWVLGHUVZKRPD\
RUPD\QRWEHEDFNHGE\WKHIRUHVW
VHUYLFH



,QGLJHQRXVVWUDWHJLHVH[LVWDLPHG
DWSURWHFWLQJFHUWDLQVSHFLHV

2.

C&I: Species Frequency and Composition

Stimuli that alter the competitiveness of species within a community are usually composites of
many factors, a comprehensive review of which is beyond the scope of this paper. We have
already noted that the combination of harvesting pressures and husbandry measures presents
an important balance equation, especially where forest products are scarce compared to demand.
The speed of development of trends altering species composition and relative frequencies, is
checked by the resilience or tolerance of the species and ecosystem concerned. Resilience is
closely related to the biophysical environment, and will have been lowered by any previous
forest degradation.
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Comments and
Observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Useful trees that are
becoming rare are known
and protected.
Ease of assessment:
Older community members
usually know whether this is
true. Younger ones may be
unaware of which trees were
once common. Asking people
with different specialisations
(e.g., hunters, weavers, etc.)
may produce a more complete
picture as they are likely to
have recognised the
disappearance of different
species.
Verifier:
Associations of symbiotic
species, including timber
species, are maintained.
Ease of application:
Assessment of this will be
limited by available local and
scientific knowledge. Often it
will be local people who, due
to their intimacy with the
forest's species, will be best
informed to apply the verifier.
Verifier:
Growth of trees increases
following the elimination of
competing species in land
clearance (for agriculture).
Relevance:
Conceptually this verifier is
interesting and points to a
possible way in which shifting
cultivation systems can
promote useful species in
secondary forest.
Ease of application:
Positive measures would be
difficult to authenticate. Where
circumstances fail to conform
with the statement, the
reasons may be obvious (e.g.,
fire damage to trees, lack of
fire control measures etc.).
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Some human influence over the biological composition of CMFs
is introduced during the preparation and cultivation of shifting
agricultural plots. For example, at the Cameroonian test site
useful forest trees are sometimes protected during forest
conversion to agriculture. The incidence of this can be captured
with the ecological indicators 'Useful trees that are becoming
rare are known and protected' and 'During farm site preparation
valuable trees are protected (including fertilising trees)', and
the forest management verifier 'Many timber, non-timber and
plant species are present on farm, fallow and secondary forest
land' (all from the Cameroonian C&I set).
C&I that indirectly address trade-offs between ecological and
socio-economic objectives include the Indonesian C&I on
optimisation (Table 5.10). Also related to defining and then
evaluating these trade-offs is the Brazilian verifier 'Quantification
of actual product utilisation and the identification of alternative
future uses of products from diverse ecosystems (agape, forest,
fallows, lakes, etc).' The Indonesian forest management verifier
'Associations of symbiotic species, including timber species,
are maintained' concerns ecological trade-offs driven by the
competitive edge of different species and the extent to which
their equilibrium relationship is maintained or disrupted as a
result of human interference. This verifier is for the indicator
'Productivity of natural forests is maintained' that supports
the criterion 'Natural forests are maintained for their production
and environmental values'. This complex makes clear that the
sustainable production of forest products for human
consumption depends on sustaining an ecological equilibrium
within the plant community. In the Cameroonian ecology set
this need is acknowledged by the indicator 'The abundance
dominance consistency (distribution) and frequency of species
is comparable to that of the original forest' which states the
need's fulfilment.
Only two statements (both of them verifiers) relating to species
composition appear in the Cameroonian set. One, 'Growth of
trees increases following the elimination of competing species
in land clearance (for agriculture).', approaches an issue not
addressed by any other of the C&I generated, namely the role
that forest conversion to agriculture plays in promoting
populations of the useful tree species protected during the
conversion process. Several farmers at the Cameroonian test
site claimed they protect certain naturally regenerated forest
trees when clearing forest. Even though no C&I on this were
formulated on the Brazilian test, inhabitants of the Brazilian
test site also said they sometimes protect useful trees on land
being cleared of forest. Seed trees may thus survive. However,
the impact of fire and altered light levels on seeds, seedlings
and saplings can still have a deleterious impact on the
populations of the protected tree species. It is interesting to
note that, at the Brazilian test site, farmers said they endeavour
to select forest for clearance that is poor in useful species, so
that the surviving forest areas are those that were originally
the richest in useful species. This selective behaviour carries
implications for the species composition of forest fragments
and corridors.
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Verifier:
The extraction of animal
products used in the local
economy does not have a
negative impact on the
population dynamics of the
animals associated with
those products.
Evaluation:
Other C&I about the age class
distributions and population
structure will generate
information needed to assess
this verifier.
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The other Cameroonian verifier concerned with species
composition is Changes in availability of useful plants and
animal species which provides a straightforward measure of
shifts in species composition and frequency. It was formulated
for the social indicator Community members effectively
contribute to forest resource assessment. This suggests the
verifier was thought to be one that local people can readily
use. Shifts in the availability of useful species are usually of
significant socio-economic consequence and therefore unlikely
to go unnoticed by local people.
The Brazilian test generated several C&I to quantify or describe
the present extent or state of resources, one example being
the ecological verifier The extraction of animal products
used in the local economy does not have a negative impact
on the population dynamics of the animals associated with
those products. This concerns useful species but leads
towards the assessment of changes in the population dynamics
of species that, while themselves of little use to humans,
somehow depend upon the population dynamics of species
subjected to harvesting pressure. No additional verifiers were
developed to determine whether a positive reading for this
verifier reflects human design or mere coincidence.

It is important to distinguish between the actual state of conditions (in quantitative and
qualitative terms), and the factors influencing it. How well the distinction is made depends upon
the composition of C&I clusters. Do they contain C&I that ensure information on a resource
state can be matched with information on factors affecting it? Basic resources may appear
damaged or exhausted, yet they may be improving either spontaneously or under the influence
of human efforts to reverse the effects of abusive interventions. Sometimes these improvements
and the processes responsible for them take place so slowly they are hard to detect, especially
over relatively short time spans. Appropriate clusters of C&I are needed for them to be monitored
at relatively long as well as short intervals to ensure change is adequately quantified and registered.
d)
1.

Management Relating to Distortion of Species Associations
Background

Distortion of species dependency relationships can culminate in significant social as well as
ecological costs. Dependency relationships may be severed as a result of competition between
people and animal species for forest food sources. People and animals sometimes compete for
the same forest fruits, or for tree species that both yield important animal foods as well as
produce high-quality timber.28 Cutting trees that fall into these categories diminishes animal food
sources, thereby contributing towards the local extinction of the animals which depend upon

28

Timber companies, sedentary agricultural tribes, nomadic pygmy groups and animals, notably gorillas,
compete to benefit from the Cameroonian rainforest tree species Moabi (Baillonella toxisperma). The fruits
of this species are amongst the most prized by forest inhabitants. They also contribute significantly to the
sustenance of several bushmeat species. Their importance to gorillas is not insignificant, as gorillas are close
to extinction in Cameroon. Moabi is also one of the most important of Cameroonian timber species. Attempts
to develop C&I for sustainable timber management in natural forest have thus far failed to be explicit about the
multiple-use status of this species and the rights of access of other groups, including animals.
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them. Villagers, however, look upon wild animals as a source of protein for their families  ones
they wish to continue benefiting from. They therefore wish to ensure populations of these
animals dont enter irreversible decline. This requires them to weigh the size of wild animal
protein harvests against that of fruit and timber harvests. Not only must they take into account
their own preferences, but also they must consider how the harvest of one desired product
affects the long-term availability of others. Other variables, for instance, crop damage caused
by forest animals, and the role of wild animals as the dispersers of the seed of other valued
species will also require attention. These considerations amount to a balancing or optimising
exercise.
The gravity of these considerations must not be underestimated. The consequences of
severed dependency relationships may take years or even decades to manifest. At present the
consequences of different community forest interventions continue to be poorly understood.
This means we have to contend ourselves with a high level of uncertainty surrounding the
outcomes of different types of interventions. If the intention is to keep forest options open for
future generations, then constraint must be exercised in the face of uncertainty. Many changes
in ecosystem dynamics can not be easily reversed, if at all.
2.

C&I: Species-Specific Dependency Relationships

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Mutualistic interactions
between Brazil nut trees
and their pollinators and
seed dispersers are
maintained.
Ease of assessment and
monitoring:
Assessment within the forest
is problematic because of the
difficulty in observing the bee
pollinators. Hunters and Brazil
nut gatherers are normally
aware of significant declines in
Agoutis, the main seed
dispersers. Monitoring the
size of hunters Agouti catch
can give some indication of
whether trends are satisfying
this indicator.

A species-specific form of the Indonesian verifier Associations
of symbiotic commercial timber species are maintained is
the Brazilian ecological indicator Mutualistic interactions
between Brazil nut trees and their pollinators and seed
dispersers are maintained. This is supported by the Brazilian
verifier Hunting of agoutis in traditional Brazil nutgathering areas is highly restricted (to perhaps a few
individuals). These two statements focus on this dilemma of
competing interests. In the case of the Brazil nut tree, both the
nuts (seeds) and the principal seed dispersers, agoutis, are
much sought after by people for food. People have to limit
their consumption of both as the survival of each depends on
the other. In the Indonesian set the verifier The existence of
an agreement among community members not to hunt
certain animal species or collect certain plants examines
commitment at the community level to regulate trade-offs.
The Cameroonian indicator Indigenous strategies exist aimed
at protecting certain species covers similar ground.
Honey-making bees are associated with particular forest tree
species in Kalimantan. These honey bee trees are traditionally
protected. Reference to these trees occurs in the Indonesian
forest management set with the verifier Honey bee trees
(sompun, keladan, tappang, etc.) are kept.
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e)

Enrichment Planting and Domestication

1. Overview
Enrichment planting and the domestication of wild plant species were identified as significant
for sustainability on both the Indonesian and Cameroonian tests for similar reasons. These
practices, it was said, can compensate for harvesting pressure on forest species. On both these
tests the stress was on enrichment being carried out with indigenous species (Table 5.12). The
issue was most elaborated upon during the Indonesian test, where 10 verifiers of direct relevance
to it were developed. Six of the 10 appear in the social subset. The Indonesian test attributed
much greater importance to the economic significance of enrichment planting than did the
Cameroonian test This is probably a reflection of the high socio-economic importance of
tembawang and rubber gardens at the Indonesian test site. No mention of enrichment planting
or domestication of forest species is made in the Brazilian C&I set.
Table 5.12

C&I: Enrichment Planting and Plant Domestication

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

,QGLFDWRU

9HULILHUV





(QULFKPHQWSODQWLQJLVFDUULHG



2FFXUUHQFHRIMXQJOHUXEEHU D

8VHIXODQGUDUHLQGLJHQRXVVSHFLHV

RXWZLWKLQGLJHQRXVVSHFLHV

DUHSODQWHG

9HULILHUV




VHFRQGDU\IRUHVWHQULFKHGZLWK
UXEEHUWUHHV

3ODQWHGWUHHVDUHUHJXODUO\
LQVSHFWHG



WHQGLQJOLEHUDWLRQFXWWLQJHWF

SODQWHGSHUIDPLO\
$WWHPSWVWRGRPHVWLFDWHFHUWDLQ



([RWLFVSHFLHVGRQRWSRVHDWKUHDW

$FWLRQVWRLQWHQVLI\WHPEDZDQJ
H[LVW SODQWLQJFOHDQLQJ

1XPEHURIWUHHVSHUVSHFLHV



%UD]LO



8VHRIKLJK\LHOGLQJORFDO



7KHUHLVV\VWHPDWLFUHSODQWLQJRI



5DWWDQSODQWLQJLQVSHFLILFODQG



(QULFKPHQWZLWKHFRQRPLFDOO\



1HZWHPEDZDQJDUHSODQWHGZLWK



'HFLVLRQPDNLQJRQWHPEDZDQJ

SODQWLQJPDWHULDO

VSHFLHV

WUHHV

LQQDWXUDOIRUHVWV

XVHV\VWHPV

YDOXDEOHWUHHV

HFRQRPLFDOO\YDOXDEOHWUHHV

HQULFKPHQWLVDVRFLDOQRWDQ
LQGLYLGXDORFFDVLRQ



$SSURSULDWHWHFKQRORJ\IRUWUHH
LPSURYHPHQW

2. C&I: Enrichment Planting
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

The C&I generated on enrichment planting include the
Cameroonian ecological indicator Useful and rare indigenous
species are planted and the Indonesian ecological verifier
Enrichment planting is carried out with indigenous species.
These cover virtually the same ground, as do the statements
to which they are linked: the criterion Biodiversity is
conserved (Cameroon) and the indicator Species richness is
maintained (Indonesia) respectively. The only real difference
between these pairs of statements consists of the hierarchical
levels on which they occur. The word domestication is not
used in the Indonesian set. However, planting indigenous
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species is a step towards species domestication, and the
tembawang forest gardens are rich in indigenous species that
have been fully or semi-domesticated.
Verifier:
There is systematic
replanting of trees.
Relevance:
The fulfilment of this verifier is
relevant to sustainability as it
refers to an activity that
sustains a population of trees
however small. A negative
rating would not necessarily
indicate unsustainability as
there may be adequate natural
regeneration.

Verifier:
Appropriate technology for
tree improvement.
Utility:
This verifier is very ambiguous
because of its reference to
appropriate technology. What
is appropriate varies by
context and site, as well as by
perspective. The parameters
of appropriate would have to
be defined for this to become
useful.

The Cameroonian ecology verifier Number of trees per species
planted per family sets out to measure the scale at which
enrichment planting is undertaken. Resembling this verifier is
the Indonesian verifier There is systematic replanting of trees,
which occurs in the forest management subset and incorporates
the notion of tree planting on a habitual rather than a one-off
basis. Verifiers on tending planted trees were formulated by
both tests. Planted trees are regularly inspected (ecology,
Cameroon) examines whether planted trees are receiving the
attention they need to become established. This verifier is most
closely matched by the Indonesian verifier of somewhat broader
scope Actions to intensify tembawang exist (planting,
cleaning, tending, liberation cutting, etc.). The broad nature
of this verifier possibly mirrors the apparently greater
dependence upon and hence familiarity with more complex,
manipulated agroforestry systems at the Indonesian test site
than at the other sites.
The Indonesian team was the most sensitive to the socioeconomic consequences of enrichment planting. Tree products
produced in tembawang and rubber gardens at the Indonesian
test site communities are major sources of monitory income.
The adaptation of forest gardens to enhance their economic
value to the family unit was seen as important for social
sustainability. Hence, two verifiers of technical measures to
facilitate adaptation were formulated on the Indonesian test;
Use of high yielding local planting material (forest
management) and Appropriate technology for tree
improvement (social). Assessment of the first of these would
require verification of local knowledge on within-species
genetic variation in the natural forest and tembawang gardens,
which is a prerequisite to selecting superior trees and seeds
for propagation. No specific verifiers of this were however
included in the Indonesian C&I set.
Enrichment of agricultural fallows destined to revert to
secondary forest, is common practice at the Indonesian test
site. A verifier from the Indonesian forest management set
Rattan planting in specific land use systems will direct
attention to fallow enrichment with rattan, should this system
be used at the assessment site. Enriching fallow with rattan is
commonly done in parts of East Kalimantan and can generate
significant returns from what would otherwise be land left
idle. Rattan is ready for cutting after approximately 10-15 years,
a period equal to that required for the fallow soils to recuperate
their fertility (Panayotou and Ashton 1992). In other words,
the time for harvesting the rattan and re-cultivating the fallow
are the same.
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The combination of the Indonesian ecological verifier Enrichment planting is carried
out with indigenous species with the indicator Species richness is maintained suggests
enrichment planting can compensate for a reduced rate of natural regeneration of species richness.
This could be misinterpreted to mean that sacrifice of natural species richness is permissible
because of the ability of enrichment planting to compensate; no supplementary C&I were
formulated to suggest that enrichment planting should necessarily be undertaken in those areas
where species richness is being impaired.
The planted tembawang forest gardens are famed for their diversity of useful plants that
are indigenous to the local forest (Box 5.3). Access to a tembawang garden makes travelling far
into the forest in search of many NTFPs unnecessary. By lowering dependence on the natural
forest for forest products, tembawangs inadvertently lower the opportunity cost of forest
conversion to agriculture. This cost has been further reduced by a probable depletion in game
animals due to overhunting. Such developments were recognised on the Indonesian test to
reflect the powerful influence of enrichment planting on landuse and related socio-economic
and ecological trade-offs.
Neither enrichment planting nor plant domestication are mentioned in the Brazilian set.
The Brazilian forest management specialist did not comment on the significance for forest
sustainability of planting herbaceous and woody forest species on homesteads. The use of the
term agroforestry by the Brazilian social to encompass natural forest interventions and integrated
forms of land use by the Brazilian social scientist, however, acknowledges the importance of
cropping systems that include perennial components to the overall sustainability of human
communities.

5.3.2 Criteria and Indicators for Assessing the Impact of Hunting on
Sustainability
i)

Background

As with most forest communities in the moist forest tropics, hunting is an important form of
forest use at all the test sites. Many forest inhabitants are known, in fact, to distinguish between
ordinary hunger and the hunger for meat. Furthermore, hunting is also richly laced with cultural
meaning in most forest societies. Good hunters are admired and gain high social status on
account of their ability to provide food, their agility and skilful use of technologies, and their
stamina to endure what often amount to uncomfortable, and sometimes, dangerous conditions
within the forest. As a group, they hold a vast store of knowledge on hunting as well as on
forest plants and ecological processes. The latter is so because hunters usually combine their
hunting activities with other plant tending and gathering activities.
All else being equal, we can expect the productivity of hunting to be highest in the most
isolated forest areas. The sparse human habitation of isolated areas is associated with low
hunting pressure and, therefore, a relative abundance of animals. However, even under these
circumstances, animal stocks tend to be insufficient to satisfy peoples protein requirements,
which therefore have to be supplemented with vegetable sources of protein. The hunting
knowledge and skills of inhabitants of these areas are often sophisticated to minimise the capture
cost of animals (the capture cost is the labour and capital required to catch the animal). Application
of this knowledge can require high levels of individual and/or group organisation. To prevent
efficiency leading to the over-exploitation of the animal resource, superstitions often exist that
restrict hunting activity. These play a part in guaranteeing the fulfilment of future subsistence
and ritual needs.
There are other reasons for the profound socio-economic significance of hunting and its
environmental impacts. When trade possibilities emerge, game meat, animal products and fish
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Tembawang Forest Gardens and Natural Forest Conservation

Tembawang forest gardens, typical of the Indonesian test site, clearly distinguish this
site from the other test sites. These gardens provide a striking example of forest species
domestication. Developed from local forest gene stocks, they yield a much larger quantity
of certain forest products per unit area than does the natural forest (de Jong 1997). They
have thus brought forest products to within easier reach of people, significantly reducing
collection costs. The systems dominant tengkawang trees (Shorea stenoptera) yield
valuable illipe nuts from which edible oil is extracted. Despite the species salient tendency
to masting, the nuts are a major local cash crop. The tall tengkawang trees, that in the
natural forest occupy the canopy strata, are intercropped with a wide diversity of other
forest species including some introduced from elsewhere. The establishment of these
gardens contradicts persuasive theories that high social rates of time preference and
an abundance of forest cover act as a strong disincentive for forest farmers to plant
trees. The disincentive is believed to increase in correspondence to an increase in the
gap between the time of planting and that of the first harvest. . Peoples dependence on
the natural forest for a wide range of products has been reduced by tembawangs as
many useful forest species have been transplanted into them. Local perceptions of the
socio-economic worth of the natural forest appear to have been reduced by this
circumstance. Nonetheless, the natural forest still contains useful species such as
durian and other fruit trees and tree species hosting honey bees. Some fruit trees within
the natural forest are believed to have been planted. They are still owned by the individuals
who either planted or inherited them. The naturally regenerated honey trees are also
owned by individuals or families. It appears that in some places honey gatherers have,
over the course of many years, enriched forest areas in the immediate surrounds of
honey trees with useful species, especially fruit tree species, either by consciously
planting them or by inadvertently shedding their seed while collecting honey (de Jong
1997). Many other naturally regenerated species of economic value that yield timber or
shingles for roofing remain in the forest awaiting exploitation. Stocks of the more valuable
tree species such as ironwood (Eusideroxylon spp.) have, however, already suffered
heavy depletion, especially in the forests surrounding the test site Darok where they
were once particularly common.
We may presume that the reduced dependence on natural forest has reduced the
opportunity cost of conservation, rendering the forest thus more vulnerable to
encroachment by agriculture. Even in Bedigong where less tembawang exist than in
the older settlement of Darok, several inhabitants attested to primarily regarding the
natural forest as a reserve of fertile land for agricultural expansion.

are among the first forest products to become commercialised (Wilkie and Godoy 1996) 29.
Traders favour them over other forest goods because of their high price to transport cost and
value to weight ratios. Game meat, being an animal protein, usually fetches a higher price than
other food stuffs. The fact that part of the costs of extracting game and other forest products
is from open-access forest commons, and is thus borne by the community (i.e., externalised),
makes their commercialisation all the more lucrative. By contrast, households have to meet all
the costs agricultural production incurs (Wilkie and Godoy 1997). Regarding the assessment of
CMFs, we expect there will be many places where a focus on hunting will be more revealing of
sustainability than a focus on timber management, or even plant NTFPs.
In more accessible areas, like São Pedro and Darok, hunting is usually more difficult
than in remote areas, but, nonetheless, often continues to be an important source of protein for

29

Wilkie and Godoy (1996) calculate on the basis of the protein content and weight to value ratio, traders will
rank indigenous raw products as follows: animal products (including skins) > nuts and seeds (including most
spices) > fruits and tubers > leaves and stems.
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many families. To compensate, markets are closer. Alternative imported foods are, therefore
often cheaper and agricultural profit margins higher.
The importance of hunting, game meat for local consumption and for trade, can decline
in response to:
· a reduction in forest cover. Deforestation usually radiates outwards from around
human settlements or abodes, forcing hunters to spend more time travelling deeper
into the forest to hunt, until the distances involved turn hunting economically unviable.
· the degradation of forest habitats. Factors that degrade forests include, for example,
fire and the removal of important species for animals by logging or extractive activities.
Some animal stocks decline as their food sources diminish, others are killed (e.g., by
fire) or frightened away (e.g., by fire or logging).
The degradation of forest habitats affects different species differently, and may even
boost the populations of some. Grazing and browsing animals recover quickly from
forest fires provided it rains, as fire stimulates the sprouting of new shoots. In the
aftermath of forest fires thickets of vegetation regrowth sometimes form. These
offer animals some amount of protection since they can only be penetrated by hunters
with great difficulty.
An important consideration regarding assessment of hunting related issues (as well as
some others) is that discussions between local people and outsiders on hunting can not always
be relied upon to provide truthful information. Most local people know which animal species it
is illegal to hunt even for subsistence purposes, and which hunting techniques are outlawed.
They are usually aware that enormous penalties await those caught even distantly engaged in
the illegal trade of CITES protected animal species. Whosoever has cooperated, even if only in
a very indirect way, with traders of rare, protected animals, is bound to provide misleading
information to divert inquiries away from the fact.
ii)

Differences in C&I Coverage of Hunting-related Issues

The C&I generated on hunting cover ecological, social, economic, cultural and technical issues.
The broad interdisciplinary treatment of hunting is suggestive of how a topic can be turned into
a central point around which an interdisciplinary complex of C&I could be created. Despite
agreement on the integrative nature of hunting C&I, there were also some significant differences
between how the Brazilian test team and the other test teams dealt with the topic. We find that
the Brazilian C&I which explicitly refer to hunting, are confined to the ecology subset. In the
Cameroonian and Indonesian sets they are more evenly distributed among the ecology, social
and forest management subsets. The Cameroonian and Indonesian tests generated C&I that can
reveal the behaviour of community members with respect to hunting - their team members
were interested in assessing hunting motives and processes rather than the outcome of these.
They felt that from motives and processes it is possible in many instances to deduce outcomes
with sufficient accuracy. The main hunting-related issues addressed in the Cameroonian and
Indonesian sets were:
· community protection of resources upon which animal populations depends (not explicitly
mentioned in the Cameroonian set);
· seasonal considerations in hunting;
· hunting skills, techniques and knowledge;
· commercial hunting; and
· community strategies and regulations to limit hunting.
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These parameters, because they allow insights into human behaviour, are very useful if
we want to obtain an explanation of the relative abundance or lack of fauna species in a CMF
area. Furthermore, they can divulge information from which predictions may be calculated.
Apart from commercial hunting, an issue picked up in some detail by the Brazilian ecology
C&I, none of the above issues is addressed with a stated reference to hunting by the Brazilian
set. By contrast, the Brazilian set places a greater emphasis on C&I that can be used to measure
animal populations and changes therein.
We begin exploring the test-generated C&I with the above issue of viability of populations,
continue on the significance of diet, and then on to the five key issues listed above.
iii)

Establishing the Viability of Populations of Animal Species

a)

Overview

The Brazilian C&I about hunting focus much more on assessing changes in the size of fauna
species populations then on factors that might explain the changes or lack thereof (Box 5.5).
These C&I will generate baseline information against which future demographic trends in animal
populations can be measured. They can be used to monitor the development of these trends.
Because they make no connection with community practice, they can not, if used on their own,
be regarded as reliable indicators of the sustainability of community hunting practices.

Box 5.5
Criterion:

C&I: Abundance of Game Species (Brazil, Ecology)

The abundance of medium and large-bodied game species within
the communitys hunting range is satisfactory from the ecological
as well as the socio-economic point of view.

Supporting indicator:
· The abundance of game species is satisfactory from the ecological as well as the
socio-economic point of view.
Supporting verifiers:
·

Checklist of the most intensively hunted game species.

· Game species that were once common but no longer occur within the
communitys hunting range.
·

Actual population status and detection radius of the species most susceptible
(or sensitive) to hunting activity; including: tortoises, piping guanas, currasows,
great tinamous, white-lipped peccaries, tapir, brown capuchins, and spider
monkeys (or woolly monkeys).

·

Ratio of successful to unsuccessful hunting forays by unit of hunting effort
(km covered; hours or days spent hunting)

Supporting indicator:
·

The rate at which the abundance of game animals increases beyond a critical
distance from the source of hunting pressure (e.g., village).
Supporting verifiers:
· The residual stock of game increases rapidly from a certain distance from the
source of hunting pressure.
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Compared to this, the Indonesian set contains only one statement, the ecology verifier
Frequency of animal occurrences, that could be used to directly assess population size and
its viability. No closely corresponding statements that explicitly refer to hunting, occur in the
Cameroonian set.
The comparative lack of Cameroonian and Indonesian C&I for assessing fauna populations
viability may have been, in some cases, due to an oversight rather than to a conscious decision
that there is no need for such C&I. Both the Cameroonian and Indonesian teams formulated
C&I for assessing the population structure. They may not have noticed the limited scope imposed
upon some C&I by their subordination to upper order statements that refer explicitly to plants
but not animals. The Brazilian ecologist may have skipped including C&I on hunting techniques
and temporal considerations, believing that they were covered address was covered by some of
the more general C&I included in the Brazilian forest management subset.
The degree to which hunting is covered by other C&I that do not specifically mention
hunting is not altogether clear. The meaning of the term agroforestry in the Brazilian social C&I
is ambiguous - some might think it applies only to on-farm practices (i.e., silvi-pastoralism,
intercropping of annual and perennial crops), and not realise the much broader meaning of
agroforestry as a natural forest ecosystem managed for tree and NTFPs including animals.
Many people are unlikely to associate the term harvesting with hunting.
b)

Species Susceptibility to Hunting Pressure

In subsistence economies animals species that come under hunting pressure are those with a
high dietary value to capture cost ratio. When opportunities for trade emerge the pressure
expands to those animals that have a high monetary value to capture cost ratio. The species in
the latter category will change in concert with changes in technologies and market opportunities.
Species subjected to comparable levels of hunting pressure vary in their susceptibility to overexploitation.
Therefore, to assess the impact of hunting, we first need to know how hunted species
respond to different levels of hunting pressure. This will allow identification of the most susceptible
species. The Indonesian and Cameroonian ecology subsets each make a reference to protected
species: Endangered plant and animal species are protected (Indonesia, indicator) Publication
of the list of partially or totally protected species (Cameroon, verifier). These statements
imply knowledge on which species are the most susceptible must be tapped to assess hunting
impact.
The assessment scope will vary depending on whether inquiries focus on species that
are endangered on a regional or national scale (i.e. the species most likely to be listed in
publications) or on species that are locally endangered. The population of locally endangered
species may be viable on a regional or national scale. Some locally abundant species may, on the
other hand, be extinct over large parts of their former range and, therefore, listed as endangered
species. These distinctions are important. To subject indigenous forest communities to laws
that make the hunting of endangered animals illegal, even when these animals are not endangered
on indigenous territory or as a result of indigenous natural resource interventions, could be
regarded as an infringement of indigenous rights.
Furthermore, it is unclear from the C&I generated whether the use of the word
endangered was meant to refer only to those species whose populations are in danger of
becoming demographically unviable, or if it also refers to species in danger of becoming
functionally extinct (i.e., species whose demographic viability is not threatened, but whose
population size is too small for them to interact with other species on a scale that the maintenance
of ecosystem integrity requires).
Some of the species mentioned in the Brazilian ecology verifier Actual population status
and detection radius of the species most susceptible (or sensitive) to hunting activity; including:
tortoises, piping guanas, currasows, great tinamous, white-lipped peccaries, tapir, brown
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Selected General C&I that can Assess Hunting Impact
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capuchins, and spider monkeys (or woolly monkeys), occur only in neo-tropical rain forests.
However, species especially vulnerable to local extinction can be identified the world over by
their possession of pre-disposing characteristics. Animals that exhibit K-traits - slow growth,
long periods to maturation, long gestation period separated by long periods that result in relatively
small numbers of highly dependent progeny, tend to easily succumb to hunting pressure. Many
of them are large bodied mammals. If a herd of migratory K species such as peccaries is wiped
out, the species almost certainly becomes locally extinct as each herd occupies a territory of
several kilometres. Species that either have very restricted ranges, are relatively immobile and/
or have very specialised feeding habits, i.e. that are very well adapted to their environments, are
also highly susceptible to hunting pressure. The likelihood of their being driven into extinction
increases when they are hunted in fragmented forests (Tilman et al. 1994).
An observed fall in the population of a hunted species may reflect changes in predatorprey interactions. If the hunted species is, for the sake of argument, a predator, a decline in its
population may be due to its chief prey having been overhunted. Or, alternatively, its decline in
numbers may be a passive response to a reduction in the food supplies of its chief prey species.
The causes of population decline can sometimes be so difficult to trace and attribute to driving
factors, as to make fluctuations in populations appear random (Leaky and Lewin 1995). Difficulties
of this genre present challenges to the assessment of hunting pressure in areas where little
systematic research on hunting has been done. Local people, because of their close interaction
with their environment, may be best informed on the cause and effect relationships responsible
for swings in the population sizes of hunted species. But even their knowledge on these matters
can be limited when animal behaviour and its outcomes are obscure or difficult to observe.
iv) The Relationship between Diet and Hunting
Several C&I on the inclusion of game meat in the local diet occur in the Brazilian and Cameroonian
sets (Table 5.14). Dietary intake of game meat is a poor proxy indicator for hunting pressure, as
things other than the over-exploitation of game stocks can be the cause of reduced local game
meat consumption.
Knowing whether and how the protein composition of the diet is changing, can lead to a
better understanding of many things. In other sections we discuss how C&I on dietary
composition can inform on cultural change and the changing content of local knowledge. From
information on local diet, benefit distribution patterns and how these change can be deduced.
And, in some cases, dietary composition may be indicative of hunting impact. Changes in
dietary composition can be detected and monitored using the Brazilian ecology indicator Game
meat is still important in the local diet and its verifier Describe the relative contributions of
animal protein made to the local diet by: 1) terrestrial vertebrates; 2) fish and other aquatic
animals; 3) small sized domestic animal, and 4) salted meat coming from urban abattoirs or
frozen fish from fishing boats. If more desirable game species begin to form a smaller proportion
of the diet, and species previously avoided because of their low palatability (e.g., carnivore
species) are eaten with greater frequency, then it would appear to suggest changes in the
population status of the preferred species.
Several explanations for a decline in local game meat consumption, other than community
over-exploitation of the forest fauna may, however, apply. Habitat destruction or fragmentation
may shoulder a greater share of the responsibility than hunting. Sometimes fauna species are
driven into local extinction by the activities of outsiders, including outsiders hunting or extracting
timber, either within the communitys forests or in adjacent areas. Forest conversion outside
the community forest area, sometimes causes the disappearance of certain species within the
community forest area. The local extinction of animal whose territorial range extends across
community forest and adjacent areas could be caused in this way. Also, hunters may choose to
sell their high value catch rather than supply it to their families. Rises in returns from agriculture
may have made it affordable to stop hunting and purchase instead animal protein in urban
centres.
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Table 5.14

C&I: Game Meat in Local Diet
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The growth of human settlements need not always cause an increase in hunting pressure.
This may remain the same but, because there are more people among which to share the catch,
the average game content of the individuals diet falls. Information obtained by monitoring with
the above verifier will be of vital importance to piecing together a better understanding of the
socio-economic importance of hunting and its ecological sustainability. Additional supporting
information on related issues will, however, be needed to assess to what extent community
hunting methods are sustainable.
v) Hunting and Protected Areas
The Brazilian ecology subset includes the indicator The existence of areas scarcely hunted or
unhunted within the area accessible to hunters belonging to the community. What this
indicator aims to reveal can also be shown through the joint application of the Indonesian
indicators Animal habitats are maintained and restored, Endangered plant and animal
species are protected, and (the independent ecology verifier) Maintenance of water holes,
nests and salt sources in the area. All of these link with the criterion Impacts on biodiversity
of the forest ecosystem are minimised. If animal habitats are maintained and endangered
species protected, then this implies that some scarcely or unhunted areas exist.
The two approaches to assessing the existence of scarcely hunted or unhunted areas
differ considerably. The Brazilian statement seeks merely to establish whether such areas occur
within the community area. The Indonesian statement looks for evidence of human action
intentionally directed to maintaining, protecting and restoring resources. The only slight exception
to this is the Brazilian ecology verifier The existence of animal sanctuaries (or areas that are
functionally equivalent to that) within a radius of 15 km walking distance from the community
centre, if it is agreed that animal sanctuaries are human creations. Prior to the acceptance of
this verifier, an indicator was proposed that was very similar except that it was prescriptive in
nature. This indicator prescribed that forest areas distanced more than a certain number of
kilometres from the community should be designated out of bounds to all forest harvesters
including hunters. Villagers from the Brazilian test felt it should not be included as it would be
impossible for the community to control hunting in distant forest commons, particularly hunting
carried out by outsiders.
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vi)

Seasonal Considerations

Inhabitants of Maro thought it would be more feasible and, indeed desirable, to bar hunters
from certain forest areas (including some subjected to relatively high hunting pressure), during
particular times of the year, such as during the rainy season when the majority of medium to
large sized mammals give birth. However, no C&I for this assessment created.
That the impact of hunting is affected by seasonal considerations is a well-recognised
fact, which is enshrined in hunting legislation of many countries through their specifying different
hunting seasons for different animals. Recognition of the need to limit hunting to certain periods
is conveyed by the Cameroonian ecology verifier Knowledge by all of the start and finish of
the hunting season and the Indonesian forest management indicator The hunting season is
regulated (Table 5.15). The verifier supporting the latter indicator (i.e., Hunting for specific
animals at specific times/periods) communicates that not just one, but several hunting seasons
are required. Each of these would be designed to protect a particular hunted species or group of
species. Much knowledge about the consequences of hunting different animals at different
times of the year is held by the community at large. However, as noted above, local people often
lack knowledge on animal behaviour that is difficult to observe in nature.
The reasons for the Cameroonian forest management indicator Hunting by trapping
and fishing are noticeably reduced during the dry season and its verifier Species the hunting
of which is reduced during the dry season, remain unclear. These statements, supposedly
based on the knowledge and opinions of inhabitants of the Cameroonian test site, contradict the
opinion expressed by inhabitants at the Brazilian test site that, hunting should be limited during
the rainy season.
Table 5.15

C&I: Seasonal Considerations
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&KURQRORJLFDOFDOHQGDURI
DFWLYLWLHV

ILQLVKRIWKHKXQWLQJVHDVRQ





'HILQLWLRQRIWLPLQJVHDVRQDOLW\

+XQWLQJIRUVSHFLILFDQLPDOVDW

DQGIUHTXHQF\RIKDUYHVWLQJIRU

VSHFLILFWLPHVSHULRGV

HDFKVSHFLHV

DUHQRWLFHDEO\UHGXFHGGXULQJWKH
GU\VHDVRQ

,QGLFDWRU



&DOHQGDURIWKHFROOHFWLRQDQG

9HULILHU IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW

H[WUDFWLRQRIDJURIRUHVWU\



SURGXFWV

6SHFLHVWKHKXQWLQJRIZKLFKLV
UHGXFHGGXULQJWKHGU\VHDVRQ

vii) Hunting Skills, Techniques and Knowledge
Initially traditional communities sought to develop hunting strategies that would minimise capture
costs. They endeavoured to learn about the behaviour and movements of wild animal species to
use this knowledge to reduce the time and effort spent in trekking animals down. Hunting skills,
however, gradually disappear when a reduction in forest quality, access and/or area causes
returns to hunting inputs to fall. Alternative livelihood pursuits can also replace hunting, and
bring about the loss of hunting knowledge.
No C&I specifically on hunting knowledge were developed on the tests. But, the C&I
that were developed about hunting techniques, seasons and rules and regulations, were understood
to implicitly refer to local knowledge and its changing content.
Reductions in area and quality of forest commonly occur in tandem with shifts in hunting
techniques. Adoption of relatively new hunting technologies tends to lead to the erosion of
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forest knowledge upon which many traditional hunting skills are based. More reliance on shoot
guns and ammunition has made it easier to hunt down, at least in the short-run, some increasingly
scarce animals. However, when the sought after animal species become too scarce or the
technologies too expensive, the species can be said to have become economically extinct. The
higher the cost of ammunition, the higher the cost of learning to use a shoot gun becomes.
Hunting then becomes an activity that many youth can not afford to consider (and thus
knowledge, or at least opportunities for the perpetuation of knowledge are lost).
Related to this, greater attempts could be made to develop C&I that could help find
answers to the questions: At what point do animal species enter economic extinction? What is
the cause of their economic extinction? Have they become too scarce? Has the cost of hunting
methods become too high? Or, is there some other explanation? C&I informative on these
things would assist with the development of policies to manage the economic extinction of wild
animals so that their populations do not become too small to be ecologically functional.
On a note of interest here, a few weeks before the Brazil test took place, the Brazilian
government had sharply raised the price of all ammunition including all its major derivatives,
bringing the cost of an average shoot gun shoot to the equivalent of one US dollar. At the test
site community of São Pedro, the early impact was a virtual paralysis of ammunition and gun
power sales at the local store. The store owner said that people would no longer be able to
afford to hunt. This met with cynicism on the part of some of the test team members who
thought hunters will rapidly find a way of short-circuiting the ammunition supply chain to once
again obtain cheap supplies. This particular price reform is believed to have been introduced to
help stamp out violence, so its influence on hunting is coincidental. However, through the
effective enforcement of price reform policies such as this, governments could play a major
role in ensuring the widespread control of hunting pressure.
viii) Commercial Hunting
All three tests developed C&I designed to reveal the level of commercial hunting and poaching
(Table 5.16). On all three tests commercial hunting was identified as a major threat to the
survival of animal species, and the species with which they interact. Commercial hunting was
perceived to fall roughly into two categories:
· the hunting of game meat (of endangered and currently non-endangered species) for
sale as food; and
· the hunting of mainly endangered animals to supply illegal traders in animal-derived
medicines and potions (bear gall bladders, dolphin eyes etc.), artefacts (skins, ivory,
elephant feet for stools and, according to some Cameroonian forest inhabitants, gorilla
hands as ashtrays), and rare species pets (parrots, snakes etc.).
There was agreement among the C&I generated by the three tests that, for hunting to be
sustainable, it must only be undertaken for domestic consumption. This message is articulated
at the Criterion level in the Indonesian set with the forest management criterion Hunting is
practised only for local consumable animals considered pests to the ladangs (cultivated fields).
The criterion constrains the permissibility of hunting even further to that of animals which are
pests. In the Cameroonian and Brazilian ecology subsets, the message is delivered with the
verifier Taken animals are intended solely for local consumption and the indicator No
commercial hunting takes place within the community respectively.
Perceiving perhaps that few communities will these days hunt for subsistence only, the
Brazilian ecology specialist accepted the verifier The occurrence of game meat sales (salted or
fresh) to community members and outsiders (e.g., delivered to urban markets). This verifier
permits assessment of the extent to which the trade of game meat is contained within the
community the trade in game meat is. The confinement of game meat sales to within the
community, would indicate that the total hunting pressure exerted by the community continues
to hover around the subsistence level mark.
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Table 5.16

C&I: Subsistence versus Commercial Hunting and Poaching

&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

,QGLFDWRU HFRORJ\

,QGLFDWRU HFRORJ\ 

,QGLFDWRU HFRORJ\ 







$QWLSRDFKLQJPHWKRGVDUH

&RPPHUFLDOKXQWLQJLVFRQWUROOHG

YDOXHGDQGDSSOLHG

1RFRPPHUFLDOKXQWLQJWDNHV
SODFHZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\

9HULILHU HFRORJ\ 
9HULILHU HFRORJ\





7DNHQDQLPDOVDUHLQWHQGHGVROHO\

3URWHFWHGSODQWVDQGDQLPDOVDUH

9HULILHUV HFRORJ\ 

QRWVROGLQPDUNHW



IRUORFDOFRQVXPSWLRQ

7KHRFFXUUHQFHRIJDPHPHDW
VDOHV VDOWHGRUIUHVK WR

&ULWHULRQ IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW

FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVDQG



RXWVLGHUV HJGHOLYHUHGWRXUEDQ

+XQWLQJLVSUDFWLVHGRQO\IRUORFDO

PDUNHWV 

FRQVXPDEOHDQLPDOVFRQVLGHUHG
SHVWVWRWKHODGDQJV



7KHVRFLRHFRQRPLFLPSRUWDQFH
RIWKHVDOHRIVXUSOXVJDPHPHDW
QRWFRQVXPHGE\FRPPXQLW\
KRXVHKROGV



,QIRUPDODQGLQVWLWXWLRQDO
PHFKDQLVPV HJ,%$0$
SDWUROVDQGLQVSHFWLRQV H[LVW
HIIHFWLYHO\FRQWUROOLQJ
FRPPHUFLDOKXQWLQJLQWKH&0)
DUHD

,QGLFDWRU IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW



7KHFRPPXQLW\KDVPHFKDQLVPV
WRFRQWUROWKHFROOHFWLRQDQGVDOH
RIDQLPDOVDQGSODQWV

9HULILHU IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW



2EVHUYDWLRQRIWHFKQLTXHVXVHGLQ
WKHFROOHFWLRQDQGVDOHRIDQLPDOV
DQGRUQDPHQWDOSODQWV

All three sets also include C&I that seek evidence of the active control of commercial
hunting. These include: the verifier Anti-poaching methods are valued and applied (ecology,
Cameroon); the indicator Commercial hunting is controlled (ecology, Indonesia); the verifier
Informal and institutional mechanisms (e.g., IBAMA patrols and inspections) exist effectively
controlling commercial hunting in the CMF area (ecology, Brazil); and the indicator The
community has mechanisms to control the collection and sale of animals and plants (forest
management, Brazil). These C&I presumably refer to community enacted controls, as well as
other external controls (except for the Brazilian forest management indicator which clearly
refers to community controls only). This Brazilian indicators verifier Observation of techniques
used in the collection and sale of animals and ornamental plants brings the assessor to
consider how the impact of techniques used affects the overall impact of commercial hunting.
The negative ecological impact of a high incidence of commercial hunting would be much
amplified by the use of inherently destructive technologies and methods and deceitful business
transactions.
Patterns of change triggered by the commercialisation of wild animal products affect
sustainability in a variety of ways. The purchasing power created by the sale of forest products
generally reduces the pressure on forest products for which superior substitutes exist, as people
opt to purchase them (Wilkie and Godoy 1996). Forest inhabitants typically seek to substitute
for goods which are costly to produce (e.g., stone axes), short-lived (e.g., thatched roofs,
wicker baskets etc.), and/or relatively inefficient (e.g., spears and bows and arrows compared
to shotguns). The pressure on these goods will thus tend ease off, whilst that on goods of high
monetary value will increase. The change in the range of goods harvested, may but, need not
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affect the total number of goods harvested. By providing the means for acquiring technologies
that reduce the capture cost of animals, the game meat and animal trade contributes to its own
intensification.
The advent of commercial harvesting changes the traditional subsistence hunters objective
from maximising the dietary value to capture cost ratio to maximising the monetary value to
capture cost ratio (Wilkie and Godoy 1996). This switch changes some of the species in the
hunting set as well as their ranking in order of desirability. The composition of the hunting set
is determined by optimal foraging theory. As stocks of species, their market value, markets,
infrastructure and hunting technologies change, so the sets composition too changes. The
gradual exhaustion of populations of the highest value to capture cost species will reduce the
sets average rate of return, so that hitherto lower rated species will begin to enter the set. A
change in the hunting sets composition may therefore be indicative of hunting pressure. But,
such changes complicate the overall assessment of the human impact on animal populations. So
many factors contribute towards determining the composition of the hunting set (i.e. predatorprey interactions, forest fragmentation, changing taboos and legislation etc.), that it can be
difficult to isolate their respective contributions.
ix) Community Strategies and Restrictions to Limit Hunting
a) C&I to Limit Hunting
Strategies, rules and other mechanisms to limit hunting were the theme binding a complex of
C&I around the Cameroonian ecology criterion Indigenous strategies aimed at reducing pressure
on wildlife are worked out in conformity with laws and regulations on hunting matters (Box
5.6). This statement, like several others in the Cameroonian set, focuses on the harmonisation
of community strategies with national interests (Table 5.17). The I&V allocated to it, therefore,
branch out to investigate the significance to sustainable hunting practice of indigenous strategies
(e.g., taboos and the condemnation of the use of certain hunting methods) on the one hand, and
more formal mechanisms imposed from outside (e.g., laws), on the other. Many of the I&V do
not draw a distinction between community created rules and regulations and those imposed
upon the community by the state. Being able to distinguish what controls on hunting originate
from within the community is important in that it creates opportunities for internal and external
recognition of the communitys sense of responsibility and achievements. Moreover, it can
raise awareness of obstacles faced by communities in their attempts to administer greater control
over hunting activities.
In the Indonesian set, organised hunting control is covered by the social indicator There
are rules that ensure the sustainable use of the forest and its verifier Community respects
rules on hunting (Table 5.17). It is also addressed by the ecology verifiers The existence of
an agreement among community members not to hunt certain animal species or collect
certain plants, and Protected plants and animals are not sold in the markets, which
accompany the indicator Endangered plant and animal species are protected. However, the
absence of protected animal species in markets does not always mean that these animals arent
being hunted. Capture and trade of highly endangered animals is normally so shrouded in secrecy,
that rarely can it be evidenced in market places.
Many examples of self-imposed community hunting restrictions exist. Caboclos often
speak disparagingly about the use of the ramal method, and some communities forbid it. The
method involves waiting at night to shoot animals that cross a line cut and cleared through the
forest the previous day. It is critiqued on the grounds that too many animals are caught in a
short space of time with its use. Hunting with dogs is also a method heavily criticised, but
nonetheless frequently used by Caboclos. They say it frightens animals away. In the Brazilian
Amazon as a whole, the collection of turtles and certain forms of fishing are being increasingly
regulated by riverine communities. In Cameroon the use of highly effective traps made with
modern materials, is often banned by local communities because of the danger they pose to
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Box 5.6
Criterion:
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C&I: Strategies to Control Hunting (Cameroon, Ecology)
Indigenous strategies aimed at reducing pressure on wildlife are
worked out in conformity with the laws and regulations for hunting
matters.

Supporting indicator:
· Laws and regulations on hunting matters are known to all the participants.
Supporting verifiers:
· Publication of the list of partially or totally protected species.
· Knowledge by all of the start and finish of the hunting season.
Supporting indicator:
· Indigenous strategies exist aimed at protecting certain species.
Supporting verifiers:
· Eating habits, taboos.
· An effective surveillance system is in effect.
Supporting indicator:
· Destructive hunting tools and methods are outlawed.
Supporting verifiers:
· Hunting with traps is banned.

people. The scope of community hunting regulations commonly extends to activities of
outsiders - they do not permit outsiders to hunt in their forest or engage in activities that disturb
animals or frighten them away.
One topic that has been heavily debated within many of the communities along the Arapiuns
river together with the STR (the Rural Workers Union) is which rules to adopt to regulate the
sale of game meat. As communities get larger, so peoples occupations become more specialised
and more people end up living further away from the forest. These developments result in a
decline in the proportion of the communitys members that hunt regularly. Consequently, more
people will seek to buy game meat from hunters. In several of the communities these developments
are already well underway whilst in others they are anticipated. In the light of them, several
communities have opted to attempt to limit the sale of game meat to within the community. This
does not match the requirements inferred as necessary for sustainability by the Brazilian ecology
indicator No commercial hunting takes place within the community. It would, however, go
some way towards satisfying the Indonesian ecology indicator Commercial hunting is
controlled.
The possibility of taboos being effective at limiting the number of animals caught by
community hunters was taken seriously during the Brazilian test. There its discussion by the
test team members and community inhabitants resulted in the creation of the Brazilian social
indicator Evidence of symbolic codes and myths that have a regulatory effect that contributes
to the conservation of agroforestry resources and the verifier linked to it Narratives of myths
that have an observable regulatory effect.
It was understood that some agreements not to hunt certain animals may be unspoken
(for example, when members of a community agree to not eat a taboo species). Fear and
superstitions often fortify peoples resolve to stick to these agreements. Traditional Brazilian
Caboclos adhere to the panema belief system. Hunters who overhunt are heavily penalised,
sometimes for many months or even years, by curses that render their hunting exploits fruitless.
To protect themselves, people will not hunt more animals than they need for subsistence. The
system sees to it that the costs of over-hunting are borne directly by the perpetrator, although
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Table 5.17 C&I: Hunting Methods, and Strategies and Rules to Control Hunting
&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

&ULWHULRQ HFRORJ\ 

,QGLFDWRU VRFLDO 



 7KHUHDUHUXOHVWKDWHQVXUHWKH
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UHGXFLQJSUHVVXUHRQZLOGOLIHDUH
ZRUNHGRXWLQFRQIRUPLW\ZLWK
ODZVDQGUHJXODWLRQVIRUKXQWLQJ

9HULILHU IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW 

PDWWHUV



&RPPXQLW\UHVSHFWUXOHVRQ
KXQWLQJ

,QGLFDWRUV HFRORJ\ 



/DZVDQGUHJXODWLRQVRQKXQWLQJ
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9HULILHU HFRORJ\ 



7KHH[LVWHQFHRQDQDJUHHPHQW

SDUWLFLSDQWV

DPRQJFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVQRW

,QGLJHQRXVVWUDWHJLHVH[LVWDLPHG
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DWSURWHFWLQJFHUWDLQDQLPDO

WRFROOHFWFHUWDLQSODQWV

VSHFLHV
9HULILHU
9HULILHU HFRORJ\ 

 1RXVHRIILUHLQKXQWLQJ

 $QHIIHFWLYHVXUYHLOODQFHV\VWHP
LVLQHIIHFW

,QGLFDWRU
 'HVWUXFWLYHKXQWLQJWRROVDQG
PHWKRGVDUHRXWODZHG

9HULILHU
 +XQWLQJZLWKWUDSVLVEDQQHG
,QGLFDWRU



'HVWUXFWLYHIRUHVWH[SORLWDWLRQ
SUDFWLFHVDQGWHFKQLTXHVDUH
NQRZQHJKXQWLQJILVKLQJHWF

9HULILHU



1XPEHURIFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV
SRVVHVVLQJILUHDUPV

his or her dependants usually end up sharing the burden of the penalty. In so far as the panema
belief system is effective, it internalises the costs of over-exploiting the commons, thereby
restricting access to it.
At the Cameroonian workshop it was clear not everyone was prepared to accept that
food taboos and taboos on hunting certain species sometimes effectively limit hunting pressure.
On what bases the regulatory powers of taboos were questioned, was not effectively captured.
The Cameroonian ecologist, however, supported the view that they often do have a regulatory
effect. She conceded that this effect is often obliterated by negative counter-effects incurred by
the hunting activities of community members who have broken with taboos or are anti-social
individuals acting only in self-interest. She thus accepted Eating habits and taboos as a
verifier for the ecology indicator Indigenous strategies aimed at protecting certain species.
The environmental impacts of activities of outsiders, e.g., logging, can similarly neutralise or
overturn the regulatory effects of taboos, especially if they take place on a large scale. On this
understanding the indicator Anti-poaching methods are valued and applied and its supporting
verifier An effective surveillance system is in effect were incorporated into the C&I complex
to address factors undermining the effectiveness of indigenous regulatory strategies.
Rule and law enforcement efforts have to be assessed in relation to the scale of the
incidence of rule or law violation. The continuing use of prohibited hunting methods could
indicate exceptionally extreme or organised violation of regulations. Under average circumstances,
the regulations in question could be described as adequate in their scope and degree of
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enforcement. Having to combat extraordinarily heavy violations, makes excessive demands
upon local resources, or may indeed be completely beyond a communitys ability. Poverty
causes desperation and can accentuate peoples felt need to be out to save their own skins.
With this attitude, people will seek to justify their failure to cooperate with the rest of the
community in implementing resource use regulations. One suggestion put forth on the Brazilian
test, was that the intention of C&I should be to estimate the average impact of hunting pressure,
to level out the influence of individuals who over-exploit game stocks. Whilst this offers a
comparable measure of hunting pressure, it is in no way clear that the measure could be used as
a policy or decision making tool in all circumstances without unduly prejudicing some
communities.
Interestingly, only one C&I statement was formulated that specifically draws attention to
the assistance communities receive from official government departments in enforcing laws
restricting hunting activities. This statement is the Brazilian verifier Informal and institutional
mechanisms (e.g., IBAMA patrols and inspections) exist effectively controlling commercial
hunting in the CMF area.
b)

Alleviating Hunting Pressure by Raising Domestic Livestock

Participants on the Cameroonian and Indonesian tests believed that improved know-how on
raising domestic animals of well-adapted species and breeds can reduce reliance on hunting for
animal protein acquisition. Thus, in the Indonesian social subset we find the indicator There is
appropriate animal husbandry and the verifier Animal husbandry is practices by most
households. Closely resembling these statements are the Cameroonian ecology indicator
Extensive breeding of domestic animals allows reduction of pressure on wildlife and verifier
Number of domestic animals/species/family. The specialists who accepted these I&V were
clearly aware that livestock rearing can exert its own pressures on forest resources e.g., browse
damage to trees or forest conversion to pasture. The level of these pressures would need
evaluating to ascertain that the shift from hunting to livestock rearing, does not result in a more
negative impact on forest sustainability. Despite wide recognition of this need, none of the sets
offer any C&I for evaluating the matter.

S

E

C

T

I

O

N

II

RESEARCH RESULTS: CRITERIA AND INDICATORS OF
SUSTAINABILITY IN COMMUNITY MANAGED FORESTS

THE SOCIAL

AND

CHAPTER 6.
SOCIAL DIMENSIONS:
ECONOMIC OUTCOMES OF FOREST MANAGEMENT

S

E

C

T

I

O

N

II

RESEARCH RESULTS: CRITERIA AND INDICATORS OF
SUSTAINABILITY IN COMMUNITY MANAGED FORESTS

THE SOCIAL

AND

CHAPTER 6.
SOCIAL DIMENSIONS:
ECONOMIC OUTCOMES OF FOREST MANAGEMENT

6.1

Overview

129

6.2

Cost-Benefit Distribution Patterns

130

6.3

Forest Dependency

135

6.4

Economics in the C&I Tests

140

129

Chapter 6.
Social Dimensions: The Social and Economic
Outcomes of Forest Management30

6.1 Overview
The socio-economic dimensions of CMF express themselves in the welfare derived from the
forest by individuals and the community as a whole. Welfare is here defined to include health,
material well-being, cultural fulfilment and possibilities for the realisation of aspirations. How
people participate in determining their community’s socio-cultural organisation affects their
welfare in so far as it represents the limits to their power and authority over forest resources.
A major question concerning the social dimensions of forest management is whether the
social costs it incurs are acceptable. Do the changes in forest interventions that affect sustainability
lead to higher or lower social costs? How do they affect the distribution of these costs? The
goal of sustainable CMF can be achieved in various ways, and the social consequences often
depend upon the means by which more sustainable forest management methods are pursued.
The main concern in this section is to identify those C&I that can best detect changes and
trends in cost-benefit distribution patterns and reveal their causes and wider effects.
Relatedly, the social and economic aspects of forest interventions need to be understood
in terms of the ecological tradeoffs they incur. This is a prerequisite to determining which are
the most acceptable tradeoffs, from the points of view of both the community and society at
large. Most of the test team members were of the disturbing opinion that rural economic
development and ecological sustainability will ultimately conflict in many CMF settings, unless
there is an injection of resources or wealth into the community from outside. Population growth
and growing livelihood expectations would make sustainability possible at best only at reduced
levels of ecological quality and biodiversity.
How forest costs and benefits are distributed among community members and outside
parties is key to understanding the make-up of the above ‘social’ trade-offs. Cost-benefit
distribution patterns are especially revealing of the social dimensions of forest management,
when they are compared with:
• the distribution of power and authority to manage forest resources; and
• the relative forest dependence of different groups originating from within and outside
the community.
The need to distinguish between the power the community has over its resources and the
extent to which their resources are controlled by powers from outside, was recognised on all
the C&I for CMFs tests. The distribution of power over forest resources is often linked to the
distribution of forest benefits. How the distribution of forest-derived benefits is linked to that of
power is, therefore, an important question – one that partially determines how much communities
can be legitimately held accountable for:
• the state of the forests they use and regard as their own; and
• any social conditions and trends associated with these forests and their use.

30

This section was written by N. Burford de Oliveira with Bill Ritchie and Cynthia McDougall.
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Some of the social C&I generated by the tests were developed on the understanding that
CMF systems are increasingly exposed to influences of external origin and are thus acquiring
additional layers of complexity.
This report divides its review of the socio-economic C&I into two chapters:

Chapter 6 C&I Addressing the Social and Economic Outcomes
(i.e., consequences & impacts) of CMFs
This section mainly considers the test-generated C&I that are most directly concerned with the
social ‘outputs’ and ‘outcomes’ of forest management. It covers the C&I that concern elements
of ‘social states’ attributable to forest interventions. These include:
• The distribution of the costs and benefits of forest resource management
• Forest dependency
• Economic development

Chapter 7

C&I Addressing How the Social and Economic Objectives of
CMF are Achieved and Determined

This section addresses ‘inputs’ or determinants of achieving socio-economic objectives. These
include:
• Participation
• Land tenure
• Social organisation
• Rules and regulations
• Conflict resolution
• Monitoring
• Adaptation to change
The report, however, is not overly rigid in segregating descriptive indicators of states,
outcomes or outputs (Chapter 6) from process or input indicators of the means for determining
or achieving states or outcomes (Chapter 7). First, this is because some processes are outcomes
of other processes. Secondy, some significant relationships between these two groups of indictors
are obscured if they are treated in isolation of each other. This is especially so since the test
teams created complexes of C&I to capture causal relationships between variables distributed
among these two indicator categories.
The social issues and relationships between variables that were highlighted varied between
teams. Many of the issues for which ‘social’ C&I were developed have multiple implications
that have also been partly addressed in the ecological and/or managerial C&I subsets. Thus,
some topics explored in this section are also discussed in other sections dealing with C&I of
knowledge, communication and education and the policy and legal environments.

6.2

Cost-Benefit Distribution Patterns

6.2.1 Overview
The distribution of costs and benefits among community members (and sometimes outsiders or
third parties) over time identifies those who make net gains from forest interventions, and
conversely, those who forego benefits (and/or pay costs) in order for others to realise those
gains. The test teams understood costs and benefits to mean welfare losses and gains in the
broadest sense, including those related to financial transactions and intangibles.
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We recognise two positive goals against which distribution patterns could be appraised.
These can facilitate understanding of the rationale behind some on the C&I formulated for
social and economic issues. The two goals are:
1. Optimal distribution for community welfare. ‘Optimal’ is defined as the solution
that best satisfies the interests of all community members. Determination of the optimum
is inevitably subjective. The optimum will change as constraints and opportunities change,
and therefore its fulfilment can never be described as permanent. Nonetheless, optimisation
will always be a worthy goal, whose level of achievement is reflected in the social
‘equity impact’ of CMF. (See below for definition of ‘equity impact’.) Some awareness
of the variability in forest dependence and of supplementary sources of livelihood
sustenance that different community forest user groups draw on helps make the equity
impact apparent.
2. Distributional justice. This refers to a means whereby organisations or institutions
may seek to specifically promote sustainable forest management. It requires that the
value of rewards matches that of contributions; in other words, those who contribute
most to achieving the goal, i.e., sustainable forest management, are rewarded more
than others. However, in resource-poor communities not everyone will be able to
contribute equally. For distributional justice to be fair, rewards would have to be balanced
against people’s abilities to actively contribute to sustainable forest management. Practised
at a localised scale, distributional justice can contribute towards optimising larger-scale
scenarios. As a mechanism for regulating forest access and cost and benefit distribution,
distributional justice is further discussed in the subsequent section on social processes
and mechanisms.
The C&I included in this section explore the ‘equity impact’ of distribution. ‘Equity
impact’ is the outcome of the systems through which costs and benefits are allocated. Of those
C&I presented in this section that directly concern the equity impact of forest management,
most apply to the assessment of both:
• traditional forest management systems that support the social system of the community
as a whole; and
• more discretely bounded, self-serving forest management institutes or enterprises
within a larger social system.

6.2.2 C&I: Cost and Benefit Distribution
The issue of distribution was most thoroughly addressed by the Indonesian team, followed by
the Cameroonian team. The majority of the C&I that specifically mention distribution is explicitly
or implicitly based on some concept of ‘fairness’ or ‘equity’.31 All test team members agreed
that the meaning of the words ‘fairness’ and ‘equity’ is equivocal. The use of these terms is
liable to be problematic when CMF assessment is participatory, drawing out contrasting cultural
perspectives. Each test explored the questions of how to decide what is fair and, once this is
agreed, how to identify mechanisms to promote fairness. How fairness is promoted often
depends on existing patterns of forest access, wealth and power distribution. This makes it
difficult to separately address distribution patterns and the mechanisms responsible for them.
Consequently, we touch upon both aspects in this and other sections of the report.

31

According to the Oxford Dictionary, these two words mean the same thing.
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Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Criterion:
Access to and the use of
common land and
agroforestry resources is
secured for all community
members regardless of
their sex, colour, religion
or social class.
Relevance to assessment
goal:
For a criterion it is permissible
to set standards that
correspond with ideals whose
full achievement can rarely be
expected. Direct or indirect
access to the productivity of
land is a right of all people.
Inequality of access ultimately
creates tensions that lead to
conflict and the breakdown of
cooperation, a circumstance
that is not conducive to social
sustainability.

Box 6.1

Criterion:

Many C&I clusters that incorporate consideration of
distribution patterns link the distribution of benefits (products
and uses) with that of forest access. The Brazilian social
criterion ‘Access to and the use of common land and
agroforestry resources is secured for all community members
regardless of their sex, colour, religion or social class’,
suggests all community groups have rights of access to
common resources and that these rights must be actively
acknowledged. In reality, traditional societies often fail to secure
access to common land for all their member groups. In the
few cases where all groups do have access, rarely is this
equal access (Christodoulou 1990). Therefore, fulfilment of
this criterion is likely to be exceptional. Sometimes there may
be strong arguments favouring unequal access to forest
benefits or categories of forest benefits, especially if it can be
shown that such unequal access could counterbalance other
inequalities existing within the community. There are cases
where more powerful community groups impose extortionist
conditions for access on their less privileged counterparts,
and maintain these either through manipulation (e.g., false
promises or the constant postponement of agreed actions) or
with abusive force.

Selected C&I on Cost and Benefit Distribution
(Indonesian social subset)

Customary law and other regulations ensure fair access to
community natural resources and fair distribution of their products
among community members.

Supporting indicator:
•

Rules that ensure fair access of all stakeholders to forest.
Supporting verifiers:
•

Clear understanding of the composition of stakeholders.

•

Every category of stakeholder has access to forest according to customary
law and other regulations.

• Stakeholders respect the customary law and regulations on forest resources.
Supporting indicator:
•

Rules that ensure fair distribution of tembawang products to all stakeholders.
Supporting verifiers:
• Clear understanding of the composition of all stakeholders.
•

Secure communal and private property rights on tembawang.

•

Clear rules on inheritance.

•

Clear rules on rights to harvest tembawang products.

Supporting indicator:
•

Rules that ensure fair distribution of irrigation water where sawahs (irrigated rice
fields) exist. Supporting verifiers:

•

Participatory planning and building of irrigation works.
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Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Criterion:
Forest products contribute
significantly to the socioeconomic well-being of the
different age and sex
groups of the community.
Relevance:
Assessment of this
criterion will reveal
marginalised, weak groups and
will provide some insight into
the flow of benefits between
generations.
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The complex of I&V accompanying the Indonesian criterion
‘Customary law and other regulations ensure fair access to
community natural resources and fair distribution of their
products among community members’ (Box 6.1) has a wider
application than the previously discussed Brazilian criterion,
since ‘community natural resources’ are meant here to include
communal as well as privately held property. That this is the
intended meaning is conveyed by the verifier ‘Secure
communal and private property rights on tembawang’, which
is linked to one of the indicators in the criterion. Similarly, the
Cameroonian social criterion ‘Forest products contribute
significantly to the socio-economic well-being of the different
age and sex groups of the community’ reflects the distribution
of communal and private forest resource access and usufruct
rights among groups within the community. However, it gives
no insight into how distribution patterns relate to groups defined
by variables other than sex or age.

Verifier:
Secure communal and
private property rights on
tembawang.
Ease of assessment:
The impact of policies and
laws on the traditional land
tenure systems can reveal
this. These impacts can be
estimated through interviews
with local farmers and
government officials. The
economic value of tembawang
products and incentives to
convert or sell tembawang can
also be indicative, as can
expectations of tembawang
inheritance.
Verifier:
Clear rules on inheritance.
Relevance to assessment
goal:
Normally, inheritance is
understood to mean the
transfer of wealth and assets
upon death. A good measure of
inter-generational access to
resources, it will also ensure
capture of wealth and asset
distribution across the sexes.
In many societies, dowry
payments are as powerfully
indicative of inter-generational
access to resources by
gender as are inheritance
rules. Significant shifts in
resource distribution patterns
usually follow a breakdown of
traditional inheritance and
dowry rules.

The above Indonesian criterion gives a more comprehensive
cover of distribution issues than criteria produced by the other
tests, by calling for assessment of the ‘fairness’ of rules and
regulations governing not only the distribution of access but
also that of benefits. For the assessment of this criterion, the
Indonesian team included the verifier ‘Clear understanding
of the composition of stakeholders’ to substantiate existing
knowledge about the identity of stakeholders. The implication
is that stakeholder groups must be perceived in terms of their
relative forest dependency for the ‘fairness’ of rules to be
ascertained. Who pays for the externalities of communal and
private resource management and how that group/individual
is determined, would seem another relevant consideration.
Conversely, it is just as important to consider whether
beneficiaries of positive externalities compensate those parties
whose management of communal or privately held resources
generates these externalities. However, no C&I with a specific
focus on externalities were developed.
It is at the time of death in many traditional and modern
societies, that the mainstay of family wealth and assets is
transferred to younger generations. Therefore, capturing the
nature of transfers at this time seems particularly important
for assessing inter-generational distribution of access to
resources. While there are several statements on the distribution
of resource access and use rights between age classes within
the community, only two concern the transfer of these rights
upon death. One is the Indonesian social verifier ‘Clear rules
on inheritance’ for the indicator ‘Rules that ensure the fair
distribution of tembawang products to all stakeholders’(Box
6.1). The other is the Cameroonian social verifier; ‘Property
inheritance patterns’, for the indicator ‘Land appropriation
procedures are accepted and respected’.
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Box 6.2

Criterion:

Selected C&I on Forest Benefit Distribution
(Cameroonian social subset)

Community institutions have the capacity to determine and distribute
benefits from the forest.

Supporting indicator:
•

Community norms and values on the distribution of the meat of relatively large
hunted animal species.
Supporting verifiers:
•

Distribution practices for the meat of wild animals.

Supporting indicator:
•

Community food taboos.

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Criterion:
Community institutions
have the capacity to
determine and distribute
benefits from the forest.
Ambiguity:
This is a valid criterion.
However, required capacity
will depend on the extent and
complexity of tasks. This will in
turn depend on many factors,
including the quality and
productivity of the resource
base, the social heterogeneity
of the community and its size.
Factors undermining traditional
organisations often reduce
local capacity to control
distribution.
Dependence upon human
value judgement:
Fairly high.

Overall, the Indonesian and Cameroonian social C&I on
distribution cover similar issues. The Indonesian set refers to
customary rules, whereas the Cameroonian set emphasises
the role of community institutions and norms. Unless otherwise
indicated, customary rules can pass as community institutions
or norms. The Cameroonian social specialist used the term
‘institutions’ to include conventions and shared belief systems.
The I&V for the Cameroonian social criterion ‘Community
institutions have the capacity to determine and distribute
benefits from the forest’ inquire into how access and harvesting
pressure are curbed by socio-cultural mechanisms such as
food taboos (Box 6.2). Other C&I developed for access
restrictions (as opposed to access rights) are presented and
discussed in the following section on C&I on social regulatory
mechanisms. The Indonesian social subset includes
‘Participatory planning and building of irrigation works’ as
a verifier of whether rules ensure the fair distribution of irrigation
waters. Darok’s inhabitants, as pointed out earlier, regard
irrigation water as a forest product. This verifier is the only
direct reference made to physical participation in the
development of community infrastructure in any of the C&I
sets. The I&V supporting the already mentioned Cameroonian
social criterion ‘Forest products contribute significantly to
the socio-economic well-being of the different age and sex
groups of the community’ allow differences between household
members and households to be detected in terms of forest
benefits enjoyed. One of the verifiers proposed for this indicator
is people’s knowledge of forest products’ market value. Their
knowledgeability of this value obviously influences their ability
to realise potential benefits. Another verifier is the contribution
made by forest products to household cash and non-cash
income. Assessment of this entails a review of household food
consumption patterns. Jointly, the I&V clustered around this
criterion point to links between distribution patterns and intracommunity variation in forest dependency.
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Forest Dependency

6.3.1 Overview
Forest dependency is an outcome of historical, as well as present day factors, influencing
distribution patterns. It is manifested in the fulfilment of needs from a limited supply of forest
resources whose substitution is impossible, too expensive or not desired for some other reason.
Sometimes forest dependency is interpreted as being analogous to economic reliance on the
forest. However, with such an interpretation, dependence upon intangible forest values such as
aesthetics and spiritual value and the forest’s role in cultural reproduction, tends to be overlooked.
Infrastructure, market access, rural economic development in general, and knowledge and
communication all influence forest dependency. The nature of their influences is often largely
determined by the ideologies dominating the national political and economic systems.
The equity impact of forest interventions shows up in the relationship between forest
cost-benefit distribution patterns and relative forest dependency. From this relationship the
social optimisation, or lack thereof, of multiple forest management objectives can be deduced.
Distribution and dependency patterns must therefore be considered in relation to each other.
Several of the C&I developed relate to forest dependency and cost-benefit distribution. They
can generate baseline information on the forest dependency and wealth of different groups.
With reference to this baseline information, many of these C&I can then also be used to monitor
the equity impact of changes to assess whether changes are leading towards a socially more
optimal allocation of forest resources. The sort of information they generate can expand
understanding of how altering forest interventions in kind or intensity can affect people’s
livelihoods.
Some knowledge about the forest dependence and wealth of different groups within the
community is needed. It becomes essential where positive discrimination in forest benefit
distribution is being considered to protect certain critically forest-dependent groups.

6.3.2 C&I: Forest Dependency32
Changes in relative forest dependency are potentially indicative of, among other things: motivation
to protect and sustainably manage forest resources; relative poverty; alteration of the knowledge
base; and inter-generational access to forest use options. Analysis of such changes may clarify
the likelihood of future trends and scenarios. Patterns of forest dependency change in concert
with environmental, as well as social and economic changes. Therefore, several C&I concerned
with aspects of dependency relate to C&I clusters developed around ecological or technical
issues in the ecological or forest management C&I subsets.
Below we review some of the C&I developed around variables and phenomena that
reveal forest dependency and how it is shaped by existing circumstances and change (Box 6.3).
For reasons including the propensity of NTFP profit margins to fluctuate wildly under
free market conditions, the Brazilian social specialist thought it necessary to consider the role of
subsidies and other incentives in guaranteeing stable returns from certain forest uses. Some
communities do receive external subsidies or other forms of external support for forest
management, or for small-scale forest industries. In some places, this support has led forest
farmers to extend their forest management time horizons.
The less economically and politically self-reliant the forest community is, the lower its
capacity to control its forest resources is likely to be. Should the community become dependent
on external subsidies or incentives to engage in a particular resource-based activity, then these

32

In Indonesia it was decided to shift the policy approach from large-scale multi-beneficiary approach to a focus
on targeting assistance to less advantaged groups (Otsuka 1998, p. 7)
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Box 6.3

Criterion:

C&I Relevant to the Assessment of Forest Dependency
(Brazilian Social Subset)
Management activities applied to agroforestry resources have
significantly contributed to the biological, socio-economic and
cultural well-being of the local population.

Supporting indicator:
• The level of dependency on raw materials produced and obtained within and by
the community.
Supporting verifiers:
a) Inventory of agroforestry items (products) used in local infrastructure and
technology.
b) Individual and collective histories of the use of natural resources and its change
over recent decades.
Supporting indicator:
• The management activities applied to agroforestry resources release sufficient
funds for the maintenance of small-scale businesses and cottage industries.
Supporting verifier:
a) Individual and collective initiatives to develop centres for the processing of raw
materials and production of handicrafts.
Supporting indicator:
• Community dependence on external subsidies provided by NGOs, religious
organisations and/or the government.
Box 6.3 Continued
Supporting verifiers:
a) Community efforts to give continuity to management systems introduced or
being implemented by external actors.
b) Contribution made by external subsidies to the development of community
infrastructure.
Supporting indicator:
• Agroforestry resource management activities economically contribute to the
community’s access to education, health and other social services.
Supporting verifiers:
a) Anthropometry of children aged 0 - 10 years.
b) Map of infrastructure and its evolution over recent decades.
c) Percentage of school-aged children with regular school attendance.
Supporting indicator:
• Existence of effective benefits for the subsistence and reproduction of domestic
units derived from the management of agroforestry resources.
Supporting verifiers:
a) Quantification of the agroforestry production of the domestic unit.
b) Food consumption by the domestic (household) unit with special attention to
agroforestry products.
c)

Inventory of domestic household assets and utensils.

d) Domestic unit (household) income fluctuations from agroforestry resource
management activities.
e)
f)

Stable or slow population growth.
Female access to and use of family planning and contraceptives.

Social Dimensions: The Social and Economic Outcomes of Forest Management

137

incentives are likely to exert greater control over resource pressures than the individuals or the
community. Whether subsidies can be justified depends more specifically on whether and how
the market’s distribution of wealth fails to meet societal welfare and environmental objectives.
In the context of CMF, external support is often targeted at removing obstacles to
rural development and sustainable forest management that the community is ill equipped to deal
with itself.
The merits of subsidies as a means of protecting forest communities from competition
on the open market have to be balanced against those of capital transfers. Unlike subsidies, the
latter constitutes an unambiguous transfer of power. By improving financial capacity, capital
transfers such as donated assets can increase a community’s self-reliance and its economic
autonomy in the long term, especially if appropriate training is provided. Compared to many
forms of subsidisation, capital transfers are often more effective at adjusting wealth distribution.
How subsidies and capital transfers are likely to affect the balance of wealth among sectors
within the community, and between the community and society at large, would have to be
considered.
The C&I on dependency in Box 6.4 can clarify the economic, allocative and distributional
efficiency of forest inputs (including subsidies) and outputs within the community. Despite
their current rough, embryonic form, they present a set of nested issues around which the
assessment and monitoring of forest dependence can be structured. They can lead inquiries
towards the causes and effects of adjustments in a community’s dependency status – clarifying
whether these adjustments are caused by some groups out-competing others, a shift in dependency
from forest to non-forest based economic activities, or by some other phenomenon such as
erosion of the forest’s dependability. Their scope encompasses questions such as whether and
why forest-based activities are expanding or contracting, making the cumulative effects of
ongoing trends easier to forecast.

i) C&I Relating to Dependency, Agroforestry and NTFPs
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Indicator:
The level of dependency
on raw materials produced
and obtained within and by
the community.
Ease and cost of
application:
Referral to existing survey
data or carry out survey. The
ease of the latter depends on
survey design and trained field
workers – local people’s
willingness to honestly
respond will affect the quality
of results.

Under the Brazilian social criterion ‘Management activities
applied to agroforestry resources have significantly
contributed to the biological, socio-economic and cultural
well-being of the local population’, we find a complex of
I&V for the integrative assessment of various facets of forest
dependency. The first indicator of this criterion, ‘The level of
dependency on raw materials produced and obtained within
and by the community’, unambiguously aims to ascertain the
degree of overall dependency on the primary sector. It is
followed by the indicator ‘The management activities applied
to agroforestry resources release sufficient funds for the
maintenance of small-scale businesses and cottage
industries’. The rationale behind this is that profit margins
give an idea of the room for manoeuvre or flexibility conferred
by natural resource management. Theoretically, forest profits
can be invested in the maintenance and development of forestbased enterprises, enabling thus greater economic dependence/
reliance upon forest resources. Increases in dependency can
be accompanied by a decrease in forest harvesting pressure,
if greater profits are obtained from a given quantity of forest
product as a result of value-added processing. An increase in
some forms of dependency can relieve reliance on forests for
basic needs fulfilment. This is so as the forest-generated income
can be used to purchase substitutes for forest products (e.g.
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forest foods, medicines and construction materials) and
imported foods, reducing thereby the demand for agricultural
forest land.
We need to remain aware of how easily forest profits, especially
from NTFPs, can fluctuate with changes in market demand
or the cost of inputs. The efficiency of forest product
harvesting, processing and marketing also affects profits. The
cumulative effect of efficiency in all stages from production
through to marketing is to increase returns to forest
management inputs. Higher profits present additional capital
for reinvestment in forest management or in forward linkages
such as local industries and enterprises (dealt with by the above
indicator) or social services (covered by an indicator discussed
further below). Although efficiency affects forest dependency,
its direct address is confined to within C&I complexes that do
not mention dependency.

ii) C&I Relating to Dependency and Subsidisation
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Verifier:
Contribution made by
external subsidies to the
development of
community infrastructure.

Ambiguity:
How subsidies are defined is
not clear. For instance, it is
unclear whether economic
transfers are being treated as
subsidies.

Subsidising direct or indirect forest-based economic activities
will invariably reinforce or increase the forest dependence of
some people. However, disadvantaged groups, which are highly
dependent on forests for the fulfilment of basic needs, are
unlikely to benefit from subsidies unless they are specifically
designed for that purpose. Investigation of these issues is
stimulated by the Brazilian social indicator ‘Community
dependence on external subsidies provided by NGOs, religious
organisations and/or the government’ for which the Brazilian
social specialist chose ‘Community efforts to give continuity
to management systems introduced or being implemented
by external actors’ as a verifier. However, not all introduced
forest management systems that are adopted have been or are
subsidised. The role of subsidies in their creation or execution
would have to be established before any conclusions are
reached.
Forest dependence created by subsidies is commonly viewed
as insecure. Some believe it is more aptly described as
dependence on the subsidies themselves rather than on the
forest. The withdrawal of subsidies can cause problems by
undermining resource dependence artificially made possible
by their application. The second verifier ‘Contribution made
by external subsidies to the development of community
infrastructure’, proposed for the above indicator, could help
assess the long-term impact of subsidies. This will vary
according to the nature of the project or activity. Basic
infrastructure is needed to provide sound foundations for rural
development including the development of forest-based
commercial enterprises. However, roads require maintenance
work without which forest-based economic activities
dependent on reliable market access will collapse.
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iii) C&I Relating to Dependency, Social Services and Benefits
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Map of infrastructure and
its evolution over recent
decades.
This verifier can show how
many resources have been
allocated to infrastructure
development. Its wording is
very general; by using the
word ‘evolution’, all aspects of
infrastructure can be under
review, including where the
resources came from to
develop them.

Verifier:
Domestic unit (household)
income fluctuations from
agroforestry resource
management activities.
Relevance to assessment
goal:
How to improve livelihood
means during lean periods is a
key question in the search to
improve social sustainability.
When food stores have been
depleted, and before the new

One can partially deduce dependence on forest interventions
from the contributions the interventions make to local education,
health and other social services. This focus is reflected in the
indicator ‘Agroforestry resource management activities
economically contribute to the community’s access to
education, health and other social services’. As well as
sometimes generating substantial profits, these activities often
yield medicinal plants for domestic use and contribute to social
knowledge frameworks. Although the latter make no direct
financial contributions, their economic significance to rural
communities can be great. Medicinal plants, by improving health
for example, increase the community’s active labour pool, thus
enhancing its potential economic productivity.
The wording of the above indicator is, however, somewhat
ambiguous. We assume it refers, among other things, to
community-administered levies, taxes and voluntary
contributions obtained from agroforestry profits for investment
in community welfare services, and to the health and
educational benefits households derive from agroforestrygenerated income. Proposed as verifiers for these items were
the output or response indicators of standard child health care
and school attendance ‘Anthropometry of children aged
0-10’, ‘Percentage of school-aged children with regular
school attendance’, and ‘Map of infrastructure and its
evolution over recent decades’. Measures of the first two of
these verifiers tend to be compound values, aggregating and
thereby obscuring the variable effects of contributory factors.
This makes it difficult to know exactly how they relate to the
indicator they are attributed to, thereby limiting their usefulness.
Overall, we feel the indicator ‘Agroforestry resource
management activities economically contribute to the
community’s access to education, health and other social
services’, and its verifiers, are too broad for practical application.
These I&V would benefit from a further breakdown into their
components.
The last indicator in Box 6.1, ‘Existence of effective benefits
for the subsistence and reproduction of domestic units derived
from the management of agroforestry resources’, concerns
household dependence on forest resources for subsistence,
reproduction and wealth accumulation. In ‘no-alternative’
situations, this indicator can help reveal how far forest
dependence satisfies subsistence requirements, given the forest
resource’s carrying capacity, the overall pressure the
community imposes upon it and the individual household’s
forest access. The indicator’s supporting verifiers include
‘Quantification of the agroforestry production of the
domestic unit’, ‘Food consumption by the domestic unit
(household) with special attention to agroforestry products’,
‘Inventory of domestic household assets and utensils’ and
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health tends to deteriorate and
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be identified.
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‘Domestic unit (household) income fluctuations from
agroforestry resource management activities’. A single
questionnaire can be used to assess these verifiers. Studying
these variables together facilitates cross-analysis of their results,
so that variations in productivity can be related to differences
in nutrition, asset possession and wealth. Income fluctuations
can be compared with food consumption patterns. Gaps in
need fulfilment can thus be identified and compared for
different forest user groups. The Brazilian test team felt
population growth rates and women’s access to family planning
methods should be included as verifiers to grasp the influence
family size and changes in population size on the above
indicator’s reading. Population size will allow some inferences
to be drawn on inter-generational access to resources.

6.4 Economics in the C&I Tests
Because of concerns that including economists in the test teams may introduce a highly
westernized perspective on costs and benefits of CMFs, as well as budgetary constraints, there
were no economists in the test teams. Also, it was assumed that the expertise of highly
professional social specialists would include adequate understanding of the economic dimensions
of CMFs. In addition, the economists perspective was sought by inviting distinguished
economists, with a specialised interest in CMF or rural development, to the tests’ concluding
workshops. Over the course of the tests, however, the lack of an economic perspective was
increasingly felt as a drawback. Local people tended to regard economic considerations as very
important, often urgent in fact. All the test site communities claimed economic issues gave
direction to their management objectives and plans. As a result, although only one principle was
created that referred specifically to economics, all the tests generated a significant number of
C&I that can be described as being more closely related to economics than to any other discipline.
At the Indonesian test site, people’s visions of economic opportunities appeared to
encompass long time horizons. The tembawang forest gardens, planted with tall tree species
such as Tenkawang (Shorea stenoptera), which are relatively slow to produce a first crop of
illipe nuts from the time of planting, are indicative of long term vision. However, even here
forest farmers candidly explained they perceive areas of natural forest, that they consider to be
of relatively low cultural or economic value, as supplies of land for future agricultural expansion
to meet demands imposed by population growth. Several tembawangs alongside rivers have
already been cut down in Darok and replaced by irrigated rice fields. Traditionally, a new
tembawang garden must be planted for each one cut down. Whether Darok inhabitants strictly
follow this rule was not determined during the test. Nor did it become clear whether compensatory
replanting of tembawangs is being increasingly restricted to areas of poor soil.

6.4.1 C&I: Economic Sustainability
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

At all the test sites, the test teams perceived a strong correlation
between local concern over forest conservation and local
knowledge of the forest’s real or full value. The Cameroonian
and Brazilian forest management team members, in particular,
saw the community’s perception of the forest’s economic
potential as critical to its willingness to provide for its
conservation. This is reflected in the criterion ‘The benefits
derived from productive activities have served as an incentive
to perpetuate those activities in a sustainable manner’. From
this criterion’s indicators (Box 6.8) it is clear that financial
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‘benefits’ are primarily the concern. The Cameroonian forest
management specialist believed that, in traditional subsistence
forest-based economies, villagers normally regard the protection
of forest resources to sustain forest benefits as a matter of
common sense. In the Cameroonian forest management subset,
mention of diversification and value-added processing is
confined to I&V allocated to the criterion, ‘Different forest
user and interest groups of forest products coexist
harmoniously’.
Usually, the forest’s value is perceived as an amalgamation of
cultural, utilitarian and monetary values. Ultimately the value
is limited by geographical variables that determine ecological
carrying capacity and resilience. Knowledge about the forest’s
value therefore also includes ethno-biological information as
well as knowledge about market prices of inputs and products.
Moreover, it includes awareness of the value of forest benefits
realised outside the forest’s boundaries, e.g. reliable and
adequate water supplies to replenish rivers and lakes and for
use for irrigation and domestic purposes.
The higher the returns from forest management, the more
resources become available for investing in the development
of forward forest linkages, e.g., employment-generating forest
industries and enterprises. Should these linkages be
continuously dependent on forest, then their development will
increase at least some people’s reliance upon the forest. The
Brazilian forest management specialist proposed that this would
increase people’s motivation to protect the forest’s productive
capacity. With this in mind she developed the criterion ‘The
benefits derived from productive activities have served as an
incentive to perpetuate those activities in a sustainable
manner’ and placed under it the indicator ‘Existence of
continual effort to diversify and increase value-adding
processing capacity with the aim of increasing the gross
aggregate value of the products’ and the verifier ‘Existence
of value-adding processing structures and equipment’. Other
indicators found under the criterion focus on knowledge, e.g.,
‘Knowledge of markets for forest (and agricultural) products’
and ‘Knowledgeability on the costs of production (depreciation
cost of equipment, reinvestments, maintenance)’. The
bargaining power of local people in commercial forest product
transactions depends upon their knowledge of product values
and markets. These C&I can, therefore, help with the
assessment of people’s bargaining power, in so far as this can
be deduced from the extent of their relevant knowledge.
People’s bargaining power is assumed to affect their interest
in preserving the forest’s productive capacity.
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C&I of knowledge content and skill possession were also linked
to economic issues on the Cameroonian and Indonesian tests
(Boxes 6.6 and 6.7). On both tests, knowledge content was
understood in a broad sense to embrace cultural and scientific
knowledge as well as technical skills. This is communicated
by the indicator ‘Cottage industries that use indigenous skills
exist and encourage the wise harvest and use of forest raw
materials’ (forest management, Cameroon), and the verifiers
‘The use of local knowledge’, ‘Mobilising scientific
knowledge’ and ‘Training’ (social, Indonesia).

Both at the Indonesian and the Brazilian test sites, local inhabitants were found to regard
commercially valuable timber trees as banks of capital that can be liquidated when a sudden
need for cash arises, i.e., for the purchase of school books or medication.

6.4.2 The Impact of Changes in Forest Value on Forest Conservation
The proposition that increases in the market value of forest products promote conservation
remains controversial. The CMF case study literature abounds with diverging, but equally
compelling arguments to show that high returns to NTFP commercialisation can have devastating
or ameliorating ecological effects, depending on many other variables. Clearly the forest’s
economic value will affect its ecological sustainability and future social significance. The key
questions are how and what factors determine this.
The history of the Brazilian test sites since the turn of the century, with all the pilferage
of forest mammals for the skin trade and destructive harvesting of latex-yielding trees, is a good
example of how price increases can lead to over-harvesting for windfall profits. The boomand-bust economies revolving around ephemeral markets for NTFPs in Amazonia have been
described elsewhere (Homma 1996).

6.4.3 The impact of Changes in Forest Value on Community Welfare
No clear, generic correlation between forest product prices and overall community welfare has
been discovered. While a rise in forest product prices under some circumstances provides extra
incentives to protect the forest, it is almost certainly bound to increase competition for forest
access. Left uncontrolled, competition is going to have a profound affect on distribution. Growing
contact between traditional communities and the outside world, and the integration of these
communities into the monetary system, thus often transforms internal community relationships
based on reciprocity into competitive ones. Under conditions of marked resource scarcity,
competition can be remarkably fierce, incurring heavy casualties. The more successful
competitors are likely to become increasingly powerful and the less successful ones,
correspondingly less so.
The displacement of some forest user groups is a common consequence of monetary
integration. Within the forest groups there may be differentiated impacts as well – in many
cultures for example the roles of men expand as NTFP market opportunites arise, even when it
has been women who have previously tended or worked with the products in the past.

6.4.4 Socio-economic and Ecological Optimisation of Resource
Allocation
The Indonesian social principle ‘Economic gains do not compromise ecological integrity’ is
the only principle generated by the tests that explicitly refers to economics. Linked to it is the
criterion ‘Optimisation of the local agroforestry system’ which addresses the balance between
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dependency and distribution patterns and ecological issues. The majority of the Indonesian I&V
about economic issues is clustered around this criterion. Tradeoffs between ecological and
social considerations are a concern underlying the Indonesian C&I on enrichment planting.
Compared to the C&I sets of the other tests, the Indonesian social subset places far greater
emphasis on the economic importance of manipulated and artificially regenerated forest systems.
It is not clear why a similar emphasis did not appear on the other tests as such systems also
featured at the other test sites.

i) C&I: Enrichment Planting and Domestication
The Indonesian team saw enrichment planting and the domestication of wild plant species as
traditional ways of enhancing the forest’s economic value, as suggested by the tembawang
gardens and their high socio-economic importance. Domestication was seen as a viable means
to reduce forest product collection costs in the long run and/or simply to increase stocks of
useful species(Box 6.4).
What the Indonesian C&I perhaps fail to adequately address is whether the relatively
high interest in intensively manipulated forest and agroforestry systems has resulted in diminished
interest in conserving the remaining natural forest.

Box 6.4 C&I: Economic Forest Management Issues
(Indonesian Social Subset)
Principle:

Economic gains do not compromise ecological integrity.

Criterion:

Optimisation of the local agroforestry system.

Supporting indicator:
• Optimisation of tembawang (forest gardens).
Supporting verifiers:
• Enrichment with economically valuable trees.
• New tembawangs are planted with economically valuable trees.
Supporting indicator:
• Tembawang retains its social function.
Supporting verifier:
• Decision making on tembawang enrichment is a social, not an individual occasion.
• Decision making on tembawang conversion is a social, not an individual occasion.
Supporting indicator:
• The productivity and quality of the rubber gardens are being increased.
Supporting verifiers:
• Appropriate technology for tree improvement.
• Appropriate technology for post-harvest activities and processing.
• Market for rubber exists.
Supporting indicator:
• There is policy and activity to rationalise the ladang system.
Supporting verifier:
• The use of local knowledge.
• Mobilising scientific knowledge.
• Training.
• Field trial.
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No C&I on enrichment planting occur in the Brazilian set. This can be partially ascribed
to the overriding interest in timber management expressed by the participants of the Brazilian
workshop’s forest management C&I review group. Their majority opinion was that enrichment
planting is not a cost-effective proposition for timber management in natural tropical forest.
Agroforestry, fallow enrichment and a variety of planted tree-based systems do, however, form
a mainstay of traditional Caboclo land use patterns in many parts of the Amazon region. Community
organised cooperatives and NGO-assisted projects often focus on either disseminating such
systems or upgrading their management. Several families at the Brazilian test site have planted
indigenous forest palm and tree species such as cupuaçu and açai on their land, and a significant
number possess small rubber stands, most of which had fallen into a state of neglect because of
the low price of rubber. On a related point of interest, the Brazilian government recently committed
itself to subsidising rubber production again. It is therefore, we hope, fortuitous that many
families did not eliminate their rubber stands over the years of depressed rubber prices. It is
unclear why the Brazilian team did not develop extra C&I to prompt assessors to examine these
artificially established tree-based systems more closely.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
‘Enrichment with
economically valuable
trees’ and ‘New
tembawangs are planted
with economically valuable
trees
Context Specific:
All the C&I that refer to
economically valuable species
rely on their being both
knowelge of commercial value,
and most importantly, access
to that economic market.
(They also rely on market
stability through the period of
maturity of harvest).

Judgement call:
The degree to which ‘econonic
gains do not compromise
ecological integrity’ is a
subjective judgement, which
will reflect the ‘assessors’
perception of what comprises
‘ecological integrity’, or in other
words, what are the
reasonable trade-offs.

The Indonesian verifiers ‘Enrichment with economically
valuable trees’ and ‘New tembawangs are planted with
economically valuable trees’ suggest planting valuable
economic species is desirable. These verifiers for the indicator
‘Optimisation of tembawang’ occur under the principle
‘Economic gains do not compromise ecological integrity’ as
does the indicator ‘Tembawang retains its social function’.
One of the latter indicator’s proposed verifiers ‘Decision
making on tembawang enrichment is a social not an
individual occasion’, conveys a need to safeguard equitable
distribution by involving many people in decisions about which
species to plant. It was proposed that participatory decision
making on this issue would help ensure that the undue
compromise of non-monetary and monetary (often marginal)
benefits enjoyed by some groups does not result from adapting
tembawang gardens in response to changes in market demand.
The I&V clustered around the criterion ‘Optimisation of the
local agroforestry system’ thus complement each other so that
the integration of social and economic issues can be assessed.
Some of the Indonesian I&V for assessing potential economic
benefits deal with plant improvement (through the tending and
selection of planting stock), enrichment planting and market
demand, as all these things can influence economic value.
‘Market for rubber exists’, is therefore, for example, included
as a verifier for the forest management indicator ‘The
productivity and quality of the rubber gardens are being
increased’. Another verifier for the same indicator is
‘Appropriate technology for tree improvement’. Its application
may require an appraisal of the pros and cons attached to the
introduction of improved clonal stock and people’s
understanding of how to apply techniques. As in the
Cameroonian forest management set, mention of processing
is confined to the verifier level, but included in the social rather
than the forest management subset. The verifier ‘Appropriate
technology for post-harvest and processing activities’
theoretically includes the storage of produce, as well as
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processing. The Indonesian forest management set also contains
the verifier ‘Markets for tembawang products exist’ for the
assessment of the criterion ‘Tembawangs are capable of
supporting people’s livelihoods’. Markets for rattan,
tengkawang nuts and damar resin, especially, deserve
consideration in the planning of enrichment plantings. Markets,
their links and distribution channels are likely to change over
time, mirroring changes in supply and demand, infrastructure
and knowledge.

ii) C&I: Economic Diversification and Value-adding Processing
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
Appropriate technology for
post-harvest activities and
processing.

Verifier:
Villagers exploit raw
materials in a sensible and
frugal manner to ensure
the sustainability of local
cottage industries.
Degree of Subjectivity:
Both of the above verfiers rely
on a great deal of subjective
juedgement on the part of the
assessors (‘appropriate’,
‘sensible’, ‘frugal’). This
degree of subjectivity does not
necessarily take away from
their necessity or utility, but it
should be recognized and their
should be trusted and
acceptable mechanisms in
place to assess according to
such criteria if they are used.

In all three countries the test teams created C&I on valueadding processing of forest products and on the diversification
of forest enterprises. In the Indonesian case two verifiers
‘Enrichment with economically valuable trees’ and
‘Appropriate technology for post-harvest activities and
processing’ were considered necessary to assess the social
criterion ‘Optimisation of the local agroforestry system’.
Processing capacity was viewed as indicative of the
community’s current ability to capture potential gains from
planting superior, more productive trees.
All teams urge assessors to explore the links between sustainable
harvesting, processing efficiency and economic diversification
by the way they group C&I (see C&I clusters in Boxes 6.5,
6.6, 6.8). In the Cameroonian case, for example, such links
are forged by the forest management indicator ‘Forest benefits
supplement diverse sectors of the rural economy’ and its
supporting verifiers; ‘Cottage industries that use indigenous
skills exist and encourage the wise harvest and use of forest
raw materials’ and ‘Villagers exploit raw materials in a
sensible and frugal manner to ensure the sustainability of
local cottage industries’. Another verifier for this indicator is
designed to tell whether the product quality ensures the longest
possible replacement gap ‘Selection of plant species and
standards of craftsmanship result in value-added products
(e.g., mortars, canoes, etc.) with a long useful life-span’
(Box 6.5).
In the Cameroonian forest management set, the diversification
of the village forest economy is a high ranking issue, addressed
at the criterion and indicator levels. The criterion ‘Different
forest user and interest groups of forest products coexist
harmoniously’, suggests a scenario which supports and caters
for diversification. Evidence of this is sought by the indicators
‘The interests of the various community forest user groups
complement each other and do not adversely compete’ and
‘Forest benefits supplement diverse sectors of the rural
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economy’. Related verifiers ‘Local skill endowment enhances
division of labour within the village setting’ and ‘Employment
provided to villagers by local cottage industries’ reveal a
concern that goes beyond the profitability of forest enterprises
to their capacity to generate employment. This C&I complex
links profitability, diversification and benefit distribution in a
way that the other sets do not. The distribution aspect is further
targeted by the verifiers ‘Locally produced value-added
products for local use and sale’ and ‘Interdependence between
different direct and indirect forest user groups.’ With these
two verifiers the economic implications of market links,
bargaining power of local forest user groups and the proportion
of profits appropriated by outsider forest interest groups can
be determined.
With the I&V complex for the criterion ‘Different forest user
and interest groups of forest products coexist harmoniously’
the CMF scenario can be assessed for diversification, and its
converse, the increasing incidence of monoculturation.
Information this complex generates on the spillover effects
that changing levels of diversification have on distribution
channels and patterns will lead to questions relating to
economies of scale. These economies are often a justification
for large-scale deforestation, the homogenisation of production
systems and capitalist processes of wealth accumulation. The
social and environmental costs and benefits of improving
economies of scale will need evaluating.
Box 6.5 C&I: Economic Issues related to Forest Management
(Cameroon – FM set)
Criterion:

Different forest user and interest groups of forest products coexist
harmoniously.

Supporting indicator:
• The interests of the various community forest user groups complement each other
and do not adversely compete.
Supporting verifiers:
a) Local skill endowment enhances division of labour within the village setting.
b) Interdependence between different direct and indirect forest user groups.
Supporting indicator:
• Forest benefits supplement diverse sectors of the rural economy.
Supporting verifier:
a)

Cottage industries that use indigenous skills exist and encourage the wise
harvest and use of forest raw materials.

b)

Employment provided to villagers by local cottage industries.

c)

Locally produced value-added products for local use and sale.

d)

Villagers exploit raw materials in a sensible and frugal manner to ensure the
sustainability of local cottage industries.
Selection of plant species and standards of craftsmanship result in valueadded products (e.g., mortars, canoes, etc.) with a long useful life-span.
Post-harvesting processing and storage techniques are adequate.

e)
f)

Social Dimensions: The Social and Economic Outcomes of Forest Management

147

6.4.5 Subsistence versus Monetary Economies
Among the C&I created for assessing the economic viability of local forest enterprises, some
appear more concerned with the attributes of traditional, more closed economic systems
(Cameroon), while others focus more explicitly on processes of monetary integration within
the regional economy (Brazil) (see box 6.6). Field observations were inconclusive about which
of the three test sites contained the most economically isolated villages. Both features of economic
isolation and of economic integration were noted at the more geographically isolated of the test
site villages in Cameroon and Brazil. The differences in emphasis between the Brazilian and
Cameroonian C&I complexes concerning economic issues probably partially reflects the
respective team members’ interests being biased in different directions. The Cameroonian forest
management specialist stressed factors affecting sustainability during economic isolation (i.e.
under current constraints). The Brazilian team saw economic integration (or rather developing
its potentials) as a pressing concern on which the future of sustainability depends. The Indonesian
contributions perhaps come closest to combining the two approaches, thus facilitating
understanding of the interface between cultural and monetary integration.
Contrary to expectations, the forest management specialists in Brazil and Cameroon
developed more C&I on forest enterprises and value-added processing than did the social scientists
on their teams. In Indonesia, both the forest management and the social science members
developed C&I on these issues.

Box 6.6

Monetary Integration and Forest Conversion to Agriculture

The characteristics of the test sites suggest monetary integration tends to be more
advanced in forest communities with relatively easy access to urban areas, whether
because of greater proximity or better infrastructure. The more accessible communities
tend to enjoy higher prices for agricultural and forest products, and this often encourages
them to increase their production of marketable surpluses of these products. Large
increases in agricultural production sometimes result. The trend has been singled out
as one of the strongest accelerators of deforestation in some forest communities.
With increasing forest conversion to agriculture, forest harvesting pressure is likely to
mount as harvesting becomes concentrated within a progressively smaller area. Soughtafter forest products consequently become scarcer. All else remaining equal, the price
of these products is likely to rise, maybe even above the average community member’s
means. Farmers can sometimes choose to invest some of the extra income earned
from agricultural surpluses (or from other types of enterprise) in forest technologies to
extract remaining forest resources more efficiently. Should these resources be finally
made economically extinct, farmers can spend the income obtained from their overexploitation and agricultural surpluses on forest product substitutes (where these exist)
and agricultural inputs. Debatably, this transition can sustain social welfare at levels
equal to or even higher than those achieved during periods of greater forest richness.
However, the drive to increase surplus production of forest and/or agricultural products
typically culminates in the introduction of wage labour, the consolidation of land holdings
and individualism. Wage labour has been linked to the breakdown of traditional forms of
mutual work groups that, commonly based on kinship and neighbourhood ties, served
to cement cooperative and often, more equitable relationships (Chibnik 1994; Otsuka
1998). At the Cameroonian test site, SOLIDAM recognises the important, traditional
role of mutual work groups. One of its aims is to strengthen these groups and encourage
their expansion.
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i) C&I: Isolated Subsistence Economies
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Most of the Cameroonian I&V on the community’s forestbased economy are grouped under the criterion ‘Different
forest user and interest groups of forest products coexist
harmoniously’. Their scope closely fits that of traditional,
relatively isolated economic systems aimed at satisfying internal
demand. Nonetheless, some of the I&V for this criterion could
be successfully used to assess the socio-economic efficiency
of forest production destined for external markets. The
complex as a whole can reveal economic interdependencies,
whether and how activities are synchronised, and how these
factors promote the community’s common good and
cohesiveness. To fully estimate the local value of forest
resources, the Cameroonian forest management team member
stressed the need to take into account all the contributions
made by forest products and services to diverse rural
production modes and enterprises, including those not primarily
forest-product based. Hence, the indicator ‘Forest benefits
supplement diverse sectors of the rural economy’ for the
criterion ‘Different forest user and interest groups of forest
products coexist harmoniously’ (Box 6.5). This indicator calls
for recognition of how the livelihoods of collectors of raw
materials are linked to those of fishers, hunters, farmers,
artisans, traders, etc. and vice versa, by way of providing for
each other’s needs. Some of the verifiers for this indicator
seek to establish the incidence of deliberate moves taken by
individuals and local small-scale industries to limit their
exploitation of forest resources in order to protect the
community’s forest dependent economy. These verifiers imply
that the potential for forest-based economic growth is
maximised when all community members assume partial
responsibility for the survival of local businesses that benefit
the community’s overall socio-economic system, by not defiling
the forest’s regenerative capacity. Another Cameroonian
verifier of how successfully the forest supplements a diverse
rural economy is ‘Selection of plant species and standards of
craftsmanship result in value-added products (e.g., mortars,
canoes, etc.) with a long useful life-span’. In a closed village
economy, this affects replacement rates and demand. It can
reveal the pressure local industries and craftsmen exert on the
forest. Perishable forest products are addressed in the verifier
‘Post-harvesting processing and storage techniques are
adequate’. Measures for minimising waste and to thus reduce
excessive extraction of forest products to compensate for
wastage, can be assessed with this verifier. The types of
techniques referred to can also be assessed in terms of whether
they fulfil the needs of a diversified village forest economy.
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ii) C&I: Subsistence Economies in Transition
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Verifier:
The community is
knowledgeable on market
alternatives, fluctuations
and demands.

Stakeholder differences:
This verifier uses the
community as a single unit. In
fact, in most cases, knowledge
relating to markets may not be
equally shared amongst
community members, and this
may greatly affect
opportunities of the different
stakeholders to benefit.

The more outward-looking Brazilian C&I on the local forest
economy stand apart by directing inquiries towards the role of
the community (i.e., collective), instead of the individual, in
managing forest-based enterprises and taking advantage of
opportunities for greater integration into regional markets (Box
6.7). They include I&V on community production and trade
mechanisms and cooperatives. As in the Cameroonian and
Indonesian sets, diversification is stressed as important for
maximising total returns to forest management inputs. This is
conveyed by the forest management indicator ‘Existence of
continual effort to diversify and increase value-adding
processing capacity with the aim of increasing the gross
aggregate value of the products’.
The C&I on cooperation generated by the Brazilian test, whilst
revolving very much around the economic value of forest
products, do not directly address employment as a form of
distribution. The Brazilian set seems significantly weighted
towards evaluating the profitability of forest production,
processing and marketing modes. Transmitting this perspective
are the indicator ‘Knowledge of markets for forest (and
agricultural) products’ and its verifiers ‘The value of products
is perceived as an incentive for their sale’ and ‘The community
is knowledgeable on market alternatives, fluctuations and
demands’. In addition, the indicator ‘Knowledgeability on the
costs of production (depreciation cost of equipment,
reinvestments, maintenance)’ and its verifier ‘Relationship
between the costs of production (existing equipment, useful
life of existing equipment, time of acquisition, forms of
maintenance, etc.)’ also reflect this focus.
The success of community-run forest enterprises and
cooperatives often rests on adequate knowledge of markets
and production costs, and accountancy skills. The Brazilian
forest management specialist thought it important to assess
people’s understanding of the relationships between the various
costs of production when verifying their overall knowledge of
production costs, and added a verifier for this; ‘Relationship
between the costs of production (existing equipment, useful
life of existing equipment, time of acquisition, forms of
maintenance, etc.)’. These relationships reflect coordination
of different types and quantities of inputs over time. People’s
understanding of these relationships influences their perceptions
of alternative options (see also Byron and Arnold 1997).
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The matter of cooperation is addressed with the Brazilian forest
management indicator ‘Existence of community mechanisms
for the commercialisation of products’; and, more specifically,
by the related verifier ‘Existence of community-run ‘cantinas’
(or ‘revendas’ which are cooperatively run trading posts) that
sell forest farmers’ products and purchase inputs’. These
statements focus more on establishing the financial viability of
cooperatives than their organisational or distributional structure.
Community-run cooperatives for forest product processing
and marketing and the purchase of inputs were widely
recognised on all tests for their potential to optimise returns
from forest management. Many inhabitants of the Cameroonian
and the Indonesian sites were members of cooperatives at the
time of the tests. Cooperatives can unite people, pool resources
and share risk, thereby giving resource-poor households the
chance to reap benefits of scale and to gain a more equitable
share of profits/benefits. Sometimes they give people access
to group credit schemes to obtain natural resource investment
capital (Burford de Oliveira and Oliveira 1994). Credit can
effectively offset the delay in returns to inputs associated with
the long period to maturation of tree crops.
Verifier:
Infrastructure and
transport accessible to the
community (boats, paths,
roads, etc.).
Potential users:
Community members can
assess this themselves in so
far as they are aware of the
infrastructural constraints that
face them. They may however
have a less realistic idea of the
options for removing these
constraints and their
respective costs.

Rural cooperatives generally operate on voluntary contributions.
Profits are usually shared out according to the principle of
distributional justice, where those who contribute most are
correspondingly rewarded more. Sometimes, however, the
profits are siphoned off by local leaders, village elites or
outsiders seeking to further their own interests. In such cases
the benefits of collective action accrue to a select few and the
poorer members are essentially subsidising the livelihoods of
the wealthier or more powerful. The study of cooperatives
and similar organisations can provide a comprehensive
overview of the equity impact of forest management, product
processing and marketing strategies. On the Brazilian test it
was noted that infrastructure and transport (because they
indicate market access) should be evaluated in conjunction
with community-run cooperatives whose developmental
capacity/scope they largely determine. The relevant verifier
designed for this is ‘Infrastructure and transport accessible
to the community (boats, paths, roads, etc.)’.
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C&I: Economic Forest Management Issues
(Brazil Management Subset)

The benefits derived from productive activities have served as an
incentive to perpetuate those activities in a sustainable manner.

Supporting indicator:
• Existence of continual effort to diversify and increase value-adding processing
capacity with the aim of increasing the gross aggregate value of the products.
Supporting verifiers:
• Existence of value-adding processing structures and equipment.
Supporting indicator:
• Knowledge of markets for forest (and agricultural) products.
Supporting verifier:
• The value of products is perceived as an incentive for their sale.
• The community is knowledgeable on market alternatives, fluctuations and
demands.
Supporting indicator:
• Existence of community mechanisms for the commercialisation of products.
Supporting verifiers:
• Infrastructure and transport accessible to the community (boats, paths, roads,
etc.).
• Existence of community-run ‘cantinas’ (or ‘revendas’ which are cooperatively run
trading posts) that sell forest farmers’ products and purchase inputs.
Supporting indicator:
• Knowledgeability on the costs of production (depreciation cost of equipment,
reinvestments, maintenance).
Supporting verifier:
• Relationship between the costs of production (existing equipment, useful life of
existing equipment, time of acquisition, forms of maintenance, etc.).
Supporting indicator:
• Existence of community mechanisms to generate production.
Supporting verifier:
• Observation of community methods and forms of managing production.

The proposed C&I fall short of directing the assessor’s attention to all the factors that
might significantly affect the economic sustainability of forest product harvesting at the test
sites. For instance, few C&I have been created on biological features that endow species with
economic prospects. Factors such as speed of regeneration and propensity to mast significantly
influence long-term commercial viability, but the C&I do not directly refer to them. The question
of rural credit designated to support sustainable forest product-based enterprises is not directly
raised. However, C&I of cooperative organisations may lead assessors towards evaluating the
receipt and application of credit funds, either with self-developed C&I or other assessment
tools.
Many CMF products have low market value or cannot be cost-effectively transported to
markets because of inadequate infrastructure or transport facilities. In some countries there has
been collaboration between communities, NGOs and government to improve infrastructure for
isolated communities to penetrate markets. However, cases exist where government, sometimes
in collaboration with forest conservation groups, takes active steps to prevent infrastructure
development in remote forest areas, viewing it as a prelude to spontaneous migration into such
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areas. More sensitive C&I, including ones to capture obstacles to cost-effectiveness in the
marketing chain of CMF products, and ones to detect the Achilles’ heel of infrastructure
development which transforms it into a precursor of forest conversion, would be of value to
policy makers.
The Influence of economic outmigration is outlined in Box 6.8.

Box 6.8

Impacts of Economic Out-migration

The impacts that economic out-migration can have on sustainable CMFs were discussed
on all three tests. At various times in the past, external income sources had contributed
significantly to the village economies of most of the six test site communities.
Economic out-migration can restrict market surplus production and related incursion
into forest areas. Comparison of the test sites suggests it is more characteristic of
communities with easy access to urban areas. Its impact on forests is difficult to isolate.
Local demand for agricultural land can be temporarily reduced. A seasonal exodus of
male agricultural labour often adds to women’s burdens, increasing their childcare and
agricultural tasks. This affects who in the family harvest forest products, the scale and
the purpose. Periods of out-migration are commonly timed to coincide with slack periods
in the forest/agricultural calendar. Reductions in marketable surpluses are thus
minimised. Depending on priorities, income earned externally is spent on labour-saving
technologies such as chainsaws. These can potentially compensate for seasonal
reductions in the agricultural labour force. The impact of out-migration on the forest can
therefore vary greatly as can its influence on the distribution of forest management
costs and benefits. Otsuka (1998) describes how, in southwest Sumatra, the dispersion
of lineage members in Minangkabau communities caused by their seeking outside
employment, reduced community control over in-migration. This disrupted customary
authority causing organisational readjustments that altered distribution patterns.
For the majority of forest inhabitants, few viable, internal or external non-forest based
livelihood strategies exist. Disturbing developments such as the fall in net per capita
income throughout much of sub-Saharan Africa and the recent economic catastrophe
in South East Asia, support this assertion. Although out-migration sometimes curbs
deforestation at the migrant workers’ place of origin, it can cause deforestation or
environmental degradation at their destination sites. Activities destructive of forests,
such as gold mining, large-scale charcoal production, unsustainable timber harvesting
and ranching, absorb a large proportion of the rural migrant labour force in Amazonia.
Some of the Brazilian test site inhabitants had been temporarily employed in these
activities. However, the last decade has seen a fall in gold mining opportunities in the
Brazilian Amazon and employment in the urban sectors has plummeted in Cameroon
and Indonesia, jeopardising sources of income much relished by some forest
communities.
Until recently, many men and some women from the Indonesian test site migrated
annually to Malaysia to undertake unregistered wage employment. Some stayed in
Malaysia for several years. The recent economic recession has squeezed immigrant
labourers out of Malaysia’s job market. Consequently, many Dayaks from forest
communities in Kalimantan must adjust to doing without a supplementary income source
they had come to rely upon. In order to uphold living standards made possible by
external earnings, villagers may decide to increase their pressure on forest resources.
Since 1986, Cameroon has been facing severe economic hardships. In recent years,
many young rural people, who had migrated to urban areas in more prosperous times,
have been forced by financial circumstance to return to their birth villages. Many villages,
unprepared for this influx, have broken into conflicts about how to redistribute resource
access to meet the needs of returnees.
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In the previous section we looked at C&I that can help describe the social impacts or outcomes
of CMFs. We now turn to examine the tested C&I that more directly concern the factors and
phenomena which determine and regulate these impacts and outcomes. This category
encompasses the mechanisms and processes that, deliberately or through default, structure
decision-making, channel access, and shape relative forest dependency. Organisational structures
and procedures, institutions, norms, taboos and rules are all included in this category. Often
complex and subtle, they commonly have their roots in the local cultural and ecological
environment (Ostrom 1990). Collectively they may be referred to as the ‘instruments’ used by
community or community-based organisations to orchestrate social impact. If skilfully developed
and used, they should nurture a sustained flow of forest benefits to maximise collective welfare
without compromising ecological carrying capacity.
The C&I presented and discussed below can be used to evaluate the factors, means and
processes that determine the mix of forest production objectives and how closely this
approximates the socially optimal mix. They can shed light on the capacity of the community or
part of it to 1) exert control over forest resources, and 2) adapt to changing circumstances in
order to maintain or increase this capacity. Some of the information they aim to capture can be
used to forecast the equity impact of unfolding or incipient trends arising from or affecting
CMFs. The C&I we now go on to examine, therefore, cover issues that play a central role in
shaping the future.
We have grouped the C&I reviewed in this section under the main subject headings:
7.1 Participation and social organizations
7.2 Rules and regulatory instruments
7.3 Monitoring
7.4 Conflict and inter-community relations
7.5 Adapting to change
7.6 Land and tree tenure
Our review of these groups follows the above sequence. The reason for this sequence is
explained as the review proceeds. Some of the C&I discussed in this section are also discussed
in one or more other sections, because of their broad significance.

7.1

Participation and Social Organisation

Participation and social organisation are two inseparable parts of a whole, where neither can be
fully defined without reference to the other. This integrated fit is perhaps most clearly conveyed
by the Cameroonian I&V under the criterion ‘Different forest users and interest groups of
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Box 7.1

C&I Reflecting how Participation creates Social Organisation
(Cameroonian Forest Management C&I)

Criterion:

Different forest users and interest groups of forest products coexist
harmoniously.

Indicator:
• The interest of the various community forest user groups compliment each other
and do not adversely compete.
Verifiers:
• Local skill endowment enhances division of labour within the village setting.
• Interdependency between different and indirect forest user groups.
Indicator:
• Forest benefits supplement diverse sectors of the rural community.
Verifiers:
• Cottage industries that use indigenous skills exist and encourage the wise
harvest and use of forest raw material.
• Employment provided to villagers by local cottage industries.

forest products coexist harmoniously’, presented in Box 7.1. The coordination of activities
and sharing in the community’s production through gainful employment, both imply participation.
Belief systems and values organise and structure complex networks of human relationships
spatially and in time. Many small traditional forest communities do not have complex social
stratification. Daily life, including forest interventions, revolves around reciprocal relationships
between individuals and groups typical of gift economies (Smith 1996). All individuals belonging
to a community obey environmental constraints understood within the context of a shared
worldview. Usually, participation in resource decision-making is, in such cases, predominantly
informal and spontaneous. People spontaneously participate in natural resource management
through adherence to cultural norms. By simply following their religious or animistic belief
systems, they may actively, although not necessarily, perpetuate conservation ethics.

7.1.1 Participation
On all the tests, social organisations (formal and informal) were considered important because
of their potential capacity to represent the diverse forest interest groups within the community.
Accurate representation depends in part on knowledge of the interest groups’ needs and
aspirations. How much knowledge is acquired depends on the depth of contact and
communication between groups and/or individuals. Different groups within the community
must keep each other informed of their conditions, needs, interests, etc., before they can hope
to fully understand how their diverse and sometimes diverging interests can best be integrated.
In smaller communities, frequent informal contact and communication between groups of kin
and neighbourhood ties are usually sufficient for satisfactory agreements on forest resource
allocation to be reached. In larger communities, more integrated into the market economy,
resource allocation decisions are more likely to involve communication between kinship and
social groups and more highly developed, internal community organisations that exercise authority
over the whole community.
With many forest products and services in demand, the regulation of competition within
the community to maximise social benefits over social costs presents a challenging task. It
underscores the need to mobilise information to keep decision-making processes for setting
tradeoffs adequately informed and transparent. Multi-directional communication and
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communication channels are therefore vital prerequisites to positive participation in determining
cost-benefit distribution patterns. Positive participation is here meant to refer to cases where
the participant’s contribution to the reproduction, adaptation or creation of some aspect of
reality is consciously self-determined. Communication removes obstacles to the perception of
the socially optimal mix of production objectives and pathways leading to their fulfilment.
Discussion between forest interest groups is, therefore, a basic tenet of participation.
The level of participation in decision-making and conflict management processes often
reflects the level of participation realised in their development. To truly foster understanding and
deal constructively with rising tensions and conflicts, participatory processes must be transparent,
i.e. they must be communicative. Participation, in the form of creative involvement in communityfocused assessment and decision-making processes, is gaining recognition as a basic human
need (Reddy 1994).

7.1.2 C&I: Participation
Multi-directional communication channels were identified by the three test teams as indicative
of how effectively information on the needs of different groups is gathered and disseminated.
Communication networks can indicate social alliances and exclusions that reflect patterns of
social organisation. Participation in information exchange and in the critical review of information
during decision-making processes were identified as variables that can influence cost-benefit
distribution patterns and, consequently, the forest dependency status of different groups.
The criterion ‘Institutions or organisations exist to cater for the diverse interests of
different forest user and interest groups’, from the Cameroonian social subset addresses the
consideration given to the needs of different group in the allocation of resources. The Indonesian
and Brazilian test teams, especially, saw participation (and levels thereof) in objective setting
and in the assessment, monitoring and planning of forest interventions, as good indicators of
the representation of stakeholders’ interests. Degree of participation in these activities was
thought to influence the tradeoffs, access restrictions and penalties for deviant behaviour, etc.,
that model CMFs.
The Indonesian and Brazilian C&I sets place the most emphasis on ‘participation’ of
diverse community sectors in decision-making institutions (Table 7.1). Both include I&V on the
involvement of women in decision-making. Further C&I may be needed that pose the same
question about other potentially under-represented minorities or oppressed groups (which in
some cases constitute the majority). This makes it important to establish how these groups can
be distinguished from special interest groups that are not disadvantaged within the community
context. Here, the Indonesian social verifier ‘Clear understanding of the composition of
stakeholders’, although it appears in connection with C&I on laws and regulations, seems
relevant. It remains unclear whether the references to participation and gender equality (that in
certain cases imply democratisation of indigenous systems, a significant cultural shift for many
communities34) were recognised as important within the communities or whether they were
solely generated by the test teams. No C&I were developed that directly inquire into which
groups are being effectively excluded from participating in different ways. Additional, more
detailed C&I that more directly identify social problems and inequalities, may be useful.

34

The cross-cultural comparison of values and ideologies merits more thorough investigation. We would like just
to point out that Dayak culture, a variant of which characterises the Indonesian test site, is noted for its
relatively high equality in gender status. The women folk of caboclo communities in the Arapiuns valley where
the Brazilian test site was located typically enjoy much higher rates of literacy than their male counterparts.
Consequently, they also tend to possess significantly greater earning power. The incidence of economic outmigration of women from caboclo villages to urban areas tends to be much higher then that of men.
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Participation in Decision-making

Indonesia

Cameroon

5.3.1
Meetings are organised on
environment and land use problems.
5.3.3
Participatory decision-making.
4.2.1.1
There is full participation of local
community in planning (and
implementation).
v.
There is participation in decisionmaking on benefit sharing.
4.2.1.3
Gender equality in all processes.
5.3.2
Women represented equally in
meetings and decision-making.

Brazil
___

6.4
The community participates in and
monitors (patrols) all the planning
process of any management system
to be executed within the
agroforestry it impacts on.
6.4.1
Active community participation
in the conception and monitoring
(patrolling) of agroforestry resource
management systems.
(5.2.1.1
Participation of the community in
decisions on which trees to
extract…….)
v.
Effective female participation in
discussions and decisions
concerned with community welfare.

v.
Decision-making on tembawang
enrichment (and conversion) is a
social, not individual occasion.

The test teams agreed all community groups affected by forest management decisions
should participate in decision-making processes. More detailed C&I on participation than those
proposed may be required to examine how the community deals with groups such as ‘freeriders’, whose full participation in decision-making maybe inappropriate on account of their
apparently antisocial behaviour. These groups are not easily defined. Free-riders may sometimes
be sub-categorised into further groups. For instance, there may be some who are forced to
free-ride by poverty and others who are selfishly opportunistic for reasons other than survival.
In resource-poor communities, destructive forest harvesting will often be caused by people not
being able to afford to abide by sustainable management practice rather than their lack of a
conservation ethic. The poor are most likely to suffer sanctions as a consequence of not
conforming with regulations and laws. The participation of certain categories of ‘outsiders’ in
community decision-making processes may also merit extra consideration to establish the grounds
upon which their participation is encouraged, tolerated, limited or denied by the community.
No C&I were proposed on the breadth of the participatory base for collective actions
geared towards increasing access to development resources such as training and investment
capital. C&I-based assessments may be improved if this deficiency is redressed.

7.1.3 Social Organisations
The test teams did not explain how they distinguished between the meaning of the words
‘organisation’ and ‘institution’. This makes it difficult to be consistent in our own interpretation
of the word ‘institution’ and reduces the confidence with which some of the C&I can be
interpreted. We have, however, after consideration, taken the word ‘institution’ in many cases
to be used as a synonym for ‘organisation’.
Social organisations provide structural frameworks for making and implementing decisions.
Frequently they play a major role in determining participation in resource access, utilisation,
transformation and marketing. Their capacity and strength are often thought of as critical
determinants of control over forest resources. Overwhelming evidence suggests that successful
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community management of common forest resources is positively correlated to strong social
organisational capacity (Alcorn 1996, p. 242; Agrawal and Yadama 1997, p. 456) and indicated
by the community’s ability to guard the resource against illegitimate exploitation and monitor
rule adherence.
Community-based organisations and institutions operate on various planes and vary in
their degree of formality. Some are inherited, others arise either spontaneously or as a calculated
reaction to novel circumstances. They may function to favour a minority local elite with wealth,
status or moral authority, or they may serve the interests of all community members. They may
be instigated with or without external support. Potentially, C&I can facilitate assessment of
whether organisations empower poor forest farmers and enhance their productivity in a manner
commensurate with forest sustainability.
The community as a whole can be regarded as an organisation with its cultural or religious
identity providing institutional frameworks upon which social relationships and patterns of forest
resource use are organised and regulated. Within the community, groups operate as suborganisations. These vary in nature, ranging from kinship and neighbourhood groups, age classes
and traditional village councils to groups more recently formed to fulfil newly defined sociopolitical or developmental mandates.
In some cases, patron-client relationships of interdependency prevail that comprise a
form of social organisation illustrative of unequal participation. Deciding which forms of social
organisation are relevant to the assessment of CMFs is complicated. Few would think patronclient relationships in forest resource exploitation can classify as part of community forest
management. However, they may occur concurrently with other forms of forest use more fully
under community control. In addition, the scope of these other forms of forest use may be
defined by the limits of patrons’ controls. Frontiers of interests and powers of different forest
interest groups also exist when government and/or NGOs exert their powers of influence over
communities’ forest interventions. The Brazilian social specialist maintained that some
communities that had come to depend upon the patronage of traditional patrons such as rubber
barons, whose power and presence has been diminished by regional power shifts, have come to
view development agencies as substitute patrons. These considerations he sought to target with
the indicator ‘Community dependence on external subsidies provided by NGOs, religious
organisations and/or the government’.
Numerous factors, including settlement patterns, resource endowment, infrastructure,
income distribution and social stratification, affect the performance and cohesion of community
organisations (Otsuka 1998). Some organisations or sub-organisations may have the goal of
managing forests sustainably through collective action. The motivation for collective action can
derive from many sources. Profound differences in social organisation between traditional
subsistence, gift economies and market economies have been noted. Failure to recognise their
importance has been blamed for the disintegration of cooperative forest management initiatives
(Smith 1996).35
The success record of community organisations in achieving objectives through collective
action is indicative of their capacity to represent the community’s interests. Good success
records tend to reinforce commitment and motivation. Repeated failures by comparison are
more likely to culminate in despondency and lack of confidence. Following the failure of collective
efforts, it becomes more difficult to engender commitment to new collective undertakings
(Otsuka 1998) and the chances of individualism becoming more entrenched are increased.
Hence, some organisations whither in spite of their experience and new organisations that have

35

Otsuka (1998) identifies three types of social sub-organisations – local development associations, cooperatives
and interest associations – whose respective distinguishing attributes, in terms of objectives and the means
most commonly adopted for their achievement, can be indicative of distribution patterns and social cohesion
in the pursuit of sustainable community forest management.
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not had the opportunity to become disenchanted may be in a better position to meet a challenge.
However, their very inexperience places them at a greater risk of failure.
C&I on participation can lead to the evaluation of the membership composition and size
of organisations. It can reflect concordance with the organisation’s ideological persuasion,
power balances within the community and direct or indirect representation of forest stakeholder
groups. In the broadest sense, sustainability will be affected by the relationship between the
myriad existing sub-organisations, i.e. by how well they complement each other and how
effectively their respective evolutionary paths are coordinated (Wolstenholme 1990). Research
on the role of community organisations in Minangkabau communities in Sumatra, led Otsuka
(1998) to conclude that ‘no matter how strong the traditional top-down social and administrative
hierarchies were, the norms associated with customary authority and followed by the community,
mitigated against the corruption or malpractice of leaders’. This is because their gradual
development, often over centuries, has allowed people to understand their complexity and perceive
even minor indications of irregularities.
The strength and ‘fairness’ of local social organisations depends on their structural and
functional attributes, including:
• procedures to ensure participatory decision-making and/or other forms of representation;
• strategies for distributing the costs and benefits of CMFs;
• ability to communicate and negotiate with external parties (neighbouring communities,
timber companies, government officials, NGOs, etc.);
• ability to instigate and mediate intra-community negotiation and conflict management
processes;
• active involvement in monitoring forest health and social aspects of forestry, setting up
of feedback loops and the dissemination of new knowledge; and
• developing, renewing and enforcing rules and regulations on forest access and the
distribution of costs and benefits, to cope with problems arising from new developments.
C&I for the assessment of all these attributes were developed. The three test teams
approached these issues in different ways. For instance, in the Cameroonian set of C&I the
word ‘participation’ is not used, but the need for some participation is implied by references to
representation and dialogue structures.

7.1.4 C&I: Social Organisations and Institutions
There was broad agreement on all tests that the authority community-based organisations have
over decision-making and CMF distribution patterns strongly indicates their control over forest
resources. Community organisations were thought to be so important to the sustainability of
CMFs that they were made the subject of a principle in the Indonesian and Cameroonian social
C&I subsets and of a criterion in the Brazilian social C&I subset (Table 7.2). The Cameroonian
criterion ‘Different forest users and interest groups of forest products coexist harmoniously’
and its supporting indicator ‘The interest of the various community forest user groups
complement each other and do not adversely compete’, also reflect social organisation;
‘harmony’ is a product of effective organisational skills.
The Brazilian social specialist pointed out that in Amazonia political parties commonly
patronise or manipulate rural communities into supporting them and that this trend is usually
more pronounced in larger communities with a bigger electorate. The proposed Brazilian social
criterion ‘The community exercises the right to social and political organisation’ is, however,
not sufficient to judge the contribution to sustainability. Political organisation must reflect a
certain level of political awareness in order to support sustainability. It is this level that is difficult
to define, especially because of the potential conflicts between indigenous and alternative or
dominant ideologies that are liable to be brought to light as awareness develops.
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Table 7.2

Selected principles, criteria and indicators on social organisations
and institutions

Indonesia

Cameroon

Brazil

5.
Local social institutions support
a sustainable land use system.

7.
Responsibility for long-term
forest management is assumed
by community-level institutions
or organisations.

Verifier:
Existence of cooperatively run
community ‘cantinas’ or
‘revendas’ (trading-posts)….

5.3
Local social organisation has the
capacity to enforce customary
law and other regulations.
6.1.1.3
There is organisation under
local management that
coordinates the extraction of
timber.
6.1.2.1
There is organisation under
local management that
coordinates the extraction of
NTFPs.
6.2.2
Tembawang retains its social
function (organisation of C&B
distribution).
6.3.2
Local organisation manages the
irrigation system.

7.2
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7.1
Institutions or organisations
exist to cater for the diverse
interests of different forest users
and interest groups.
3.4.1.3
Collectively organised patrols.
7.1.1.1
Village council of Wisemen or
Elders

6.2
Effective measures and
institutions for conflict
management must exist.
6.6.
The community exercises the
right to social and political
organisation.
6.6.1
The community possesses forms
of inter- and intra-community
organisation.

7.1.3.1
Representative communitybased development associations
and groups.
7.2
Community institutions have the
capacity of determining and
distributing benefits from forest
resources.

Rules and Regulatory Instruments

Most CMF systems have evolved a suite of instruments to regulate how decisions are made, by
whom and when, and to enforce agreed forest access and use regulations. The instruments
may be either informal or formal. Informal instruments like norms, taboos and customs are
usually unwritten. Normally they derive from cultural inheritance and spiritual and religious
belief systems, and evolve or degenerate with wider processes of cultural transformation and
environmental change.
By contrast, formal regulatory instruments are more likely to be expressed in written
form. They are usually derived from decisions taken through more or less formally structured
organisational processes, especially through processes developed by organisations with a
‘statutory’ role in rule making.
Whether existing rules are formal or informal has little to do with how they affect people’s
behaviour. This will depend much more on whether the people under their influence think they
make sense and are fair, and the extent to which they are enforced and the consistency of
reprimand for those who break them. Rules governing traditional societies often internalise the
wisdom of ethical and spiritual beliefs, giving these practical applications. Traditional practices,
whose value has been verified over time, are perpetuated by community support. Eventually,
this support may be formalised by members of the community or their representatives into
binding agreements that function like rules.
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7.2.1 C&I: Acceptability of Rules and Regulations
One of the first aims of monitoring should be to assess from whose point of view existing social
structures and processes regulating resource access and distribution patterns are acceptable.
A measure of fairness or justice articulated by all test teams is people’s agreement with or
respect for a circumstance or decisions taken. This may be indicated by willingness to conform
or to adapt behaviour to comply with the exigencies of existing norms, rules and regulations.
C&I on the issue are included in all country sets (Table 7.3) Some scholars propose distinguishing
between ‘working rules’ and other rules (Thompson and Freudenberger 1997). A working rule
is one that is accepted as fair by the majority affected, and that is adequately enforced. A rule
fitting this definition is not necessarily an adequate rule because it may still discriminate unfairly
against minority groups. Acceptance may result from coercion, resignation or lack of information
on the full implications of the rule. There is a need therefore to distinguish between types of
acceptance. In some cases acceptance will be no more than tolerance. In others it may
demonstrate compliance resulting from intimidation. For acceptance to be founded on agreement
in principle, it must be based on shared knowledge and understanding.
All the test teams agreed with this proposition. This is most clearly reflected in the
Brazilian social criterion ‘Local awareness and knowledge of agroforestry resource use and
management demonstrates an ethic of sustainable land use and conservation’ and the
Indonesian social verifier ‘All adult members of the community have adequate knowledge
about the customary laws attached to land use systems’. Ostrom (1990) also recognises this,
as she imbues the definition of ‘working rules’ with greater precision, maintaining that such
rules “…are common knowledge and are monitored and enforced. Common knowledge implies
that every participant knows the rules, and knows that others know the rules, and knows that
they also know that the participant knows the rules”. She thus suggests the importance of
communication channels, broad-based participatory rule-making and transparency in the creation
of effective rules.
Table 7.3

Knowledge about and Respect for Regulatory Instruments

Indonesia

Cameroon

Brazil

5.2.1.3
All adult members of the
community have adequate
knowledge about the customary
laws attached to land use systems.

7.1.1
Decisions of conflict resolution
institutions are respected.

4.4.1.b
The majority of the adult
population has knowledge of and
agrees with the management
system.

5.1.2
All sections of the community
respect customary law and other
regulations on the sustainable land
use.
v.
There is consensus on how landuse conflicts are resolved.
6.1.1.1
People know the regulations.
5.1.4.1
The community respects rules on
hunting.

1.3.1
Laws and regulations on hunting
matters are known to all the
participants.
I.
Land appropriation procedures
are accepted and respected.
C.
Access to community forest
commons is regulated through
collective action and support.

C.
Local awareness and knowledge
of agroforestry resource use and
management demonstrates an
ethic of sustainable land use and
conservation.
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Knowledge and understanding are not always perceived to be the same thing. Therefore
more C&I may be needed to assess whether the significance of information and knowledge is
thoroughly understood. Knowing what a rule is and even understanding its purpose and broader
implications may not be enough to ensure respect and compliance. People are angered by rules
they feel forced to break and their understanding of these rules often reinforces their anger.
The Brazilian social specialist observed that individuals’ attitudes towards a rule can
change depending on whether they are relating it to domestic or community affairs. At the
community level, someone may fully support, in principle, the regulations in force. However,
on the basis of his or her household’s particular circumstances, this same person may feel
equally justified to break the very same regulations and see no inconsistency in their attitude or
behaviour. Self-justification of behaviour exhibiting contradictory values, and aimed at taking
advantage of diverse, incompatible but equally appealing opportunities is known in psychology
as cognitive dissidence. It reinforces the importance of effective mechanisms for the enforcement
of community regulations. Moreover, it reflects the need to optimise cost-benefit distribution
patterns so that fewer people feel compulsion to break the rules.

7.2.2

Rules Adherence and Enforcement

Wide acceptability of regulations, and the processes whereby these are defined, is indicated by
rules adherence and a consensus on mechanisms for their enforcement against violation by
community members and outsiders. Rule enforcement within the community can be carried out
by external, centralised government agencies, by local, more decentralised authorities or by
individuals policing their own behaviour (Baland and Platteau 1996). The risk of communitybased organisations failing to achieve their objectives is amplified where rules on resource
access, rule enforcement and sanctions for rule breakers are lacking (Otsuka 1998). Too few
rules to protect investments, increases the risk of collaborative undertakings being undermined
by free-riding behaviour. Regulatory mechanisms thus serve as a strong incentive to collaboration
as they increase security. All the test teams’ social specialists acknowledged the need for local
organisations to possess effective regulatory instruments to encourage, moderate or constrain
the behaviour of individuals, families, groups and the whole community.
Despite the unanimous recognition of the importance of rules and sanctions, only the
Indonesian set includes C&I that explicitly refer to community capacity to enforce customary
law and other regulations and to apply sanctions for those who break the rules (Table 7.4).
Table 7.4

Enforcement and Sanctions

Indonesia
5.3
Local social organisation has the
capacity to enforce customary law
and other regulations.
5.1.1
There are sanctions for breaking
the rules.
5.1.1.1.
Specific sanctions are attached to
specific land use systems.

Cameroon

Brazil
_

_
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Monitoring Rules Adherence and Sustainability

Sustainability is achieved over time. The sustainability of community forest resource management
therefore depends on its adaptability to changing circumstances. To recognise change a system
of monitoring is needed. The magnitude of threats to sustainability depends on the nature and
pace of change (Colfer 1996) and on the community’s capacity to respond constructively and
quickly enough (see Box 7.2). It depends on the characteristics of both the community’s natural
and social capital. Three types of monitoring can be seen as critical to ensuring the adaptability
necessary for sustainable CMFs:
• monitoring rule adherence;
• monitoring the condition of the resource; and
• monitoring methods and intensity of exploitation.

Box 7.2

Criterion:

Rule Enforcement Capacity of Social Organisations
(Indonesian Social Set)

Local social organisation has the capacity to enforce customary
law and other regulations.

Indicator:
• Meetings are organised on environmental and land use problems.
Verifiers:
• Recent case of community meeting on environmental and land use problems.
• Relevant parties in the conflict are present.
• Other members of the community than the conflicting parties are present.
• There are decisions made.
Indicator:
• Women are represented equally in meetings and decision-making.
Verifiers:
• Women are present in meetings.
• Women are involved in discussion.
Indicator:
• Participatory decision-making.
Verifier:
• Decisions are made in meetings of adult members of the community.
• Participants understand the subject of discussion.
• No monopoly of discussion by authority.
• People agree on the discussion inside and outside the meeting.

Ways of monitoring the resource’s condition can range from being highly formal to quite
informal. Information generated on the resource’s condition is useful for adapting resource
management interventions such as harvesting methods and rates. Occasionally it may be possible
to deduce the success of rule enforcement indirectly using C&I of correlated variables such as
aspects of resource condition, but the tests developed no clear proposals on which variables
would be suitable. However, it is not usually reliable to deduce the success of rule enforcement
from information obtained through monitoring the resource’s condition. Direct monitoring of
rule enforcement is therefore desirable.
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7.3.1 Monitoring Rules Adherence
Monitoring of rule adherence can provide valuable insights into the social significance of rules.
It is believed to be particularly critical to the success of common pool resource management.
Some rules that support existing management strategies meet with strong social resistance,
while others are enforced with the support of the community as a whole. Rule compliance can
therefore be indicative of different things. Other factors must be taken into account to understand
why rules are obeyed. Widespread compliance may reflect broad support for rules and help
prevent conflicts from arising. Very strictly enforced rules are also likely to work in many
situations. However, they may work more because people are deterred from violation by a fear
of drastic punishment than because they support them. Regulations associated with dictatorial
rule are more likely to repress potential conflicts than to prevent their development. Interest
must extend from whether the rules and sanctions enforced are sufficient to protect forest
resources from over-exploitation, to whether they support a socially just system. Other questions
include that of whose interests the rules are designed to protect, and how they affect the lives
of less advantaged groups.
In small communities, where forest resources face no significant threat, informal rules
of normative behaviour may be sufficient. In such situations, adherence is often reinforced by
mutually interdependent relationships between community members. In situations characterised
by greater conflicts of interest over the allocation of degraded forest resources, the need to
ensure cooperation and to constrain individual activity in the interests of the environment or
society at large, is likely to be more urgent. More numerous and formal rules usually become
necessary along with more severe sanctions for non-compliance. Rules and sanctions will have
to be monitored to assess their continuing appropriateness under changing circumstances, and
to release information needed to update rules to meet the specific requirements of new problems.
Empirical research in India on forest-dependent communities that have had formal authority
to manage their forests since the 1930s, showed local policing and guarding of community
forests to be the strongest indicators of successful management. This led the researchers to
conclude that “the capacity of a forest council to monitor and impose sanctions on rule breakers
is paramount to maintain the forest in good condition”(Agrawal and Yadama 1997). The research
indicates that, of all the various forms of participation, the most important was the level of
participation in investment in monitoring and protection.

7.3.2 C&I: Monitoring
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

The only mention of monitoring in the Indonesian set is the
verifier ‘Timber extraction is monitored by the (management)
authority’ for the social indicator ‘Sustainable extraction of
timber under community management’. Another verifier for
this indicator, ‘People know the regulations’, implies a need
to establish whether community members’ knowledge is
adequate to define expected levels of cooperation as realistic.
People must be aware of rules and regulations before they can
be expected to comply with them.
The complex of I&V under the Cameroonian social criterion
‘Local systems exist for the monitoring and evaluation of
different forest resources’ (Box 7.3)can yield information on
all three forms of monitoring listed above. Similar to the
Indonesian examples, the first indicator of this complex
‘Destructive exploitation practices of forest and techniques
are known’, suggests that being knowledgeable about what is
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being measured and why is a basic prerequisite to effective
monitoring. Some developments take a long time to show visible
symptoms and therefore escape recognition until they enter
advanced stages. Ignorance of the significance of developments
can obscure the need for close monitoring. Although not
proposed on any of the tests, regularly assessing people’s
knowledge of destructive practices would be one way of
monitoring their capacity to oversee forest resource exploitation
and the efficacy of access and use regulations.
Criterion:
‘Local systems exist for
the monitoring and
evaluation of different
forest resources’

The indicator’s verifier ‘Number of community members
possessing firearms’, suggests that local awareness of the
destructive potential of firearms in over-harvesting game is a
factor that serves to limit their possession. However, this verifier
can be unreliable given the large range of other possible
explanations for the frequency of firearm ownership, including
purchasing power, and people’s resolve to not misuse firearms
that they possess. The second verifier ‘Reported cases of partial
or massive destructive actions on forest resources, e.g. fish
poisoning’ shows the level of active community participation
in monitoring human forest resource interventions. The verifier
is useful for monitoring rule adherence but also applies to
activities that take place outside the scope of rule address.

Indicator:

The second indicator for the above Cameroonian criterion is
‘Community members effectively contribute to forest resource
assessment’. For the evaluation of this indicator some idea is
needed of how the individual’s contributions correspond to the
nature and scale of changes. For this the verifier ‘Changes in
availability of useful plants and animal species’ is provided.
However, a reliable value of this verifier is usually only available
where effective community contributions to evaluation have
been achieved. It is also necessary to establish whether people
are able to effectively contribute to monitoring. This can be
assessed with the verifier ‘Individual/collective reporting of
encroachment by non-community members’. Here the
incidence of reporting would be taken as an indicator of
monitoring capacity. The problem remains of establishing
whether the rate of reported incidents reflects the actual incident
rate. This has to be known to assess monitoring efficiency.
The latter verifier is virtually identical to the verifier ‘Reported
cases of partial or massive destructive actions on forest
resources, e.g. fish poisoning’. However, unlike the former
verifier, this covers the actions of community members as well
as outsiders.

Community members
effectively contribute to
forest resource
assessment’.

Verifier:
‘Changes in availability of
useful plants and animal
species’
Relevance/logic:
The above verifier would
better serve its Indicator, and
the Criteria (regarding
existence of a monitoring
system) if it referred
spefically to ‘knowledge of’
the above changes. This
would make for a more
explicit and easily verifiable
point of information
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Cameroonian C&I on Monitoring
(Social Set)

Local systems exist for the monitoring and evaluation of different
forest resources.

Indicator:
• Destructive exploitation practices of forest and techniques are known.
Verifiers:
•

Number of community members possessing firearms.

•

Reported cases of partial or massive destructive actions on forest resources,
e.g. fish poisoning.

Indicator:
• Community members effectively contribute to forest resource assessment.
Verifiers:
• Changes in availability of useful plants and animal species.
• Individual/collective reporting of encroachment by non-community members.
• Changes in fallow periods.

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Verifier:
‘The majority of the
community’s adult
population has knowledge
of and agrees with the
management system’
Representativeness:
While this is a useful verifier in
many ways, it leaves out an
important element of the
population – that is the youth.
Their views may have strong
implications for sustainability.
Also, a ‘majority’ could involve
all the male members of the
community, and yet a very
small percentage of the female
members of the community –
still an overall majority, yet not
representative nor equitable.

The closest direct references to monitoring rule adherence in
the Brazilian set occur in the complex of forest management
I&V allocated under the criterion ‘The community has
developed mechanisms for monitoring and controlling
productive activities’ (Box 7.4). Here it is proposed that
monitoring be assessed at the same time as patrol controls
over forest timber and NTFP management. The verifiers
‘Observation of internal rules and agreements on the patrol
and control of methods/practices used to extract NTFPs’ and
‘Observation of techniques used in the collection and sale of
animals and ornamental plants’ both directly concern
monitoring of rule adherence, if we interpret the word
observation as an ongoing action. Other verifiers included in
this complex relate to the factors being or to be monitored.
One example here is the verifier ‘Community intervention
mechanisms to prevent or curtail over-fishing and the use
of predatory fishing techniques by outsiders up and down
stream from the community’. The Brazilian social subset
includes the criterion ‘The community participates in and
monitors all the planning processes of any management
system to be executed within the agroforestry area’. This is
supported by the indicator ‘Active community participation
in the conception and monitoring of agroforestry resource
management systems’. One verifier provided for this,
‘Leadership(s) within the community are representative of
all groups and factions within the community’, leads to the
evaluation of how groups that do not participate directly, do
so indirectly. Another of the verifiers ‘The majority of the
community’s adult population has knowledge of and agrees
with the management system’, signals the importance of
knowledge to monitoring. This is a concern expressed in the
C&I results of all three tests. This last Brazilian verifier further
implies that agreement is necessary for there to be a willingness
to monitor.
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In view of the importance ascribed to monitoring by empirical research (Ostrom 1990)
more attention seems warranted to developing C&I of monitoring processes, as well as of
variables in need of monitoring to assess the long-term sustainability of CMFs.

Box 7.4.

Criterion:

C&I on Monitoring, Patrolling and Controlling
Forest Management
(Brazil Forest Management Set)

The community has developed mechanisms for monitoring and
controlling productive activities.

Indicator:
• Existence of community mechanisms for patrolling and controlling the various
stages of timber extraction undertaken either by community members or outsiders.
Verifiers:
• Verification of the registration of ‘sales contracts’ in a cartorio that permits
interruption in the case of the violation of the terms contained in its clauses (legal
land tenure, inventory requirements, infrastructural planning, definition of species
to be exploited, harvesting methods, shedding of toxic materials into water
courses/reservoirs, reduction of waste production during harvesting, observation
of workers legal rights, etc.)
Indicator:
• Existence of community mechanisms for patrolling and controlling the extraction
of NTFPs by the community members and/or outsiders.
Verifier:
• Observation of internal rules and agreements on the patrol and control of methods/
practices used to extract NTFPs
Indicator:
• Monitoring and control of fishing undertaken by community members and/or
outsiders.
Verifiers:
• Community intervention mechanisms to prevent or curtail over-fishing and the
use of predatory fishing techniques by outsiders up and down stream from the
community.
• Existence of fishing agreements between communities.
Indicator:
• The community has mechanisms to control the collection and sale of animals and
ornamental plants.
Verifier:
• Observation of techniques used in the collection and sale of animals and
ornamental plants.

7.4

Conflict and Inter-community Relations

If existing rules and norms are not followed, because they are perceived as inherently unfair,
unworkable or outdated in the face of new developments, then they become a potential source
of conflict. The introduction of new rules and regulations can also lead to friction should they
clash with the interests of some groups. On all three tests the importance of conflict management
mechanisms was highlighted. We have suggested that there is sometimes a causal relationship
between rule enforcement and the prevention, creation or suppression of conflicts. However,
the ramifications of many conflicts extend beyond the reach of rules and regulations.
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Conflicts indicate distance from the attainment of a collective vision of how multiple
interests of different user groups can be integrated. For forest management to fully qualify as a
community initiative, it must be subordinate to a collective vision – a goal to which all individual
subsidiary interests relate and aspire. Opposing interests and decisions manifest in conflicts.
The Brazilian social specialist noted that in small communities conflicts tend to be disruptive of
relationships of especially high interdependence. Consequently, they readily translate into very
heavy social costs. These costs divide into those inherently incurred by the nature of the conflict
and those in the form of resources spent on trying to resolve the conflict.
Highly stratified or heterogeneous communities face special challenges to organising
themselves around a common interest. The more heterogeneous the community, the more
difficult it is to treat all its segments equally, and the more likely conflicts of interests will
develop. There are inherent difficulties to uniting under a common cause landholders and the
landless, the rich and the poor, patrons and their clients, i.e. groups that, in terms of their forest
dependency status, differ markedly from each other.
During periods of cultural transition, dual forms of leadership and organisation often
emerge. While the vestiges of an increasingly weak traditional leadership may continue to exist,
new leaderships typically emerge in response to exogenous constraints and opportunities.
Sometimes developments along these lines divide the community and, in so doing, generate
conflict.

7.4.1 C&I: Conflict Management
Conflict management mechanisms cover a wide spectrum spanning formal and informal
instruments and including ones designed to either contain, resolve or suppress dormant or
active conflicts. There is a need for conflict prevention mechanisms to promote conditions
conducive to maintaining peace, just as there is for mechanisms to mediate between rival groups
and enhance problem solving capacity.
All three tests generated several general C&I concerning discord between villagers and
some C&I that make specific reference to conflicts between villagers and outsiders (Table 7.5).
All three tests, for example, generated statements seeking to establish the existence and
nature of measures, procedures and institutions for conflict resolution. In the Brazilian set it is
the social criterion ‘Effective measures and institutions for conflict resolution must exist’; in
the Cameroonian set it is the indicator ‘Procedures for the resolution of conflict between
outside exploiters and villagers’ and in the Indonesian set, the indicator ‘There are conflict
resolution mechanisms’.
In all cases, one statement concerning conflict management between communities, or
communities and outside parties, has been included. These are the indicators ‘There are conflict
resolution mechanisms beyond community boundaries’ (Indonesia, social set); ‘The application
of legal proceedings in the resolution of conflicts about agroforestry resources involving
internal and/or external actors (neighbours, timber companies, other communities, patrons,
etc.)’ (Brazil, social set) and the Cameroonian forest management verifier ‘Procedures for the
resolution of conflict between outside exploiters and villagers’.
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Table 7.5

Managing Conflict

Indonesia

Cameroon

Brazil

Criterion:
•Local social organisation has
the capacity to enforce
customary law and other
regulations.

Indicators:
• Decisions of conflict
resolution institutions within
the community.
• Decisions of conflict
resolution are respected.
• Individual community
members have the possibility
of appeal.

Criterion:
• Effective measures and
institutions for conflict
resolution must exist.

Indicators:

•==There are conflict
resolution mechanisms.
•==There are conflict
resolution mechanisms
beyond community
boundaries.

Verifier:
• Procedures for the resolution
of conflict between outside
exploiters and villagers.

Verifiers:
• There is consensus on how
conflict on land use is
resolved.
• Relevant parties in the
conflict are present (at
conflict resolution meetings).
• Other members of the
community other than the
conflicting parties are present
(at conflict resolution
meetings).
• Adult members of the
community can tell how
conflicts on land use are
resolved.

7.4.2

Indicators:
• Informal mechanisms exist for
the resolution and negotiation
of community conflicts, family
disputes, and complaints about
the use, possession and
ownership of agroforestry
resources.
• The application of legal
proceedings in the resolution of
conflicts about agroforestry
resources involving internal
and/or external actors
(neighbours, timber companies,
other communities, patrons,
etc.).
Verifiers:
• Solutions to conflicts and
agreements are reached in a
legitimate manner that
represents the common interest.
• Individuals’ perceptions of the
nature of conflict resolutions,
the negotiation arena and the
concrete outcome of conflicts
over resources.

C&I: Conflict Management and Transparency

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Decisions of conflict
resolution institutions
within the community.

User group consideration:
The indicator defines a topic
for subjective review.
Evaluation of the adequacy of
decisions will be affected by
the evaluators’ interests. An
interesting issue would be
what, if any, are the
discrepancies in how the
conflicting parties evaluate the
decisions.

Conflicts can only be truly considered resolved when the
solution has either a positive or neutral effect on the common
good. Whether this assertion applies can be assessed with the
Indonesian social verifier ‘There is consensus on how conflict
on land use is resolved’ or with the Brazilian social verifier
‘Solutions to conflicts and agreements are reached in a
legitimate manner that represents the common interest’.
Confirmation of these verifiers is only possible if conflict
resolution processes are transparent. No specific C&I on
transparency were proposed in connection with the issue of
conflict on the Brazilian test.
Only the Indonesian set includes statements that directly
examine the transparency of conflict resolution mechanisms
(see Box 7.5). The verifiers provided for the Indonesian social
indicator ‘Meetings are organised on environmental and land
use problems’ address transparency in decision-making. They
include ‘Relevant parties in the conflict are present’ and ‘Other
members of the community other than the conflicting parties
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are present’. Elsewhere, the Indonesian social specialist
proposes the verifier ‘Adult members of the community can
tell how conflict on land use is resolved’ for the criterion
‘Customary law and other regulations ensure land use
systems are sustainable land use’.
Verifier:
Individual perceptions of
the nature of conflict
resolutions, the
negotiation arena and the
concrete outcome of
conflicts over resources.
Type of verifier:
This is a compound verifier as
it covers several factors, each
of which requires separate
assessment. Where possible,
compound C&I should be
broken down into several C&I,
so that there is one for each
component part. This will
facilitate cross-comparisons of
their values with values
obtained for other C&I.

Some statements on the outcomes of conflict resolution
processes, i.e. the resulting decisions, were developed. Two
social indicators generated by the Cameroonian test apply. They
are ‘Decisions of conflict resolution institutions within the
community’ and ‘Decisions of conflict resolution are
respected’. In the Brazilian set the verifier ‘Individual
perceptions of the nature of conflict resolutions, the
negotiation arena and the concrete outcome of conflicts over
resources’ deal with outcomes as well as other conflict-related
factors. The Indonesian set does not specifically refer to the
outcome of conflict management procedures.
Unlike the other sets, the Cameroonian set includes an indicator
to assess the reversibility of the decisions of conflict
management institutions; ‘Individual community members
have the possibility of appeal’. This important variable gives
some indication of flexibility and the ability of the community
to respond to new ideas and information.

The absence of conflict gives no reliable indication of a community’s capacity to deal
constructively with conflict. It may indicate only that, up until now, there have been no major
clashes between forest interest groups. The suppression of oppressed groups within the
community may explain the lack of open conflict, for instance, if client-patron relationships of
interdependency exist. These often survive because the clients have no alternatives or are unaware
of potential alternatives. Inequalities, such as those characteristic of client-patron relationships,
often indicate dormant conflicts liable to erupt at some time in the future. At the Cameroonian
test’s Concluding Workshop, it was pointed out that sometimes conflicts present a positive
move towards more equitable distribution patterns, and hence greater social sustainability. Conflict
can therefore act as a positive force for change.
Furthermore, because CMFs are often part of a rapidly changing socio-economic
environment, a current absence of conflicts may tell little about the long-term social resilience
of a CMF system. Forecasting future demand for conflict management is difficult as friction is
not usually planned and erupts unexpectedly. Although the outcomes of conflict management
processes might suggest the appropriateness of conflict management mechanisms, neither the
processes nor their outcomes are necessarily of lasting relevance. However, by focusing on the
assessment of conflict management processes, the C&I evaluation procedure can examine the
preparedness of communities for dealing with conflict even if there has been little need to date.
Peace and harmony are achieved when people agree on each others’ roles and
responsibilities in achieving CMF’s multiple use objectives. Participatory processes facilitate
communication between different groups about their respective roles and responsibilities. Such
processes are therefore important in the prevention and resolution of conflicts. Facilitating the
conciliation of interests, they help prevent conflicts arising. Many of the C&I generated on the
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Box 7.5

The Role of Social Organisations in Conflict Management
(Indonesian Social Set)

Principle:

Local social institutions support a sustainable land use system.

Criterion:

Customary law and other regulations ensure a sustainable land
use system.

Indicator:
• There are sanctions for those who are breaking the rules.
Verifier:
• Specific sanctions attached to specific land use system.
Indicator:
• All sections of the community respect the customary law and other regulations on
the sustainable land use system.
Verifiers:
• Adult members of the community know fairly about the customary laws attached
to land use systems.
• People agree that customary laws is still effective.
• There are recent cases where sanctions were felt.
Indicator:
• There are effective conflict resolution mechanisms.
Verifier:
• Adult members of the community can tell how conflict on land use is resolved.
• There is consensus on how to resolve land use conflict.
• Recent cases of traditional conflict resolution on land use.
Indicator:
• There are rules that ensure the sustainable use of the forest.
Verifier:
• Community respects rules on hunting.
Indicators:
•
•
•

Rules that ensure the sustainability of forest service functions.
Rules that ensure the sustainability of tembawang.
Rules on ladang/shifting-cultivation practices that ensure an appropriate fallow
period.

participation or representation of community-based forest stakeholder groups, although not
directly addressing conflict management, can provide insights into the community’s capacity to
avoid and resolve conflicts. There is a close relationship between the variables of participation
and transparency as the Indonesian statements on transparency show.
Organisational systems that lack transparency, by confining decision-making processes
to obscurity, tend to be ill equipped for conflict management. The prospects for effective
conflict management are commonly impaired in communities where forms of customary authority
have broken down and been replaced by a closed leadership that fails to adequately consult its
constituents.
Additional factors affecting the success of negotiations include the application of skill
and knowledge, the participants’ commitment to trying to understand various interpretations of
a problem, and a tolerance of differences and a willingness to forgive. All these considerations
converge to suggest multilateral adaptation is the result of successful conflict management.
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C&I: Relationships with Third Parties and Managing Conflicts
involving Outsiders

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
Community dialogue
structures exist for the
negotiation/discussion of
forest management issues
with State services and
NGOs.
Qualitative aspects:
In this case, the more
qualitative aspects of such an
indicator may be very important
(although difficult to measure).
There may be mechanisms for
negotiation/discussion, but
these may not necessarily
provide an equitable,
accessible or effective
platform for communities (and
especially more marginalized
parts of communities) to
communicate with other
stakeholders.

Box 7.6

Criterion:

Compared to internal relationships, the relationships between
the community and outsiders are more conflict prone because
of the greater possibility of these parties possessing conflicting
interests and seeing problems from different historical and other
perspectives. They are therefore more likely to differ in how
they define problems. As community contacts with external
groups and exogenous influences increase, so does the demand
for new negotiation structures on which to develop relationships
and set boundaries for wants and expectations. Negotiation
between internal and external groups is addressed by the social
indicator ‘Community dialogue structures exist for the
negotiation/discussion of forest management issues with State
services and NGOs’ in the Cameroonian social subset. The
Cameroonian forest management specialist regarded negotiation
as a form of participation since it entails the active engagement
of more than one party. He thus refers to negotiation in the
forest management criterion ‘Villagers participate with other
stakeholders in the protection of timber resources in their
communities’ (Box 7.6).

C&I on Negotiation and Conflict Resolution
(Cameroon Forest Management Set)

Villagers participate with other stakeholders in the protection of
timber resources in their communities.

Supporting indicator:
• Steps are taken by local communities to actively protect their timber species from
exploitation by outsiders who may or may not be backed by the forestry service.
Supporting verifiers:
• Procedures for the resolution of conflict between outside exploiters and villagers.
• Villagers expel forest exploitation companies from their forest if they try to extract
timber without first consulting with the village council.
• Collectively organised patrols.
• Compensation deals accepted by the community in exchange for allowing timber
exploiters to extract timber from their forests.
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An issue that featured prominently in the Cameroonian and Brazilian tests was that of
compensation deals struck between commercial timber concession holders and villages that are
located within concession areas. It is the focus of the Cameroonian forest management verifier
‘Compensation deals accepted by the community in exchange for allowing timber exploiters
to extract timber from their forests’. In the Brazilian social subset it appears as the verifier ‘The
local population is compensated for damages caused to their agroforestry resources by third
parties’ for the indicator ‘The application of legal proceedings in the resolution of conflicts
about agroforestry resources involving internal and/or external actors (neighbours, timber
companies, other communities, patrons etc.)’. In the calculation of compensation, knowledge
of the value of forest resources becomes a critical determinant. Often the negotiating party with
the most political influence (frequently the outside party), will use unfair practices to compensate
the weaker party (frequently the community) with a package that does not amount to the full
value of resources appropriated or damaged. Evaluation of the equity impact of compensation
deals requires evaluating C&I of knowledge about the value of forest resources as well.
Related to the above discussions on conflict management, ‘inter-community relations’ in
general are also significant in their relation to maximising community welfare and to security
(Table 7.6). Communities can: benefit from exchange and trade with neighbouring communities;
gain political strength to negotiate with external parties through numbers and unity (Box 7.7);
and better protect the productivity of natural resources by preventing each other from exploiting
resources beyond the remits of jointly reached agreement. (e.g., public/shared resources, such
as: fish, lakes lying between communities, rivers, irrigation water, the populations of hunted
animals with large territorial ranges that span communities). As populations increase, community
exploitation of forest resources also tends to increase. This increases the risk of confrontation
between communities.
In some cases inter-community relations are implied if not explicitly mentioned. For
instance, the management of irrigation waters for paddy production is usually a responsibility
assumed by a number of communities located at various points along the river being used for
irrigation water. The C&I on irrigation management in the Indonesian set refer just to stakeholder
agreement on distribution. In fact, all C&I that refer to stakeholder groups in general may be
relevant to stakeholders that are not community members as well as those that are.
Again many of the C&I proposed that make no direct mention of outside parties will
nonetheless generate information on a community’s external relations. References to training
and education support in the Indonesian social set are exemplary. All C&I pertaining to policy
and legal matters in fact imply a relationship with third parties.
Table 7.6

C&I on Inter-community Relations

Indonesia

Cameroon

Brazil

2.2.1.2 Presence of clear and
distinct boundaries recognised
by the community.

3.1.1 The forest boundaries
and all those with
neighbouring villages are
known and respected by all
concerned.

6.6.1 The community possesses
forms of inter- and intracommunity organisation.

4.3. Consensus on property
rights exists between
communities.
4.3.1 Conflict resolution
mechanisms extend beyond
community boundaries.
4.3.1.1 Cases of land conflicts
between communities, and
their resolution.

5.1.4. Boundaries of
community area are known
and respected by community
members.
5.1.4.1 Knowledge of
important features indicating
boundaries among
communities.

5.6.3.2 Existence of fishing
agreements between
communities.
6.5.5.a The history and
structure of intra- and intercommunity organisation.
6.6.2.b. The representation of
women in intra- and intercommunity associations.
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Box 7.7
Inter-community Knowledge Exchange and the Unification of
Resource Allocation Objectives in the Arapiuns River Basin
Non-governmental organisations often play a major role in channelling information to
communities. However, the more isolated communities tend to have less contact with
NGOs. This was the case at the two Brazilian test site communities, where the larger,
more accessible São Pedro had had more contact with the Rural Workers’ Union (STR).
This contact had increased the community’s awareness of its regional context. Over
the last few years, it has received logistical support from the STR to prepare a case
against the timber company it accuses of having degraded its forests. In the process
the community became more knowledgeable about the company’s plans to extend its
logging activities into other parts of the region.
This new knowledge, together with the community’s first-hand experience of logging
damage, increased local awareness of the regional effects the company’s future plans.
Leaders from São Pedro undertook a two-week river excursion to visit all the communities
located along the Arapiuns, Arua and Maro rivers (all belonging to the Arapiuns river
watershed), to discuss the timber company’s plans. Because of the communities’ greater
isolation, their inhabitants had been unable to substantiate rumours they heard of a
timber company’s intentions to move into their forest. The outcome of this mission was
that all the communities’ leaders agreed the company should not be allowed to remain
in the region. Approximately two years later, at the time of the C&I test, these communities
were close to reaching an agreement with government departments on the demarcation
of an extractive reserve to cover their area. Towards the end of 1998, they were granted
official permission to create the reserve.

7.5

Adapting to Change

The relevance of standards and rules governing forest resources varies over time, requiring that
these be updated. Amendment will be necessary as changes occur in the supply and demand of
resources, the community’s size and composition and its degree of integration in the national
economy. Social innovation then becomes important to maintain control over forces determining
change and its side effects. Mechanisms that would benefit from innovation (e.g., decisionmaking, rule enforcement, management methods) need to be identified, as well as the existing
capacity to adapt to new conditions.
Innovative or adaptive capacity can be severely restricted by a lack of means. However,
where room for manoeuvre exists, the ability to adapt still depends on a flexible attitude, sufficient
knowledge and skills, and on a vision that makes the application of these turn intentions into
reality. Monitoring the changes in cause and effect relationships is an important element in
guiding development.
Local organisations play a critical role in coordinating and supervising the monitoring
activities that precede adaptation. An important element of this role is the activation of
communication channels to disseminate information about monitoring and its results or outcomes.
The role of social organisations in forest resource decision-making and regulation tends to be all
the more critical in larger communities whose socio-economic complexity overtakes the
capabilities of informal mechanisms to control change. The extent to which this role is successfully
assumed reflects the community’s ability to adapt its organisational capacity in accordance with
the demands generated by its growth.
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Selected C&I on Community Relations with Third Parties

Indonesia

Cameroon

Brazil

7.1.3.6 Information exchange
with information sources
outside the community.

3.4. Villagers participate with
other stakeholders in the
protection of timber resources in
their communities.

7.1.3 Community dialogue
structures exist for the
negotiation/discussion of forest
management issues with state
services and NGOs.

3.4.1. Steps are taken by the
local community to actively
protect their timber species from
exploitation by outsiders who
may or may not be backed by
the forest service.
3.4.1.1 Procedures for the
resolution of conflict between
outside exploiters and villagers.
3.4.1.2 Villagers expel forest
exploitation companies from
their forest if they try to extract
timber without first consulting
the villagers.
3.4.1.4. Compensation deals
accepted by the community in
exchange for allowing timber
exploiters to extract timber form
their forests.
5.4.1 Response to calls by
village heads and opinion
leaders for collective action
against intruders, e.g. forest
exploiters and non-community
members.

5.6.3.1 Community intervention
mechanisms to prevent or curtail
over-fishing and the use of
predatory fishing techniques by
outsiders up and down stream
from the community.
6.2.2.c. The local population is
compensated for damages
caused to their agroforestry
resources by third parties.
6.7.3. Community dependence
upon external subsidies
provided by NGOs, religious
organisations and/or the
government.
6.7.3.a Community efforts to
give continuity to management
systems introduced or being
implemented by external actors.
2.1.6.3 Informal and
institutional mechanisms (e.g.
IBAMA patrols and inspections)
exist, effectively controlling
commercial hunting in the CMF
area.

5.4.1.1 Cases of incidents with
intruders.

7.5.1 C&I: Adapting Rules and Regulations
Only the Indonesian and Cameroonian C&I sets include statements (I&V) that refer to community
capacity to respond to change by adapting and/or creating new rules and regulations. The
Cameroonian set includes the social indicator ‘Communities have the capacity to develop new
rules and practices of exploitation in response to perceptible changes in the resource base’
(Table 7.8). In the Indonesian social subset we find the indicator ‘New regulations and sanctions
that can cope with new development problems on land use and natural resources are still
being developed’.
Both these indicators require assessment of whether new rules and regulations are
developed in response to perceived changes and whether they address problems arising as a
result of environmental or socio-economic change. If such developments are evident, the
implication is that the community monitors changes in one way or another. Whether people
have participated in monitoring, or are informed of the findings of monitoring, can be established
by the Indonesian social verifier ‘People can differentiate between traditional and new
regulations/rules that the community has agreed upon’.
The capacity of the community to create its own rules is addressed with the Indonesian
social verifier ‘New regulations/rules are initiated locally’. This verifier also helps evaluate how
closely rules and regulations address locally perceived problems.
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Creating new regulatory instruments

Indonesia

Cameroon

5.34
New regulations and sanctions
that can cope with new
development problems on land
use and natural resources are still
being developed.

5.4.2
Communities have the capacity to
develop new rules and practices
of exploitation in response to
perceptible changes in the
resource base.

5.3.4.1
People can differentiate between
traditional and new
regulations/rules that the
community has agreed upon.

5.4.2.1
Recent changes in traditional
forest use regulations and/or
exploitation practices and
techniques.

Brazil

___

5.3.4.2.
New regulations/rules are initiated
locally.

7.6

Land and Tree Tenure

In many traditional forest communities the social organisation of space has evolved according
to the proximity of kin. As the community becomes larger and more complex, establishes more
links with the outside world and pressures on forest resources mount, so new and more complex
institutions are required to ensure a coherent and binding approach to the distribution, protection
and defence of resource access.
All test teams agreed that, depending on a number of other variables, land tenure situations
invoke strong negative or positive trends towards forest sustainability. The opinion prevailed
that forest community inhabitants should enjoy security of land tenure at all costs. Security of
tenure was considered by the test specialists to be a fundamental right of traditional and indigenous
forest inhabitants. It was seen as an essential prerequisite to sustainable CFM even though this
it is not a guarantee by itself.
Although none of the team members made the distinction, we believe it is important to
distinguish between two aspects of tenure:
1. The land and resource tenure of the community as an entity which gives its members
the authority to collectively manage land and resources, and to negotiate the terms for
contracting this authority out to third parties.
2. Traditional tenure systems operating within the community.
The first aspect presents the policy and legal question of how far the national government
should go towards guaranteeing tenure rights of local communities and associated management
responsibilities. Many people believe the State should allocate land tenure and use rights to
communities as entities, rather than directly to their individual inhabitants, for distribution amongst
members according to customary regulations. Empirical research shows forms of individual
land ownership introduced by newly adopted economic orders frequently undermine cooperation
in common resource management. These issues are discussed in more length in the chapter
reviewing C&I related to policy issues.
Internal tenure systems vary greatly in different parts of the world, in terms of the types
of tenure arrangements existing between individuals and the community as a whole. In most
cases, the State has only the most superficial understanding of the relevant customary laws.Many
believe that interference in customary laws should, therefore, be minimal to avoid friction, and
that conflicts arising from the internal distribution of access to land should be the communities’
responsibility to resolve.
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To what extent internal systems of tenure and use regulation should be accountable to
external systems is debatable. Various degrees of external regulation of traditional tenure systems
exist. It is important to increase knowledge about traditional systems in order to fully understand
the implications of their subordination to external controls.
Collectively, the myriad tenure arrangements existing in a community constitute a social
institution that accommodates the political aims of the ruling group, class or caste. Important
inferences about equity, capacity and opportunity can be made from the existence, security and
conditions tied to land or tree tenure arrangements and agreements. Access to land and land use
rights are clearly indicative of relative social welfare and power. They equate with access to
natural capital from which wealth can be generated. They therefore tend to be good indicators
of political and economic status.
It is surprising that none of the C&I proposed on the tests specifically addresses the
conversion of common land into a marketable commodity. This is especially so in the Brazilian
case. In the Brazilian Amazon region the commoditisation of land is a common phenomenon
associated with an array of disturbing social consequences, such as a growing landless rural
population and the pushing back of the forest frontier by dislocated forest farmers. We presume
little or no evidence of this trend was found at the Brazilian test site.

7.6.1 C&I: Land Tenure and Conditions attached to Security of Tenure
Land tenure arrangements are essentially contracts that stipulate how land may be used under
certain conditions. In the Cameroonian and Indonesian tests the social specialists stressed the
importance of rights of access to common resources and security of tenure being tied to the
fulfilment of conditions and responsibilities designed to ensure forest resources are not plundered.
Responsibilities and conditions may be traditionally defined and imposed. Alternatively, they
may imposed by policy prescriptions or by law.36
Some conditions attached to land tenure security are more effective than others in
protecting forest resources from unsustainable use or conversion. The Indonesian social principle
‘Secure community tenure systems support sustainability’ suggests the conditions tied to land
tenure must be examined, as it is these that determine whether tenure systems support
sustainability (Table 7.9). The existence and scope of such conditions may be revealed by C&I
of customary law and of national laws and policies. The question remains as to which conditions
should be attached to tenure rights and which forms of land use should be subject to regulation
regardless of tenure arrangements. The Indonesian social verifier ‘Specific sanctions attached
to specific land use systems’ is the only statement in the three country sets that refers to
sanctions attached to specific land use forms, whether land ownership is private or communal.
It is part of the conflict management complex associated with the Indonesian criterion ‘Customary
law and other regulations ensure sustainable land use systems’.

36

In some Brazilian Amazon states, squatter farmers are now given concessionary land titles in situations where
they would previously have qualified for definitive, fully transferable land title deeds. The concessionary
titles bestow permanent land use rights but prohibit the sale of any part of the land and require that at least
50% of it remains under forest cover. This helps to curtail forest conversion to pasture, which previously was
closely linked to land speculation.
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Selected P, C, I&V on Land Tenure

Cameroon
Principle:
Long-term community access
rights to land and forest
resources are clearly defined,
known and accepted.
Criteria:
•==Evidence of access/use
rights demonstrated by
community members.
•==Forest products contribute
significantly to the socioeconomic well-being of the
different age and sex groups
in the community.
•==Sites of special sociocultural, historical and
touristic values to local
communities are known and
protected by social control
mechanisms.
•==Access rights to community
forest commons is regulated
through collective action
and support.
•==Community management
and use of forest resources
and State priority goals on
forest management and
development are
compatible.

Indonesia

Brazil

Principle:
Secure community tenure
systems support sustainability.

Principle:
The activities for the
management of agroforestry
resources maintain the
biological, socio-economic and
cultural well-being of the local
population in the long term.

Criterion:
Secure community tenure
•
systems are guaranteed by
the State.
Indicator:
•
State laws and regulations
guarantee secure
community tenure.
Criteria:
•
Government plans and
development programmes
are based on considerations
of local tenure and land
utilisation systems.
•
There is consensus on
property rights between
communities.

Criterion:
•
The local population’s land
usufruct possession and
occupation rights are
secured in the long term.
Indicators:
•
The local population’s land
usufruct possession and
occupation rights are
secured in the long term.
Verifiers:
•
Survey of land use rights,
possession and ownership
rights.
Survey of legal and
•
customary rights of
concession of land use,
possession and ownership
rights.
•
Existence of customary
agreements within the
community concerning
land use and agroforestry
resources.

Many of the Indonesian C&I formulated on tembawang, directly or indirectly concern
conditions attached to tembawang access. The customary regulations governing tembawangs
amount to an institutionalised form of land ownership that integrates individual and communal
ownership patterns in space and over time (Box 7.8).
An important consideration is that both private and communal property rights can generate
externalities unless special regulatory mechanisms exist. It makes no difference what form of
ownership land is under; local soil erosion can cause the sedimentation of rivers, the use of local
wells can lower the water table elsewhere, local deforestation can result in forest fragmentation
that hampers the reproduction of certain animal species, etc.
With regard to private property, agreement is needed on the ownership status of fauna
species whose migratory routes pass through such property and whose capture on such property
could affect the species’ populations elsewhere. Hunting rights in forests and fallows on
individually owned holdings, are commonly contested in forest communities. This controversial
issue is one of several bridging common and private property. These issues should perhaps be
subject to a set of restrictive conditions which, for the sake of ecological integrity, should apply
to all land tenure arrangements across the board. In this case some more specific C&I on the
scope of conditions attached to land tenure might be appropriate.
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Box 7.8

Tembawang Forest Gardens: Tenure Regulations for Intra- and
Inter-generational Access to Forest Resources

In the Dayak tradition of the Darok and Bedigong villages, inheritance laws ensure that
tembawang forest gardens, and in particular the trees standing within them, will be
delivered into the stewardship of future generations. The tembawangs are planted and
established on shifting agricultural plots during crop cultivation or shortly before the
plots are fallowed. Initially, the trees are the private property of the individual or family
who planted them. When these people die, the nuclear families of the next of kin inherit
the user rights and responsibilities attached to the planted trees and the area they
occupy. With each generation, these rights and responsibilities are inherited by a larger
descent group. Thus, the benefits derivable from tembawangs gradually spread across
an ever-larger descent group, including, with each successive generation, more family
units more distantly related. Eventually, the trees that were originally individual, private
property, pass to virtual communal ownership through the expansion of the descent
group over the decades.
Tembawangs can be converted to other forms of land use. However, the conditions for
conversion are rigorous and include the establishment of new tembawang elsewhere.
The older the tembawang, the more people hold access shares to it, and the more
difficult and unlikely it becomes to reach the agreement needed for conversion.
We can conclude therefore that tembawangs fulfil multiple social roles by:
• meeting the needs of current generations;
• ensuring future generations reap the benefits of investments made by current
generations;
• ensuring future generations equitable access to tembawang resources; and
• laying the foundations for social collaboration between those who share rights to
tembawangs, as rules require cooperation between the shareholders to guarantee
the survival of tembawang.
The inheritance regulations, designed to guarantee its survival and perpetuate its social
role, are an integral part of the tembawang system. The deterministic magnitude of
tembawangs makes them an important pillar upon which the social integrity of the
community as a whole rests.
Tembawangs illustrate how social ‘forest benefit’ pathways can flow through kinship
and social relationship networks to distribute forest benefits among present and future
generations. These networks are normally a product of the cultural history of traditional
communities. Their complete or partial disruption can translate into heavy social costs
and greater inequity. The more effective the traditional networks are at fairly distributing
access rights between community members and generations, the higher the social
costs likely to result from their disruption. The tembawang inheritance system delivers
the fruits of individual labour into the community of future generations, for their benefit.
It serves as a social welfare protection mechanism. It serves to ensure future sharing of
resources. The rules governing the day-to-day exploitation of tembawangs protect their
productive capacity. They also exist to ensure that, the long-term social welfare conferred
by tembawang inheritance, is not compromised.
Criteria, indicators and verifiers created for assessing the sustainability of tembawang
gardens included the following:
C&I:
‘Customary law and other regulations ensure fair access to community natural
resources and fair distribution of their products among community members’;
‘Tembawang forest gardens’ social functions are retained’; ‘Rules that ensure fair
distribution of tembawang products to all stakeholders’; ‘The vegetation structure
of tembawangs resembles that of natural forest’.
V:
‘The extraction of NTFPs is coordinated by local management organisations’;
‘Decision-making on tembawang enrichment or conversion is a social and not an
individual occasion’.
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7.6.2 Other C&I Relating to Security of Tenure
In the Cameroonian set, the C&I complex under the social principle ‘Long-term community
access rights to land and forest resources are clearly defined, known and accepted’ guides
assessment of the compatibility between land tenure and forest sustainability. It calls into question
the relationship between access/use rights, the distribution of forest benefits and the protection
of special sites. Additionally, it aims to reveal how effectively common resource access is
collectively regulated. All these issues reflect, to varying degrees, the responsibilities assumed
by the community for natural resources. How external factors affect the capacity of the
community to assume responsibilities must also be considered.

i) Acknowledgement of Traditional Tenure Rights versus the Development
of New Ones
The social specialists concentrated on developing C&I for the assessment of traditional, locally
initiated and ‘owned’ systems of distributing and securing land tenure and resource access
rights. This is in agreement with one of the test’s foremost objectives: identifying the community’s
own managerial capabilities. Additionally, many of the social C&I on land tenure were formulated
on the underlying assumption that State authorities should focus on legalising existing traditional
rights rather than on altering these or creating new ones. On all tests, C&I were thus developed
to ascertain the extent to which already-established ‘community tenure systems’ (Indonesia),
‘customary tenure’ (Cameroon) and ‘customary land possession rights’ (Brazil) are officially
recognised (Table 7.10). Such recognition was considered necessary to prevent national policy
and legislation from posing obstacles to the smooth, appropriate implementation and evolution
of traditional systems.
Table 7.10

Selected C&I on Official Recognition of Customary Land Tenure

Indonesia

Cameroon

Brazil

4.1.1
Secure community tenure system
is guaranteed in state laws and
regulations.

5.1.3
Formal legal frameworks
accommodate customary tenure.

6.1.1
Customary land possession rights
and concessionary agreements
concerning the management of
agroforestry are recognised.

4.1.2
Community property rights are
indicated on official land use
maps.

5.1.3.1
Acceptance of customary use
rights by State Law Courts

4.2
Government plans and
development programs are based
on consideration of local tenure
and land utilisation systems.

When developing C&I we need to be aware that the use of the term ‘Security of Tenure’
could suggest that existing rights should somehow be converted to new legal rights in order to
grant security. Under some circumstances new legal rights may offer the best solution.37 However,
both theoretical arguments and empirical evidence exist to show such developments can easily
damage or destroy indigenous concepts of occupation and usufruct, and turn land and some
rights into commodities (Baland and Platteau 1996 p. 43). Both social and environmental problems
are likely to escalate as a result.

37

See Smith 1996, p. 203.
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ii) Tree Tenure
None of the tests generated any C&I specifically related to tree tenure. This issue was, however,
discussed on the Indonesian and Cameroonian tests. At the Cameroonian workshop the importance
of tree tenure and its recognition by national law was stressed in connection with the intergenerational transfer of resources. It was generally agreed that those who plant trees should be
legally recognised as the rightful owners of the trees they plant. Where this is not the case,
incentives for people to plant or protect trees is reduced. The point was made on the Cameroonian
test that many people will die before the trees they plant reach harvestable age. Some form of
reliable registration of who plants which trees is required so that when the planters of trees die,
their offspring, or another party indicated by themselves, can inherit the trees. Many traditional
societies have time-honoured norms on tree ownership, transfer and inheritance. Often, however,
they do not conform with national legislation on tree tenure.
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Chapter 8.
The Policy and Legal Dimensions of
Sustainable Community Managed Forests38
8.1 Overview
Our interest in legislative and policy issues centres on their capacity to promote ecologically
sustainable and socially equitable CMF. Around the world an increasing number of CMF systems
and initiatives need, more than ever, the supportive backing of a strong policy and legal framework
to deter free-riding behaviour (especially of outsiders), the creation of negative externalities,
and to mitigate the adverse consequences of free competition.
Legislation and policies can pursue this objective simultaneously from two, potentially
mutually supportive, angles. On the one hand, they can support or create conditions conducive
to sustainability and equity; on the other hand, they can also transform or eradicate conditions
antagonistic to this goals achievement. A cross-sectoral approach helps to ensure laws and
policies governing diverse sectors complement each other to promote the sustainability of CMFs.
This consideration is paramount where sustainable, integrated development is the stated overriding
goal. Furthermore, there must be compatibility between local and national interests  policy and
law proposals to ameliorate local conditions must be assessed within a regional context to bring
into focus any geographical side effects. The promotion of CMF locally should not place societal
welfare in jeopardy by generating negative externalities.
On each of the three tests, a clear consensus emerged that policies and laws must:
· recognise forest peoples rights to forest resources and to live under the conditions
upon which their cultural identity depends.
For this to be satisfactorily achieved, it was further agreed that policies and laws must:
· enable forest communities to maintain or regain authority over the sustainable
management of their natural resource base.
Fulfilment of the above objectives could generate positive externalities for the benefit of
society at large. There is reason to believe that, for example, rural-urban migration and its
associated social costs in terms of urban poverty would be diminished by the above. Persuasive
arguments exist that government spending can be more efficiently targeted to forest conservation
and associated watershed protection through legalising indigenous territorial claims. Empirical
evidence suggests that the creation of indigenous reserves can reduce the need for policing
adherence to environmental law within these areas, as substantial responsibility for this will be
assumed by the reserves inhabitants (von Hildebrant 1990).39
Government as an institution is responsible for ensuring that none of its constituents
suffers the violation of basic human rights. This can present a dilemma where different ethnic
groups within a nation wish to remain or again become politically autonomous. The human

38
39

This chapter is written by Nicolette Burford de Oliveira with Bill Ritchie.
Frequently, intrusive external forces overwhelm indigenous resource control in reserves (e.g., Yanomani in
Brazil). There are also cases where the indigenous community has itself overexploited natural resources within
its reserve areas, showing a failure to adequately plan and/or police its own activities (e.g., some Caiapo
reserves in Brazil).
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rights records of some indigenous systems of governance do not conform to national or
international standards. Elsewhere the reverse applies. Some national governments fail to respect
indigenous concepts of governance that are different to their own and arguably, in some cases,
more socially just than their own. The legal and political relationships between quasi-autonomous
ethnic states and the larger nation states within which they are located are often very complex.
This complexity can be especially pronounced where cultural integration is advanced or where
the national government seeks to appropriate resources located on indigenous land. The
sustainability of cultural diversity and social welfare depends on how policy and law reform
processes deal with such dichotomies.
In our review of the C&I generated on the significance of policies and laws to CMFs, we
identify six dominant interlinked concerns:
· Legal and policy provisions to accommodate customary land tenure and legal
systems (8.2);
· Compatibility between community and State management and development
objectives (8.3);
· The role of communication and community participation in policy and law
development (8.4);
· The roles of state and community mechanisms in managing conflict. (8.5);
·

The need for laws and regulations to directly restrict forest resource exploitation
(8.6); and

·

Social welfare policy domains with an impact on forest resource sustainability (8.7).

Below we present the C&I proposed for assessing these areas of concern, along with
some commentary on the rationale behind them. We also point to issues we feel are important
but which were inadequately addressed by the proposed C&I.

8.2

Legal and Policy Provisions to Accommodate
Customary Land Tenure and Legal Systems

Throughout the world, nation states have assumed the responsibility for distributing private and
shared access to land and forest resources through the creation and enforcement of laws and
policies. In most cases, the laws and policies make security of tenure conditional, i.e., some
forms of land use and/or transactions are not permitted.
The States recognition of community tenure rights was identified as an essential, underlying
precondition for sustainable CMF on all tests. The idea that the State must commit itself to
ensuring the communitys tenure rights was not contested. This was thought to be a prerequisite
for collaboration between the State and the community on the implementation of other measures
promoting sustainability. Without secure tenure rights recognised in law, communities are never
entirely free from the threat to their resource access posed by timber companies and other
external entrepreneurs or land grabbers.
The Indonesian team developed the most detailed complex of C&I for the assessment of
land tenure security. The Indonesian social criterion Secure community tenure systems are
guaranteed by the state overtly suggests that the nation state committed to sustainability has
the obligation to secure natural resource tenure for forest communities (Table 8.1). Fulfilment
of this criterion is indicated by whether State laws and regulations guarantee secure community
tenure systems. The additional indicators proposed for the criterion are intended to elicit evidence
of official recognition of community tenure, such as community lands being accurately portrayed
on official maps and honoured by State forest development programmes. The related verifiers
are Participatory mapping and Absence of overlapping tenure rights. Community
participation in the mapping of lands will help ensure the reliable representation of land claims.
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In the Cameroonian social C&I subset the issue is addressed by the principle Longterm community access rights to land and forest resources are clearly defined, known and
accepted together with its supporting indicator Formal legal frameworks accommodate
customary tenure and the verifier Acceptance of customary use rights by State Law Courts.
Table 8.1

Selected P, C, I & V on State Provisions for Land Tenure Security
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The three test teams each reached agreement that the State and the community need to
unite under a common definition of the communitys tenure rights, and that this definition may
vary from one case to the next. All teams similarly accepted the importance of the State recognising
and honouring existing traditional forms of internal land tenure. The general opinion was that
only very rarely will the ideal definition of a communitys land tenure rights (which itself will
vary from place to place and from person to person) correspond with the national land law
prototype. The transformation and division of land traditionally under communal ownership
into individually owned landholdings, often contributes to the destabilisation of cooperative ties
between community members rooted in common resource management. This can lead to
conflict.
All test teams maintained that, whenever possible, the law should provide for community
land tenure to evolve from traditional tenure models. On the Brazilian test, the prevailing opinion
was that the State should guarantee collective tenure rights that the communities can then divide
in compliance with traditional guidelines. There would be, however, certain conditions set down
by the State that protect societal interests that communities would be legally required to accept.
In many countries, it is under debate as to what extent internal systems of land access distribution
and regulations should be made accountable to external legal systems.
With the possible exception of the Brazilian social verifier Survey of legal and customary
rights of concession of land use, possession and ownership rights, none of the tests produced
C&I that address the nature of conditions, legal or otherwise, attached to land tenure security.
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Attention to this detail could be extremely useful, since such conditions can be powerful
determinants of patterns of social change. The idea that rights of access to land should be tied
to its use has been widely upheld in policy forums and by academics (Christodoulou 1990). In
fact, in traditional societies throughout much of Africa and Amazonia this is the norm for
privately held (but not owned) or communal land. Enshrining these conditions within the law
could guard against rural capitalism culminating in more skewed land ownership distribution
patterns. Even so, policies and laws that tie access to land with restrictive land use must normally
include a package of conditions (or set of decrees) designed to ensure the tie does not lead to
adverse environmental consequences. In Brazil, for instance, until recently linking tenure security
with productive land use caused deforestation as farmers cleared forest to prove land was being
brought into agricultural production. New legislation has since considerably offset this undesirable
outcome.
State policies and laws often create conditions under which communal land can be
converted into privately owned holdings and thus a marketable commodity. The broader
implications are numerous and they extend over social, economic and environmental spheres.
At the larger of the two Brazilian test site communities, the question of how land sales would
affect the communitys social structure was topical among some of its leadership, although
such sales to date have been rare. Despite the far-reaching implications of capitalisation and
land sales, no C&I that specifically address these issues were created on any of the tests.

8.3

Compatibility between Community and State
Management and Development Objectives

If the national law is to embrace the interests of all citizens then careful analysis is required of
the rights and responsibilities of different groups and which compromises are to be upheld by
the law. To address these issues, it is necessary to distinguish between stakeholder groups, who
may have an interest in community forest resources, and shareholder groups, that exclusively
hold the right to control community forest resources and the distribution of costs and benefits
arising from them.

8.3.1 C&I: Compatibility between Local Objectives/Capabilities and
State Policies and Laws
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes
Indicator:
State and NGOs assist
communities in
sustainable forest
management.
Value judgement:
The phrasing of the indicator
(i.e., assist) leaves this
indicator open to considerable
value judgement/
interpretation. To make this a
useful indicator it would need
to be specified directly or
through its verifiers.

The Cameroonian social C&I, we have already mentioned,
emphasises compatibility between the forest management and
development goals of the community and those of the State.
Among these are several indicators and verifiers concerning
compatibility that are dispersed under several criteria. The issue
is also the subject of a full C&I complex (Box 8.1), headed by
the criterion Community management of forest resources
and State priority goals on forest management and
development are compatible. The legal recognition of
community land and resource tenure rights is indirectly
addressed by the criterions supporting indicator Capacity of
the legal system to include the aspirations of local
communities in forest management. The content of and
changes in forest policies and regulations, and the outcome of
law reforms, are the subjects of the indicators related verifiers.
Together, the indicator and its verifiers imply that some
communication between the State and the community is needed
to unify the activities of different interest groups under a
common end-goal of sustainability and for monitoring to lead
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to mutual cooperation in implementing management
adjustments. Without communication, compatibility when it
does appear will be coincidental and, as such, may be only
transitory.
The second indicator State and NGOs assist communities in
sustainable forest management for the Cameroonian criterion
on compatibility implies appreciation of this need. The indicator
aims to identify initiatives taken by the State and NGOs to
actively promote sustainability. One verifier to evaluate the
quality of assistance provided is Initiation of procedures for
obtaining legal Community Forests. This reflects the delivery
(or failure thereof) of practical, readily understood and
implemented extension advice. Another verifier is whether
education programmes are appropriately developed to further
integration of community and State goals. We return to further
discuss this complex of C&I in relation to education policy.

Box 8.1

Integration of CMF Systems and State Priority Goals
(Cameroonian Social C&I Set)

Criterion: Community management of forest resources and State priority goals
on forest management and development are compatible.
Supporting indicator:
·

Capacity of the legal system to include the aspirations of local communities in
forest management.
Supporting verifiers:
·

Content of forestry policy and regulation.

·

Changes in jurisdiction.

Supporting indicator:
·

State and NGOs assist communities in sustainable forest management.
Supporting verifiers
·

Initiation of procedures for obtaining legal (formal) community forests.

· Appropriate development of education programmes.

8.3.2 Communities, Capitalism, and Development Objectives
As outlined in Box 8.2 below, the integration of a community into a capitalist economy  whether
as an intentional development strategy or unsolicited  incites significant enough impacts that
one of the teams developed a subset of C&I specifically relating to them. São Pedro, the larger
of the two Brazilian test site communities, was significantly more integrated into the mainstream
capitalist economy, than was the smaller community, Cachoeira de Maró.40 The test team did

40

We do not intend to overlook the influence capitalism exerts over more isolated forest communities in the
region of the Brazilian test site or elsewhere. The smaller of the two Brazilian test site villages is heavily
dependent on river tradesmen (regatões) who purchase their agricultural and forest produce at very low prices
and sell essential commodities at highly inflated prices. Access to capital has helped communities with better
access to markets to purchase their own ships and thus break away from dependence on regatões.
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not attempt to quantify wage labour or landlessness in São Pedro, but the majority of families
appeared to cultivate their own land in the traditional way. However, the timber company which
operated in the area until recently has profoundly affected the communitys economic order.
Several villagers complained bitterly about the companys exploitation of labourers as well as
about its mismanagement of timber resources. Local conditions suggest the communitys
economic order could undergo more drastic transformations as a result of future participation
in the market economy. Aware that this possibility could transpire and cause wealth inequalities
to wider within their community, villagers have started to organise themselves to control changes
of this type. The Brazilian social specialist saw the present time as a critical juncture in the
communitys economic history. This, and the international importance of capitalism in reshaping
subsistence economies, led him to formulate a series of C&I for assessing the impact of
rural capitalism on labour, and on politico-legal instruments designed to mediate this impact
(Box 8.2).
Box 8.2

Criterion:

Legal and Policy Measures Necessitated by
Processes of Capitalisation
(Brazilian Social C&I Set)

Workers rights and conditions are appropriate and at least
considered just in employment relations between community
members and external actors, concerning the use of agroforestry
resources.

Supporting indicator:
·

Salaries and benefits are appropriate in relation to the tasks performed.
Supporting verifiers:
·

Community members have basic workers documentation and access to legal
benefits.

Supporting indicator:
· Absence of underpayment and the exploitation of child and female work.
Supporting verifiers
·

Pertinent labour legislation is enforced.

· The history, structure and allocation of labour within the community over recent
decades. Supporting indicator:
·

The right to class organisation is guaranteed.

Supporting verifiers:
·

The history and structure of intra- and inter-community organisation.

· The history of the communitys participation in the definition of public policies of
local and regional impact.
Supporting indicator:
· The right of collective negotiation between the community, its representatives and
external actors is guaranteed.
Supporting verifiers:
· Contemporary histories of relations with external actors and the negotiation
mechanisms used by external actors.

The above box highlights one of the difficulties in assessing change in forest communities
and the policy or legal response to this: definition of terms. What criteria should be employed to
differentiate, for instance, between those children whose work on their own family farms is
often justified on the grounds of being a learning and socialisation process, and those who are
engaged in similar activities elsewhere but are being exploited as cheap labour? This is a reminder
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of the importance of clarifying words (e.g., work) and terms (e.g., child labour) used in C&I
that can readily generate ethnocentric assumptions. This consideration is critical if C&I are to
guide policy and law reform towards more accurately targeting and protecting certain groups,
such as children, within forest communities undergoing rapid cultural and economic
transformation.

8.4

The Role of Communication and Community
Participation in Policy and Law Development

The Cameroonian team did not create any indicators that specifically examine how the forest
community proactively assists the State apply local knowledge to tailor assistance to its needs.
However, the Cameroonian social indicator Community dialogue structures exist for the
negotiation/discussion of forest management issues with state services and NGOs reflects
recognition of the need for dialogue between the community and the State to inform policy
making.
The question of communication between policy makers and the community is more
explicitly raised in the Indonesian social subset. Verifiers accompanying several of the C&I in
this subset aim to assess whether policy-guided government plans and development programmes
are based on information exchange and participation. However, even here no stress is placed on
establishing how proactive community participation is (Box 8.3).

Box 8.3

Criterion:

Knowledge Mobilisation to Administer Policies in
Support of Agroforestry
(Indonesian Social C&I Set)

Optimisation of the local agroforestry system.

Indicator:
· There are policies and activities to rationalise the ladang (shifting cultivation) system.
Verifiers:
· The use of local knowledge.
·

Mobilising scientific knowledge.

· Training.
·

Field trials.

The inclusion of Field trials as a verifier, allows some assessment of whether policy
makers are taking steps to encourage community participation in the monitoring of potential
solutions to local constraints. Should monitoring show these solutions to be viable, then stronger
policies in support of their dissemination and implementation can be created.
Participation in policy and law making and government planning was seen by all the test
teams as central to building consensus and, therefore, also to the coordination of government
and community activities to support the dual goal of ecological sustainability and socio-economic
equity.
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8.4.1

Participatory Processes as a means to Prevent and/or Manage
Conflicts

Although no C&I were created that directly address the role of participatory policy and law
formulation as a means of conflict prevention and management, this can be inferred from the
other complexes of C&I on these processes. Several Cameroonian C&I refer, as we have seen,
to dialogue structures between the community and the State. Such dialogue structures promote
informed policy making, thereby increasing the chances of policies responding constructively
to problems affecting CMF. Indonesian C&I on tenure security raise the importance of community
participation in the official, geographical definition of tenure rights. Although these C&I make
no direct mention of conflict, their relevance to conflict management is indisputable.
The Indonesian social subset contains a complex of C&I for examining a communitys
participation in planning and implementing government plans and development programmes
that will affect local tenure or land utilisation systems (Box 8.4). This set of statements leads to
consideration of how participatory processes help ensure that governments plans/programmes
adequately provide for different local land use systems. By virtue of its focus on participation,
the complex can also reveal how well conflict between the community and the government is
being prevented or managed.

Box 8.4

Criterion:

Community Participation in Government
Development Programmes
(Indonesian Social C&I Set)

Government plans and development programmes are based on
local tenure and land utilisation systems.

Supporting indicator:
· Local land use systems form part of any development programme.
Supporting verifiers:
· The local community fully participates in planning.
· The local community fully participates in implementation.
· Gender equality in all processes.
· There is participation in decision making on benefit sharing.
· All categories of community members fairly participate in benefit

sharing.

8.4.2 Government and Legal Apparatus Accountability to the Rural
Constituency  Community Controls on the Power of
Government and the Law
Many historical and contemporary examples exist to teach us that government policies and
legislation cannot be relied upon to uphold the principles of sustainable resource use, social
equity and liberty. Several of the C&I reviewed above suggest that policies and laws need to be
scrutinised for their complementarity or compatibility with local interests and rights. Even laws
that are theoretically sound in principle, can yield scope for corruption and the abuse of local
confidence. Laws and policies need to be subjected to controls. Participation in policy decision
making and law reforms can introduce some controls, depending on the degree to which it
takes place. Hence, some of the C&I on participation are informative of the States accountability
to its citizens.
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Under the Cameroonian social criterion Institutions or
organisations exist to cater for the diverse interests of different
forest user and interest groups can be found the indicators
Decisions of conflict resolution institutions are respected
and Individual community members have the right to
appeal. The role of the state is introduced into the C&I
complex with the verifier Official law courts recognise
decisions of traditional legal systems given for the latter of
the two indicators. Other I&V that form part of the complex,
such as the indicator Community dialogue structures exist
for the negotiation/discussion of forest management issues
with state services and NGOs imply that the appeal should be
evaluated taking into account the opinions of diverse interest
groups.
In the Brazilian social subset, the matter of objection is
addressed through the assessment of community-exercised
rights to articulate and express a political opposition or
alternative. The concern was elevated to the criterion level
with the statement The community exercises the right to
social and political organisation. For the assessment of this
criterion, the indicator The community possesses forms of
inter-and intra-community organisations is provided and
the verifier, Existence of organisations recognised de facto
and legally. The Indonesia complex, wherein the right to
appeal is mentioned, leads the assessor toward considering
the case from a variety of viewpoints. The Brazilian set of
statements on the other hand points towards assessing the
communitys independence from other interest groups. The
Indonesian set does not contain any C&I on the right to appeal,
challenge or oppose decisions, legislation or policies. However,
numerous C&I contained in this set that refer to dialogue,
participation, representation, fairness and agreement, would
reveal pockets of opposition to decisions taken. How such
opposition is expressed and considered would also be revealed
by the C&I.

8.5

The Roles of State and Community Mechanisms in
Managing Conflict

The integration of diverse interests and maintenance of complementarity between the activities
and roles of different interest groups rests on successful conflict management. Conflicts occur
at different scales, around different issues and can involve any number of parties. They can
take place among community members, as well as between community members/communities
and external parties. Different conflict resolution mechanisms are needed depending on the
characteristics of the conflict in question. Likewise, the roles of different actors must be defined
in relation to the nature of the conflict. As well as being the antithesis of harmony, conflict
undermines power and control.
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8.5.1 C&I: The Role of State Laws and Policies in Conflict
Management
Many government policies, and particularly government laws, have an undeniable bearing on
conflict (Warner and Jones 1998). In theory, both policies and laws are meant to prevent or
resolve conflicts, while ensuring that natural resources are adequately protected. The law exists
to prevent, manage or resolve conflicts so as to allow policies to achieve their objectives
unobstructed. The law has the charge of regulating the policy domain to guarantee it remains
answerable to society. In this capacity it helps to ensure that policies themselves contribute to
conflict management. Often, however, laws in fact, may merely repress conflicts, impose
unsatisfactory solutions, or even trigger new conflicts, and thus provoke mistrust and defiance
in forest inhabitants.
Laws and policies often play a more important role in conflict management when forest
communities penetrate the market economy. The outcome of community commercial endeavours
will depend on the policies and laws regulating the market. As traditional subsistence economies
are transformed into market economies, they need to become increasingly subject to policies
and laws designed to regulate profit maximising behaviour, the pursuit of economies of scale
and the negative impacts these are liable to have on forest quality and area. External controls
become increasingly essential to prevent internal competition from unduly displacing weaker
competitors (e.g., subsistence farmers) from land or denying them access to forest benefits, or
from leading to the overexploitation of sharecroppers or wage labourers. Without such outside
regulation new types of conflict will build up and erupt.
Box 8.5

Criterion:

C&I on the Role of Policies and Laws in Community
Conflict Management
(Brazilian Social C&I)

Effective measures and institutions for conflict resolution must exist.

Supporting indicator:
· Informal mechanisms exist for the resolution and negotiation of community conflicts,
family disputes and complaints about the use, possession and ownership of
agroforestry resources.
Supporting verifiers:
· Solutions to conflicts and agreements are reached in a legitimate manner that
represents the common interest.
Supporting indicator:
· The application of legal proceedings in the resolution of conflicts about agroforestry
resources involving internal and/or external actors (neighbours, timber companies,
other communities, patrons, etc.).
Supporting verifiers
· Survey of legal registers of conflicts concerning land use and possession and
agroforestry resources, and their resolution.
· Individual and collective stories of legally arbitrated conflicts about agroforestry
resources, and their resolution.
· Individuals perception of the nature of conflict resolutions, the negotiation arena
and the concrete results of conflicts on resources.
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The complex of I&V under the Brazilian social criterion
Effective measures and institutions for conflict resolution
must exist is designed to assess how effectively legal channels
are used to manage forest resource conflicts among community
members or between them and outsiders (Box 8.5). The
criterion has two supporting indicators; one concerning informal
conflict resolution mechanisms and the other relating to formal
mechanisms. This implies there is a role for both types of
mechanisms.
The second of the two indicators The application of legal
proceedings in the resolution of conflicts about agroforestry
resources involving internal and/or external actors
(neighbours, timber companies, other communities, patrons,
etc.) and its verifiers relate to the national legal context which,
in theory, exists to ensure that conflicts at the community level
are resolved to the satisfaction of society at large. This indicator
is easily assessed with information assembled using open-ended
interview techniques for the proposed verifiers: Individual
and collective stories of legally arbitrated conflicts about
agroforestry resources, and their resolution and Individual
perceptions of the nature of conflict resolutions, the
negotiation arena and the concrete results of conflicts on
resources. These verifiers provide scope for subjective
judgement. Another verifier for the indicator, Survey of legal
registers of conflicts concerning land use and possession and
agroforestry resources, and their resolution, seeks more
objective evidence on the nature of conflict resolution involving
legal mechanisms.

To encourage acceptance, laws and policies must at least appear incorruptible, impartial
and non-negotiable outside the officially condoned frameworks for their reform. This often
makes them too inflexible to prevent or deal effectively with new forms of social injustice
emerging during periods of rapid socio-economic change. Well-designed reform processes are
essential to ensure laws and policies keep abreast with social and environmental change and
provide constructive and timely direction to the development of CMF. Depending on community
involvement, the actual reform processes that aim to produce outputs capable of preventing,
managing or resolving conflicts, can themselves function as conflict management processes.

8.5.2

The Relationship between State Legislative and Community
Conflict Resolution Mechanisms

The respective roles of state and community regulatory mechanisms for resolving conflicts in
which the community is considered from two perspectives in this report. The issue of community
rights to settle their affairs on their own terms without the interference of the nation state is
addressed in chapters 6 and 7 of this report (Socio-economic aspects of CMF C&I). The role
of the state in conflict management in general terms is discussed above; this discussion is
continued here with an exploration of its limitations. This avenue of discussion leads then to an
assessment of potential compatibilities or linkages between community and state mechanisms.
The national legal apparatus is beset with certain inherent shortcomings with respect to
its capacity to resolve natural resource conflicts both between private persons or groups, as
well as between these and the public interest (Glazewshi et al. 1991). The ideological foundations
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of the legal system, for example, may not validate the basic rights of forest inhabitants. It may
be insufficiently flexible to address the special needs of minority groups. Law reforms may lag
behind the development of new conflicts of interest borne out of rapid socio-economic change.
Most of these potential drawbacks are addressed either explicitly or implicitly by C&I reviewed
above or in the following sections
Effective law enforcement, if at all feasible, requires public spending on a scale often
beyond the means of developing countries. Resolution processes involving the legal system
tend to be protracted and expensive. During their course, the role of the law is often marginalised,
and its effectiveness limited. Furthermore, the distance of the law from the dispute complicates
the gathering of information and proof related to the case. Multi-faceted disputes of interest,
for example, are poorly suited to resolution by the legal system, as they tend to compound these
complications. In some cases, communities simply do not have access to financial means for
the legal resolution of a dispute.
For these and other reasons, dispute settlement outside state law mechanisms is often
advantageous. Fewer administrative bottle necks have to be negotiated, and thus consensus
may be achieved more quickly than in a state managed case. The conflict resolution process
takes place closer to the site of the conflict, making it easier to compile information and proof.
Face-to-face negotiations can proceed without the delays involved in long, drawn out legal
proceedings.

8.5.3

C&I: Community Control over Forest Resources Conflict
Management

Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

The above Brazilian criterions first indicator Informal
mechanisms exist for the resolution and negotiation of
community conflicts, family disputes and complaints about
the use, possession and ownership of agroforestry resources
is supported by the verifier Solutions to conflicts and
agreements are reached in a legitimate manner that
represents the common interest. These statements
unambiguously seek to establish the communitys ability to
successfully regulate its internal affairs and social relations.
The cost incurred to the community as a whole by the
resolution of conflicts between individuals or groups is a point
of interest here.
The Cameroonian social C&I subset includes the verifier The
number of land conflicts resolved informally within the
community compared to the number of conflicts presented
to State courts. This too can help determine how well
communities deal with conflict situations without assistance.
It can indicate a communitys reliance on external support for
resolving land conflicts (which may have emerged, in some
cases, as a result of their rights to control land access
distribution having been taken away by the state).
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In the Cameroonian social set, one verifier appears to be
particularly revealing of forest communities uncontested selfdetermination: Official law courts recognise decisions of
traditional legal systems. Its evaluation entails the comparison
of regulatory systems to establish how well the communitys
system of governance is validated or ratified by the States
legal system. This verifier can provide insight into the
compatibility between the communities systems for selfgovernance and the States priorities with respect to multiple
dimensions of forest management, including inputs (factors
of production), processes (objective setting and decision
making) and outputs (distribution patterns). Its assessment,
however, is very information demanding.
The most appropriate and effective mix of legal and community regulations is bound to
vary from context to context, and over time. The ability of some communities to regulate
resource access and resolve disputes is fast declining; adjustments in the balance of community
and state controls are required to bring such trends under control The extension of capitalism
into traditional forest communities can, as implied above, make unprepared communities vulnerable
and highly dependent on the power of national laws and policies to protect them. The nature of
problems characteristic of rural capitalism (free-riding, landlessness, exploitation of cheap labour,
etc.) suggests conflict management through spontaneous consensus decision-making processes
that include all stakeholder groups will yield inadequate results, at least in the short-term. This is
because of the persistent difficulties of reaching true agreement between groups with many
conflicting interests and power differentials. Enforcement of compromises/decisions reached
on the basis of social welfare theory and democratic voting processes may need to be rigorous
in order to keep conflict below socially disruptive levels. (This leaves open the possibility of
self/collaborative enforcement). This is especially likely to be the case where a sizeable proportion
of the population is already impoverished in relative terms or is on the brink of absolute poverty,
and would therefore suffer exceptionally severe consequences from continuing or greater
exclusion from forest benefits.

8.6

Policy and Legal Restrictions on Forest Exploitation

As traditional forest communities grow in size and their pressure on forest resources increases,
they tend to be drawn increasingly into the domain of national law. Many countries have made
substantial advances in the past few decades towards outlawing unsustainable harvesting methods
and rates. However, many worthy, existing laws fail to address the nature or scale of local
problems because of lack of adequate supporting legal decrees and policies or inadequate resources
for enforcement. Problems of mismatch between regional policies and laws and local problems
persist. Some policies and laws inadvertently create criminality out of poverty through their
inadequate preparation and inflexibility. During the Brazil test, community members explained to
the ecologist that some of his suggestions regarding the designation of areas for wildlife sanctuaries
would be unworkable as people would not be able to afford to forego harvesting produce within
them. They explained that if laws were introduced to criminalise harvesting in certain areas,
then people would have no other option than to break the law.
Table 8.2 presents the C&I referring to laws that restrict or prohibit specific forest
resource exploitation methods. Only the Indonesian C&I subsets are devoid of such references.
It is not always clear whether the C&I relating to rules, norms, prohibitions, etc., refer to
community or State regulations. In most cases, where no explicit mention is made of the law,
we have assumed they were intended first and foremost for the assessment of the communitys
own regulatory capacity. For some instances, however, related criteria or indicators specifically
identify the context.
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The overall appropriateness of individual laws for forest communities of different sizes
and degrees of isolation must be evaluated by a consortium of actors, including community
representatives and national policy and law decision makers. The impact of forest harvesting
depends on human population density and settlement patterns as well as the population dynamics
of the exploited species under given environmental conditions. In some small and remote
indigenous forest communities, hunting some species may have an insignificant impact on
those populations. In such cases, if hunting is part of the cultural heritage then imposing a ban
on it would appear to be contradictory to a commitment to securing conditions for cultural
survival.
Hunting and harvesting pressures are also strongly influenced by the technologies used.
Interestingly, no C&I were included specifically on laws restricting the use of chainsaws and
firearms. These technologies are having an increasing impact on both forest quality and on
intra- and inter-community social relations. The incidence of their ownership may give some
indication of market integration. The Brazil test occurred just after the Brazilian government had
raised the price of ammunition. Such pricing policies can have of far-reaching effects. Local
shopkeepers at the Brazilian test site said they expected this price rise to dramatically reduce the
incidence of hunting. It was not clear whether the rise would cause an increase in other, more
traditional hunting methods such as trapping.
Table 8.2

C&I on National Laws Regulating Community Forest Management

&DPHURRQ
&ULWHULRQ



%UD]LO
BBBBB

,QGLJHQRXVVWUDWHJLHVDLPHGDW
UHGXFLQJSUHVVXUHRQZLOGOLIH
DUHZRUNHGRXWLQFRQIRUPLW\

,QGLFDWRU



/HJDOPLQLPXPRIPEHOWRI

ZLWKODZVDQGUHJXODWLRQVRQ

IRUHVWYHJHWDWLRQDORQJULYHUV

KXQWLQJ

DQGVWUHDPVLVXSKHOG

,QGLFDWRU



,QGRQHVLD

/DZVDQGUHJXODWLRQVRQ

9HULILHUV



1HVWLQJEHDFKHVDQGRWKHUWXUWOH

KXQWLQJDUHNQRZQWRDOO

HJJOD\LQJORFDWLRQVDUH

SDUWLFLSDQWV

SURWHFWHGE\IRUPDODQG
LQIRUPDOPHFKDQLVPV

9HULILHUV

HVSHFLDOO\GXULQJWKHGU\VHDVRQ



WKDWLVFULWLFDOIRUWKHLU

3XEOLFDWLRQRIWKHOLVWRI
SDUWLDOO\RUWRWDOO\SURWHFWHG
VSHFLHV



UHSURGXFWLRQ



1RFDSWXUHRILQGLYLGXDOILVK

.QRZOHGJHKHOGE\DOORIWKH

WKDWDUHEHORZWKHPLQLPXP

VWDUWDQGILQLVKRIWKHKXQWLQJ

VL]HDVGHILQHGE\ILVKLQJODZV

VHDVRQ

H[LVWLQJIRULPSRUWDQW
FRPPHUFLDOILVKVSHFLHV

,QGLFDWRU



'HVWUXFWLYHKXQWLQJWRROVDQG
PHWKRGVDUHRXWODZHG

9HULILHUV




+XQWLQJZLWKWUDSVLVEDQQHG
)RUELGGHQWRROVDQGPHWKRGV

8.7

Issues under the Control of Social Welfare Policy

Social welfare policy influences community expectations about gains to be made from integration
into the mainstream culture, and about the types of gains made possible through improved
forest resource access and management. Social welfare policy includes health and education
policy, legal aid and policy on infrastructure development. Indirectly, all these policy areas can
impact heavily on the sustainability of local forest resource management.
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8.7.1 Health Policy
Based on the currently accepted view that population growth will accelerate rates of forest
conversion to agriculture, family planning programmes that effectively contain population growth
rates have long-term positive implications for the survival of forests. Vaccination, hygiene and
nutritional programmes all help ensure human energy is channelled into administering good
natural resource management practice rather than to recovery from illness or tending the ill, or
supporting unproductive dependants. Less wealthy rural families generally suffer from poorer
health, a circumstance that propels them into a vicious circle of sickness reducing agricultural
or forest production and thus causing malnutrition resulting in further sickness.41 Rural health
policy is therefore a critical determinant of the distribution of access to forest benefits. Although
all teams developed C&I for the assessment of traditional medicinal knowledge, none of them
developed C&I on access to State-run health services or on the quality of these.

8.7.2 C&I: Formal Education
The C&I created on formal State education are presented in Table 8.3. The issue is most
thoroughly addressed by the Indonesian social subset, and thereafter, in a less direct way, by
the Cameroonian social subset. Formal state education is not referred to in the Brazilian set.
Table 8.3

C&I: Formal Education

&DPHURRQ
&ULWHULRQ



&RPPXQLW\PDQDJHPHQWRI

,QGRQHVLD
3ULQFLSOH
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PDQDJHPHQWDQG
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HGXFDWLRQVXSSRUWV



VXVWDLQDELOLW\RIIRUHVWV
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IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW
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IRUPDOHGXFDWLRQ
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FRQVFLRXVQHVVUDLVLQJ

9HULILHUV




/HVVRQVRQHQYLURQPHQW
/HVVRQVRQORFDOODQGXVH
V\VWHPV

41

Farmers at the Brazilian test site explained that illness often causes them not to use areas of slashed forest.
Impenetrable, difficult to clear thickets form on these abandoned plots meaning that, rather than use them at
the next possible opportunity, farmers will choose to clear new areas of forest or fallow. Unnecessary forest
clearance thus takes place and scarce human energy resources are squandered.
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Formal education is usually directly controlled by National education policy. Education
policy, in most countries, adheres to a body of legislation that enshrines, to a lesser or greater
degree, peoples right to know. Literacy programmes and schooling empower people, providing
access to information, theories and decision-making processes that have evolved, at least in
part, outside the traditional context, yet potentially influence it. Being able to read and write and
having basic numeracy skills are critical assets that can help with matters as diverse as following
instructions on pesticide labels to obtaining waged employment to save up the money to buy a
chainsaw. Appropriate education helps rural people access and apply modern health advice. It
has also been established that education can help women emancipate themselves in cultures that
traditionally deny them opinions, unrestricted movement, and/or other forms of power. The
provisional plan for the creation of an Extractive Reserve including the territory of the two
Brazilian test site communities, contains an adult literacy programme for residents of communities
within the reserves catchment area. Some inhabitants of São Pedro saw this as an essential
component if people are to understand the reserves legal basis and to gradually assume a fully
active role in its management.
Comments and
observations on C&I
attributes

Because of its empowering capacity, many governments
develop education policies cautiously, or even hinder their
development in certain directions if they feel that to do so
might precipitate a challenge to their position of power.
However, theoretical and moral education is essential for
law enforcement, and this is of interest to all nation states,
including the most dictatorial. (Although it is argued that, in
the latter, formal education to reinforce law and order may be
more a form of indoctrination than a measure designed to serve
the public good). Relevant to these observations is the
Cameroonian social criterion Community management of
forest resources and state priority goals on forest management
and development are compatible. This criterion is supported
by two indicators Capacity of the legal system to include
the aspirations of local communities in forest management
and State and NGOs assist communities in sustainable forest
management. The second indicators verifier Appropriate
development education programmes implies that education
programmes have to integrate people into the national system
on a two-tiered basis. They have to build rural peoples
awareness of the law and associated policies and how these
relate to their livelihoods. This should provide people with the
necessary information to comply with laws and policies, or to
articulate an opposition to them. This two-pronged approach
to the legal systems inclusion of local aspirations, would need
to have built into it multi-directional communication channels
between the recipients of education, the educating institutions
and the legal authorities. Only thus would formal education
serve to strengthen the States accountability to the rural
population.
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Depending on the curriculum content, education can empower
and lead to authority and economic means. The Indonesian
indicator Public access to all grades of formal education is
indicative of government commitment to public participation
in rural and national development. The interest in increasing
participation in environmental decision-making through
education is revealed by the Indonesian social indicator Local
curricula content is devoted to environmental consciousness
raising. The verifiers accompanying this indicator stress both
consciousness raising on general environmental issues and on
the more detailed matters pertaining to the local land use system.
The importance of local land use systems is often lost from
sight as these systems buckles under the stresses brought about
by increasing land scarcity, or are severely compromised by
incentives to enlarge production for market surpluses.

The formulation of an appropriate education system in support of environmental
sustainability was made a principle by the Indonesian social specialist. He emphasised the crucial
role of formal education in filling the vacuum created by the erosion of traditional forms of
education. This erosion has occurred or is occurring within the framework of modernisation
and/or the disappearance of traditional cultures and mechanisms, including both subtle and
dramatic changes. In Indonesia, during the first few decades following Independence,
government policy actively discouraged ethnic groups from living in long houses, most of
which were consequently destroyed and never replaced. As settlements increased in size, and
contacts with the outside world become more frequent and diverse in nature, new social
differences emerged and new perceptions began to take over from the traditional worldview.
Changes such as these define the vacuum that the formal education system must fill. The
question that remains is how it should fill this vacuum.
Noted on the Indonesian test were the shortcomings of the nation-wide application of a
uniform national education curriculum that takes no account of patterns of social and
environmental diversity. The text and illustrations in most schoolbooks are identical from one
side of Indonesia to the other. Problems were also identified in connection with the transfer of
a curriculum, custom-made for the urban context and compiled in a national and alien technical
language, directly to rural schools whose pupils are brought up speaking their local language.
These conditions are typical of many countries, not only Indonesia. They present serious
challenges to the long-term prospects for bringing indigenous and traditional forest communities
and policy makers together on a level playing field to integrate their interests.
Education policy and its relationship to the changing circumstances of forest communities
should be monitored to gage how effectively the curriculum is being adapted in response to new
needs. Monitoring is also required to assess whether the policys role in the transmission of
local, traditional knowledge is adequate for the purposes of preserving this knowledge and
building on it in response to ongoing change. Essentially, the Indonesian social specialist
maintained, the formal curriculum should be complementary to any continuing systems of
informal traditional education; the two curricula should be mutually supportive of each other,
and of sustainability in the community forestry sector. This is a theme underlying the Indonesian
social criterion Formal and non-formal education supports the sustainability of forests.
Provisions could be incorporated into curricula to promote the development of local comparative
advantage. Teaching would be required to include a practical focus on technologies and processes
linked to sustainable and more efficient modes of forest and agricultural production. An assessment
procedure sensitive enough to register the scope of existing teaching provisions can help formulate
a more accurate description of future CMF scenarios. How education policies can be reformed
to enhance sustainability would become clearer.
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Absent, however, from the country sets are C&I that could highlight the existence of
provisions for, or evidence of, interactive community participation in curriculum development.
However, the inhabitants at the Indonesian test sites perception of the main problem with their
childrens schooling was not the same as that of the researchers. At the site, some parents said
their children could be doing more useful things than going to school. In Darok, the teacher
complained of a lack of basic teaching materials and understaffing; the latter causing the school
to remain closed over much of each school year. From these perspectives, refining the curriculum
to make it more relevant to local environmental and related social problems may appear a luxury;
from the researchers perspective it is as much a necessity as teaching staff and materials.

8.8 Summary Conclusions
Our brief review of the C&I generated and the inferences that can be drawn from them suggests
that the test team specialists found it imperative to consider the role of the legal system in
conjunction with the communitys capacity and right to manage its own conflicts. C&I that
bring to light the relationship between these domains abound. The information they generate is
critical to understanding how these domains could be rendered more mutually supportive or
complementary. Among the key processes highlighted by the C&I are information transfer and
development processes, e.g., education curricula, communication channels, and dialogue, and
processes that promote accountability, such as appeal mechanisms. These imply a recognised
need for the community and the state to jointly participate in the formulation and review of laws
and policies. The issue of participation is also raised as an issue in itself that cross-cuts policy
and legal implementation, evaluation and reform processes.
Complementarity and compatibility are terms raised in connection with policies and
legislation relating to several issues, for example: between formal and informal education; between
state and community conflict resolution mechanisms; between community and societal interests;
between policies and legislation; and between traditional and new technologies.
The C&I also promote the analysis of provisions made by state legislation for integrating
community interests with larger societal interests. As part of its obligation to serve in the public
interest, the test team members appear to converge on the opinion that the legal system should
provide a framework for securing community autonomy in so far as this corresponds with the
rights of traditional forest communities to actively exercise their cultural heritage.
Scale is another theme reoccurring in the C&I relating to policy. Related to this is the
question raised by some C&I of the local relevance and appropriateness of nation wide policies
and legislation on issues as diverse as hunting and the content of the formal education curriculum.
Finally, there is the question raised by many of the C&I regarding the motives of legislation
and policies, and the extent to which these reflect and protect local interests. C&I were developed
to investigate not only the ideological basis of policies and legislation, but the existence and
recourse to mechanisms for challenging policies and legislation on the basis of their ideological
foundations. The states obligations extend to providing mechanisms that communities can
employ to appeal against interventionist legislation that threatens to compromise their autonomy.
Some of the descriptive C&I seek to compare attributes of State-controlled systems and
their community equivalent. From a pragmatic perspective, we feel the country sets would be
more powerful assessment tools if C&I on rules and regulations made clearer distinctions
between their origins; i.e. whether the rules and regulations were formulated by the community
or external actors.
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Chapter 9.
Knowledge, Communication and Culture:
Assessing their Significance to Sustainable
Community Managed Forests42
9.1 Overview
Over one hundred of the C&I statements refer explicitly to knowledge, most often local
knowledge. A communitys knowledge of its forest, it would appear, was therefore regarded as
highly indicative of its capacity for sustainable forest management. From this it follows that the
existence of effective processes for keeping local knowledge alive, and allowing it to evolve
and grow, also indicates the sustainability of forests.
Knowledge embraces information, perceptions, and understandings, and the recognised
effects of different combinations of these. It allows forest use-options and methods for developing
their potential to be recognised. It includes the understanding of practices and their implications
for sustainability. How relationships between factors and phenomena form, evolve and/or
disintegrate is also explained by knowledge.
Knowledge, however, is not in itself a panacea for sustainability, as it can be abused. The
saying a little knowledge is a dangerous thing can easily be applied to the forest management
context. Knowledge deficits sometimes occur where knowledge has been eroded by the
disintegration of traditional systems. Alternatively such deficits may form where the evolution
of knowledge fails to keep pace with the speed of new developments. Appropriate responses to
these new developments, which in some cases would amount to their rejection, then remain
unknown.
Knowledge is the basis upon which people assume attitudes towards the natural
environment and their fellow human beings. Insufficient knowledge of forest and human systems,
and/or loss of traditional/local knowledge bases can create or shape attitudes that may not support
sustainability.
In as far as knowledge reflects peoples capacities to exploit and protect the natural
environment which is their primary source of livelihood, knowledge is the ultimate manifestation
of culture43. Some scholars believe all forests are turned into cultural phenomena through human
perceptions (Schmithusen 1997). A culture is as much a knowledge reservoir as it is the ways in
which this reservoir is used and replenished. Consequently, communication mechanisms are
imperative for a cultures survival. Language, traditions of oral history and apprentices, other
social structures, settlement patterns and transportation routes for the flow and exchange of
information all influence the reproduction, evolution and diffusion of culture. The three country
sets of C&I include some C&I that seek to assess the significance of all these matters.
Community managed forests are human interpretations of the meaning and functions of
natural forest environments. As cultural manifestations, their state of health internalises the
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limitations of human understanding and attitudes. Seen thus, forests are shaped by human
responses to factual observations of nature, superstitious explanations of natural phenomena,
and religious obligations. All these responses, therefore, emanate from knowledge constructs
that incorporate explanations and deductions created with the applied use of information, logic
and with reference to a wider socio-environmental context.
From this it follows that local forest knowledge often includes knowledge of semi-gods
and guardian spirits that protect the plant and animal kingdoms. As one farmer at the Brazilian
test site community of São Pedro put it: we need good knowledge of the forest, of where the
trees are, where the animals are or else we will meet with surprises and will be more likely to
enrage the Curupira. (The Curupira is the mother of the forest, an entity inherited from
Amerindian ancestors.) Disrespect for the animal subjects under her benevolent eye incites her
wrath, the prospect of which to this day continues to consume many Caboclo hunters with fear.
Ignorance of her sensibilities and domain can culminate in profound human misery.
Distinctions drawn by indigenous forest societies between wilderness habitats and areas
of human habitation are often nebulous. An exemple of the subtlety of distinction is the belief
that the spirits of the dead, and sometimes even the living, are believed to migrate into the
bodies of animals. Many forest peoples in West Africa believe humans sometimes transform
into animals. Such beliefs are also held by some Caboclos in the region of our Brazilian test site.
They relate an assumed form of human infiltration into the animal kingdom; one which confers
upon people a notion of how forest animals experience their environment and contact with
humans.
Discussed below are the tested C&I thought to be of relevance to assessing local knowledge
and its broader cultural, socio-economic and ecological implications. In leading to their
discussion, we first draw attention to how the C&I sets proposed are themselves knowledge
constructs distinguishable from the knowledge they seek to discover.

9.2 The C&I for CMF Sets as Manifestations of Knowledge
The C&I sets are themselves manifestations of knowledge, reflecting the knowledge of those
who created them by degrees varying according to the size and nature of their respective
contributions. They cannot be said to represent common knowledge because it is unclear how
widely their various component parts were commonly understood and agreed upon by different
participants. Obviously, the sets are descriptions of what their developers believe needs to be
known in order to understand forest resource use systems and their sustainability; in many
cases, this points primarily to local knowledge. Almost every principle in each of the three
country sets, for example, is supported by an indicator or verifier at some point that refers
explicitly to the existence of local knowledge on the topic. While this phenomenon is
understandable, the question remains to what extent this fully represents the necessary knowledge,
or in other words, what is unintentionally left out of the set because it exists outside the realm of
current understanding.
The application of any of the C&I will reveal existing knowledge or contribute to the
development of new knowledge. One can assume, therefore, that they will all provide some
insight into a communitys culture; its health, and degree of evolution or transformation. Even
the majority of C&I that make no mention of culture are revealing of cultural phenomena.
While none of the country sets makes direct references to cultural adaptation or erosion, these
processes will be revealed by assessments conducted with interdisciplinary C&I sets, such as
those created by these tests, especially if they are applied as monitoring tools at periodic intervals.
All strands of change have a modifying effect on culture, however slight, through their immediate
influence on perceptions and possible generation of side effects leading to altered, if sometimes
delayed, responses.
Monitoring with an integrated, interdisciplinary set of C&I will provide an overview of
cultural shifts induced by different internal or external stimuli. Using C&I of participation in

Knowledge, Communication and Culture

201

decision making and knowledge exchange, including the mobilisation of scientific knowledge,
makes it possible to plot factors guiding the course of cultural evolution or disintegration. The
factors can be isolated, and their response to interventions observed and studied.
In spite of the power of all C&I to generate information on knowledge and culture, many
test participants felt it expedient to develop some C&I that directly target knowledge and, to a
lesser extent, culture. They felt that the inclusion of such C&I in assessment protocols
would lead to a better understanding of the social and ecological dimensions of community
managed forests.

9.3

The C&I Sets Implicit and Explicit Treatment of
Knowledge-related Issues

Three aspects of knowledge appear to be given prominence by the proposed C&I sets. These
are:
1. The extensiveness of the C&I sets knowledge (i.e., the variety of topics covered and
the proposed depth of their examination);
2. The documentation/registration (storage) of information and knowledge as future
reference sources; and
3. The processes via which knowledge erodes, evolves and/or grows.

9.3.1

The Extensiveness of the C&I Sets Knowledge Contents

The knowledge frames constructed by the C&I sets are extremely comprehensive. In all cases
their coverage extends into the following four broad areas:
· ecological knowledge (of the forest, soils, animals, plants, etc.);
· practical knowledge (know-how and techniques and technologies for tending,
harvesting, processing and using forest resources);
· socio-economic knowledge (this is divided into knowledge of economic value and
factors affecting this, and knowledge of norms, regulations and legal instruments
designed to control forest resource access and distribution patterns, and enforce
boundaries); and
· cultural knowledge (of myths, legends, proverbs, folktales, ethics, etc.)44.
This breadth of coverage was of course largely predetermined with the adoption of an
inter/multi-disciplinary research team approach to C&I development.

9.3.2

The Documentation/Registration (Storage) of Information and
Knowledge

The C&I sets make mention of many different formats for holding or storing knowledge (and
information) for subsequent usage and communication. Possession of means for storing and
conveying knowledge indicates the existence of facilities for cultural reproduction and, hence,
for the survival of the communitys cultural heritage and identity. The only forms of knowledge
storage to which all three country sets refer are narratives and stories. The Indonesian and
Brazilian sets also mention maps. In the Cameroonian and Brazilian sets mention is made of
calendars. Other forms of knowledge documentation identified in the C&I include tables, matrices
(Brazil), publications (Cameroon), legal documents (Brazil).
The documentation or registration of information and knowledge is important to the
assessment of the sustainability of CMFs for several reasons. First, apart from their knowledge
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storage and communication capacity, stories, maps, tables, matrices, compendia, legal documents
and calendars can all be used effectively to organise knowledge. Organisation of knowledge
plays a vital role in facilitating its appropriate application.
Secondly, documented information can serve as baseline information that can impart an
historical perspective to current circumstances, thereby allowing us to trace some of the cause
and effect relationships responsible for particular outcomes. Sometimes this information can be
used to generate predictions on the basis of relationships identified as responsible for past
outcomes. Alternatively, documented baseline information can be referred back to in monitoring
to establish the type and rate of change occurring within specified periods. Monitoring can
reveal how well the outcomes of planned interventions achieve objectives, or isolate the effect
on sustainability of some uncontrolled variable or phenomenon. Documenting the results of
assessments and monitoring activities makes it possible to keep track of change and observe
how it complies with expectations and the achievement of sustainability. Documentation in this
sense also supports the emergence of new knowledge.
Documenting and storing knowledge is also important for the preservation of traditional
knowledge and values during periods of change. After certain cultural features have been
abandoned or modified, knowledge storage facilities can enable the communities to remain
aware of its history and roots. They allow communities to recover knowledge from their past as
they wish. Documented traditional knowledge and histories can be incorporated into formal
education curricula to increase the relevance of these to the local situation, and offer a means
for bridging the past with the future. Equally important, is their potential to forge links between
local and regional or national contexts.

9.3.3

The Processes via which Knowledge Erodes, Evolves and/or
Grows

Some of the most interesting observations concerning the depiction of knowledge by the C&I
sets relate to processes involving the application of knowledge. These processes involve
knowledge in various ways, for instance, they can involve or lead to:
· the storage of knowledge. i.e., individual or community development processes that
result in storage of knowledge within people and social institutions (either through the
functional ongoing application of knowledge or its storage in documented formats)
(9.3.3.1);
· the use of knowledge. i.e., processes that involve the application of knowledge in
decision making, the execution of know-how and techniques, and the skilled use of
technologies (9.3.3.2);
· the transfer of knowledge. i.e., informal or formal processes and their corresponding
social structures whereby knowledge is communicated between different individuals
or groups either within the community or between members or segments of the
community and outside entities (9..3.3.3); and/or
· the acquisition of knowledge, i.e ., information gathering and learning processes
(9.3.3.4).
These knowledge processes inter-relate in different and sometimes cyclical ways.
Successful knowledge transfer becomes knowledge acquisition from the recipients perspective.
Regular use of knowledge can also be considered a form of knowledge storage. The processes
combine into a knowledge system whose description reveals its health and potential for piloting
developments towards greater sustainability. The description of a knowledge system can indicate
the fit, or gaps between existing knowledge and knowledge requirements. It can also reveal
how successfully existing knowledge is mobilised in decision making, and how well its potential
relevance is exploited by mechanisms that ensure its inter-generational, inter-cultural and acrossclass/caste transfer. A communitys knowledge system, moreover, outlines its informal education
curriculum for it to learn and develop new knowledge - processes that also take place
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spontaneously, and to an unpredictable extent. Once a knowledge system has been outlined or
mapped, it becomes easier to recognise its weak and strong connections, channels and vehicles
for communication within the community, and between it and other communities and outside
entities.

i) Knowledge Storage
The vast majority of the statements explicitly mentioning knowledge (and related issues) refer
simply to its existence and, therefore, tacitly to its storage inside people (Table 9.1). This suggests
that what is valued is not so much repositories of knowledge, documented and conserved for
prosperity (something that much research on indigenous knowledge aims to do), but actively
knowledgeable people who keep knowledge alive by applying it in their daily lives.

Table 9.1

Selected C&I on the Documentation and Storage of Knowledge
&DPHURRQ

1DUUDWLYHVVWRULHV

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV



6WRU\WHOOLQJLVVWLOO



1DUUDWLYHVRIORFDOP\WKV

SURYHUEVDERXWIRUHVW

SHUIRUPHGE\HOGHUVIRU



6WRULHVRIDJURIRUHVWU\

SHRSOHUHODWLRQVKLSV

WKH\RXQJVWHUV

,QGLFDWRUV


)RONWDOHVDQG

UHVRXUFHVDQGORFDWLRQVRI
VSHFLDOKLVWRULFDODQG
FXOWXUDOVLJQLILFDQFH

,QGLFDWRUV

0DSV

9HULILHUV

 &RPPXQLW\SURSHUW\

 0DSSLQJRIWKH SULQFLSDO

ULJKWVDUHLQGLFDWHGRQ

ODQGXVHV ZLWKWKHXVHRI

RIILFLDOODQGXVHPDSV

PDSVDQGVDWHOOLWHLPDJHV


3DUWLFLSDWRU\PDSSLQJRI



0DSSLQJRIYHJHWDWLRQ

9HULILHUV

 3DUWLFLSDWRU\PDSSLQJ

17)3UHVRXUFHV

FRYHU IRUHVW IRUGLIIHUHQW
\HDUVXVLQJVDWHOOLWHLPDJHV



0DSRILQIUDVWUXFWXUHDQG
LWVHYROXWLRQRYHUUHFHQW
GHFDGHV

&DOHQGDUV

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV



 &KURQRORJLFDOFDOHQGDURI

$FWLYLW\FDOHQGDUVRI
GLIIHUHQWIRUHVWXVHU
JURXSV

DFWLYLWLHV

&DOHQGDURIULWXDOV
 &DOHQGDURIWKHFROOHFWLRQ
DQGH[WUDFWLRQRI
DJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWV

 'LVWULEXWLRQRISURGXFWLYH
DQGUHSURGXFWLYHDFWLYLWLHV
E\W\SH XVLQJWKHDQQXDO
FDOHQGDU

2WKHUIRUPDWV

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV





3XEOLFDWLRQRIWKHOLVWRI

0DWUL[ WDEOH LQFOXGLQJWKH

SDUWLDOO\RUWRWDOO\

SULQFLSDOXVHVRISURGXFWV

SURWHFWHGVSHFLHV

WKHWRROVDQGHTXLSPHQW
XVHGLQKDUYHVWLQJ
H[WUDFWLQJKDUYHVWLQJ
WHFKQLTXHVWLPHVSHQWDQG
ILQDQFLDOUHWXUQVE\
SURGXFW



6XUYH\RIOHJDOUHJLVWHUVRI
FRQIOLFWVFRQFHUQLQJODQG
XVHDQGSRVVHVVLRQDQG
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVDQG
WKHLUUHVROXWLRQ
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ii) Knowledge Use
A few C&I explicitly address the use or application of knowledge, while others provide a context
for environmentally and socially sound use (Table 9.2).

Table 9.2 Selected C&I on Knowledge Use
&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

%UD]LO

3ULQFLSOHV

,QGLFDWRUV

&ULWHULD







&RPPXQLW\IRUHVWPDQDJHPHQW
SUDFWLFHVDQGWHFKQLTXHVIXOO\
LQFRUSRUDWHLQGLJHQRXV



NQRZOHGJHV\VWHPV

7UDGLWLRQDOFRQVHUYDWLRQ

/RFDOFRQVFLHQFHDQG

FRQFHSWVH[LVW

NQRZOHGJHRIDJURIRUHVWU\

(TXLSPHQWXVHGLVDGDSWHGWR

UHVRXUFHXVHDQGPDQDJHPHQW

ORFDOWHFKQRORJLFDONQRZOHGJH

GHPRQVWUDWHDQHWKLFRI
VXVWDLQDEOHODXGXVHDQG

&ULWHULD

9HULILHUV





.QRZOHGJHRIWKHIRUHVWLVXVHG

FRQVHUYDWLRQ

7KHXVHRIORFDONQRZOHGJHWR

DVDPHFKDQLVPWRHQVXUHDW

UDWLRQDOLVHWKHODGDQJ VKLIWLQJ

OHDVWPLQLPXPOLYHOLKRRGVWR

FXOWLYDWLRQ V\VWHP

,QGLFDWRUV



FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV

(YLGHQFHRIV\PEROLFFRGHVDQG
P\WKVWKDWKDYHDUHJXODWRU\
HIIHFWWKDWFRQWULEXWHWRWKH

9HULILHUV

FRQVHUYDWLRQRIDJURIRUHVWU\



UHVRXUFHV

/RFDOVNLOOHQGRZPHQW
HQKDQFHVGLYLVLRQRIODERXU
ZLWKLQWKHYLOODJHVHWWLQJ

9HULILHUV



,QGLJHQRXVFODVVLILFDWLRQRI
DJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWVXVHGLQ
WKHPDQXIDFWXUHDQGSURGXFWLRQ
RIDUWHIDFWV



1DUUDWLYHVRIP\WKVWKDWKDYH
DQREVHUYDEOHUHJXODWRU\HIIHFW

The use of knowledge should be ethical. On all the tests, it was widely agreed that the
existence (i.e. realised) of a conservation ethic indicates some commitment to sustainable forest
use and management. This is reflected by C&I statements Traditional conservation concepts
exist (forest management indicator, Indonesia), and Local conscience and knowledge of
agroforestry resource use and management demonstrate an ethic of sustainable land use and
conservation (social criterion, Brazil). No explicit reference to conservation ethics or concepts
occurs in the Cameroonian set. However, the Cameroonian social criterion Knowledge of the
forest is used as a mechanism to ensure at least minimum livelihoods to community members
implies knowledge should be conscientiously used to enhance community welfare. The strength
of community commitment to sustainable forest management will largely depend on the depth
of its conservation ethic and whether this ethic is eroding or strengthening in response to change.
In the Cameroonian social subset, the active use of indigenous knowledge is a principle;
Community forest management practices and techniques fully incorporate indigenous
knowledge systems. However, we believe the wording fully incorporates indigenous knowledge
systems makes it somewhat difficult to interpret. If it is meant to imply the incorporation of the
original knowledge systems out of which the current systems emerged, with their indigenous
vestiges, then there may be difficulty in recognising and describing the original systems. These
may not be fully known anymore. The possibility of part or even most of the original system
having lost its relevance to the contemporary situation would have to be considered.
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iii)

Knowledge Transfer

Overview of C&I
Many C&I were developed about the transfer, transmission, sharing or mobilisation of different
sorts of knowledge (Table 9.3). The relevant statements can be further divided into those
concerned with informal knowledge and means for its transfer, e.g., myths and story telling,
and those concerned with formal knowledge and means for its transfer, e.g., technical extension
advice, and training and formal education.

Table 9.3

([WUD
FRPPXQLW\
WUDQVIHU

Selected C&I on Knowledge Transfer
&DPHURRQ

,QGRQHVLD

9HULILHUV

9HULILHUV

 .QRZOHGJH



%UD]LO
,QGLFDWRUV

,QIRUPDWLRQH[FKDQJH



.QRZOHGJHRIPDUNHWV

SURYLGHGE\ORFDO

ZLWKLQIRUPDWLRQVRXUFHV

IRUIRUHVWDQGDJULFXOWXUDO

LQKDELWDQWVGXULQJWKH

RXWVLGHWKHFRPPXQLW\

SURGXFWV

FROOHFWLRQRIPHGLFLQDO



SODQWVE\PHGLFDODQG

0RELOLVLQJVFLHQWLILF
NQRZOHGJH

RWKHULQVWLWXWLRQV

9HULILHUV


5HJLVWUDWLRQZLWKUHOHYDQW
RIILFLDODXWKRULWLHVRI
DUFKDHRORJLFDOVLWHVDQG
DUWHIDFWVHQFRXQWHUHG
GXULQJVRFLRHFRQRPLF
DFWLYLWLHVLQWKHIRUHVW

,QWUD
FRPPXQLW\
WUDQVIHU

&ULWHULD

6RFLDOVWUXFWXUHSHUPLWV



,QGLFDWRUV 1RQIRUPDO
HGXFDWLRQLVIXQFWLRQLQJ

,QGLFDWRUV


WKHWUDQVPLVVLRQRI
H[LVWLQJNQRZOHGJH
V\VWHPV

7UDQVPLVVLRQDQG
SHUSHWXDWLRQ ZULWWHQDQG

9HULILHUV

RUDO RIWUDGLWLRQDO

6WRU\WHOOLQJLVVWLOO

NQRZOHGJHDQG

,QGLFDWRUV

SHUIRUPHGE\HOGHUVIRU

P\WKRORJ\RQWKHQDWXUDO



WKH\RXQJVWHUV

HQYLURQPHQW



.QRZOHGJH

WUDQVPLVVLRQGXULQJ

 /RFDOKLVWRU\LVVWLOO

IRUHVWH[SORLWDWLRQ

KDQGHGGRZQWRWKH

9HULILHUV

H[SHGLWLRQV

\RXQJHUJHQHUDWLRQV





<RXQJFRPPXQLW\

/RFDONQRZOHGJHRQ

PHPEHUV OHYHORILQWHUHVW

QDWXUDOUHVRXUFH

LQSHUSHWXDWLQJWUDGLWLRQDO

PDQDJHPHQWLVVWLOO

NQRZOHGJHDQG

KDQGHGGRZQWRWKH

P\WKRORJ\RQWKHQDWXUDO

\RXQJHUJHQHUDWLRQV

HQYLURQPHQW


2EVHUYDWLRQFRPPXQLFDWL
RQDERXWFRQVHUYDWLRQRI
ZDWHUVRXUFHV 7KLVFRXOG
DOVREHDPDWWHURIH[WUD
FRPPXQLW\NQRZOHGJH
WUDQVIHU

Informal Knowledge Transfer
The issue of informal knowledge appears in all three country C&I sets. It includes the transfer
of knowledge from the old to the young, and also the transfer of knowledge/information within
and in and out of the community. The transfer of knowledge is vital for ensuring the communitys
collective intelligence and adaptability. Transfer of community wisdom and know-how from
the old to the young ensures inter-generational continuity. It thereby ensures the survival of
useful knowledge that keeps forest use options open. Other intra- and inter-community transfer
involves the passing on of new ideas, informal education on new techniques or opportunities.
Extra-community knowledge transfer includes formal exchange of information with authorities,
access to scientific knowledge, and the sharing of local knowledge (e.g. on medicinal plants)
with outsiders.
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Interestingly, there is no acknowledgement or reference to the media (radio, television,
etc.) in any of the country C&I sets, despite them being ubiquitous sources of large amounts of
information in most parts of the world. Indeed, at all the test sites possession of radios appeared
to be a common household phenomenon.
Conservation ethics are constructs of culture-bound knowledge. Their survival, therefore,
depends on the transmission of traditional knowledge. Traditions of story telling and proverbs,
initiation rituals, processes for familiarisation with mythological symbols, codes and concepts,
are all indicative of knowledge transmission and cultural reproduction. References to younger
generations (which we assume extend to children) are confined to C&I concerning the
transmission of local knowledge and, hence, culture. These include the Brazilian social indicator
Transmission and perpetuation (written and oral) of traditional knowledge and mythology
relating to the natural environment and its verifier Young community members level of
interest in perpetuating traditional knowledge and mythology on the natural environment.
The verifier evaluates inter-generational transfer processes by their outcome. Two additional
verifiers, Calendar of rituals and Narratives of local myths were accepted as useful for
checking the above indicator. For the same topic the Indonesian social subset provides three
verifiers: Story telling is still performed by elders for the youngsters; Local history is still
handed down to the younger generations; and Local knowledge on natural resource
management is still handed down to the younger generations all of which are affiliated with
the indicator Non-formal education is still functioning.
C&I that direct attention to the inter-generational transfer of knowledge, remind the
assessor that our concerns centres not so much on knowledge per se but on its sustenance or
transformation over time, and the significance of this to the sustainability of natural resource
systems. This provides a more immediate temporal perspective, which can then be backed up
with information gained by the reiterative snap-shot approach of assessing a variable or
phenomenon at different points over a period of time. It is more proficient than the snapshot
approach at revealing active and intentional transmission of knowledge and culture, the
registration of which may sometimes be important.
Although the Cameroonian set does not explicitly isolate the issue of cross-generational
transfer of knowledge for evaluation, it is implied by the Cameroonian social criterion Social
structures permit the transmission of existing knowledge systems. This criterion supports the
principle Community forest management practices and techniques fully incorporate
indigenous knowledge systems and is backed by the indicator Folk tales and proverbs about
forest-people relationships. The two other indicators provided for this criterion; Joint forest
exploitation trips by different user groups and Knowledge transmission during forest
exploitation expeditions make a connection between knowledge held and social occasions
which, representing the dynamic aspects of the prevailing social structure, permit knowledge
transmission to take place.
In so far as the processes of cultural evolution are shared, all those belonging to a culture
remain unified by a common worldview. Culture is a substrate in which firmly held beliefs are
rooted; beliefs that bind people together and motivate them to act in unison. These beliefs form
the scaffolding upon which traditional forms of authority are structured and condoned. The
beliefs and the authority are inextricably linked together; destroy one and the other too is
destroyed.
Formal Knowledge Transfer
More formal methods of transferring knowledge are addressed by the C&I formulated on training
and formal education. Apart from the in the Indonesian C&I set, in which education (spanning
formal and informal forms) is a fully elaborated social principle, very little mention is made of
formal education. In the Brazilian C&I set there are no references to education as a means of
knowledge transfer to support sustainable forest management.
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Formal education can undermine traditional values, belittle local knowledge and practice
and promote mainstream culture whilst portraying it to be at odds with indigenous worldviews.
There is a lot of evidence that local formal education can destroy indigenous social systems. In
some cases education (like religion) has been used deliberately to undermine indigenous social
systems or to divert attention away from these to national economic interests that often do not
support the interests of local communities.
On the other hand, formal education can be made to function as a valuable vehicle for
transferring, reviving or conserving local knowledge. It has a potentially extremely important
role in helping people understand how they can constructively respond to novel forms of change
by, among other things, teaching them necessary new and useful skills including the national
language, literacy and numeracy. These can increase communities ability to learn and handle
new information and help bring them on an equal footing in communications and negotiations
with outside agencies, and to catalyse their more effective participation in the regional or national
economic system. They can encourage innovation and creativity, providing access to new ways
of perceiving resources and the management of their potential. The references to formal education
in the Indonesian C&I set are with respect to this positive potential. If formal education is to
enable sustainable forest management then it is crucial that curricula include coverage of relevant
local issues and strive to build upon local wisdom rather than undermine it.

iv) Knowledge Loss and Acquisition
The Loss of Knowledge and Resistance Thereto
Loss of knowledge and culture may signify the closure of forest use options for future generations,
especially if the knowledge lost can not be easily retrieved. It is indicative of inadequate means
for knowledge transfer. Traditional knowledge transfer mechanisms are sometimes threatened
by changes introduced from the outside, especially if these are stress inducing or restrictive of
the traditional social order.
All cultures will, with varying degrees of success, develop coping strategies when faced
with stressful situations. Some communities, or segments within them, will focus on resisting
change as they highly value the sense of security that their traditional way of life offers. Elsewhere,
some cultural traits may get phased out, others transformed and yet other new, more useful ones
developed or accepted from outside cultures. So when a culture appears to be going into decline,
rather than succumbing to absolute defeat or transformation into a more dominant culture, it
may be seen as evolving, at least to some extent, on its own terms (Box 9.1).
The important questions that need to be asked include:
1) What is the communitys (or social groups) differential or selective acceptance of
traits of other cultures?
2) How does this selectivity influence its social equity status and natural resource
management methods?
3) To what extent have the changes under way been determined by the community
(or social group) or enforced upon it by circumstances others control?
The Brazilian social specialist pointed out that environmental changes and socio-economic
pressures can cause people, and even whole communities, to switch ideologically to accommodate
new aspirations and newly perceived constraints. Thus, the abandonment of prohibitive traditional
norms can be rationalised by communities through the ideology of an alternative, newly adopted
religion or political doctrine. Such ideological manoeuvres to justify the adoption of forest
interventions not sanctioned by traditional belief systems, can be regarded as forms of collective
cognitive dissidence. Conversion to Christianity, for instance, offered some Caboclo forest
farmers a justification for their severance from restrictive superstitions that serve to limit hunting
and fishing pressure and guarantee the distribution of forest resources within the community.
They relinquished their fears of traditional superstitions and turned instead to praying.
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Conditions at the test sites confirmed that motives and mechanisms to protect forest
resources are dramatically changing in some places. Some forest farmers at the Brazilian test
site said that the awesome curses traditionally believed to befall unscrupulous hunters are these
days being increasingly dismissed as lies (mentiras) although some forest farmers do still live
in fear of them. To capture these types of shifts in belief systems, the Brazilian social subset
includes the indicator Evidence of symbolic codes and myths that have a regulatory effect
that contributes to the conservation of agroforestry resources and the accompanying verifier
Narratives of myths that have an observable regulatory effect. These I&V also come under
the criterion Local conscience and knowledge of agroforestry resource use and management
demonstrate an ethic of sustainable land use and conservation.
Conservation ethics tend to apply only as and when people can afford to adhere to them.
Some decades ago, Caboclos in the region of the Brazilian test site were heavily engaged in
hunting for the animal skin trade  the financial rewards possible drove any signs of a conservation
ethic out of the frame of their worldview. However, most of the forest farmers at the Brazilian
test site who were asked, said they thought commercial hunting is incompatible with the Christian
faith. Others did not know whether or not it is.
Knowledge Acquisition (and C&I)
Learning about how and why the natural resource base upon which a community depends upon
is changing, involves gathering and assimilating information. Assessments and monitoring
are information gathering activities that appear as a criterion in two of the country sets: Local
systems exist for the monitoring and evaluation of different forest resources (Cameroon);
and The community has developed mechanisms for monitoring and controlling productive
activities (Brazil).
Learning new things often leads to new behaviours. Learning about a new vegetable may
lead to new gardening practices and a change in diet, learning about the high market value of a
forest product may lead to increased harvesting rates or more judicious harvesting practices.
Learning about the plans of a third party to extract forest resources may lead to attempts to
prevent it, or to seek employment. Just as knowledge in itself is no panacea for sustainability, so
neither is knowledge transfer. New knowledge can lead to less sustainable and more socially
unjust behaviours. But the capacity to transfer and gain knowledge is essential for informed
decision making and for the community to continually attempt to adapt appropriately to the
changing world. It is within the bounds of knowledge that visions of possibilities form, and the
potential is perceived for combining information on different things to achieve desired effects
or goals.
New knowledge can induce profound attitude and behavioural changes, but the precise
nature of these changes will depend on the context in which the knowledge is explained and
attributed with meaning. There is scope for further exploring how the elements of this context
can be predicted or predetermined through the development and application of selectively
composed complexes of C&I.
We need to seek clarity of understanding about how the impacts of knowledge depend
on how knowledge is interpreted and applied by those who possess it. There are appropriate and
inappropriate ways of interpreting and applying knowledge; an observation relevant to knowledge
generated by the C&I assessments. For some knowledge, correct usage can be guided by standards
and thresholds. But sometimes apparently reasonable standards because of their veneer of
reputability, are wrongly assumed to be based on certain vital considerations. Elsewhere, values
plotted around standards can be rationalised to support attitudinal positions that would not be
approved, if they were to be appraised from other angles. Knowledge generated by C&I
assessments on unsustainable practice or social malaise can fuel prejudices or lead to the
rationalisation of support away from communities, when an injection of resources to upgrade
local problem-solving capacity may be what would most benefit them and sustainability.
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The misinterpretation and misuse of knowledge is minimised when an appropriate context
is supplied for the application of knowledge or the examination of its broader significance. This
can be done by assessing information generated by individual C&I in association with information
generated by other C&I, all of which have been formulated with each other in mind to create a
pertinent context. The power of contexts lies in their ability to answer why questions by exposing
networks of interacting factors. To compile a complex, C&I that correspond to its various
component parts should be selected. If this is done, issues of significance to each others roles,
performances and effects will be covered.
C&I complexes should encompass contexts that are recognised by forest farmers as
relevant to sustainability and local livelihoods, if their assessment is to produce information
that will be regarded as useful and valuable by forest farmers. To achieve this, forest farmers
have to participate in the formulation of C&I in such a way that they understand the rationale
C&I and agree that application C&I will provide information to enhance their control over
sustainability of forest resources and their long-term socio-economic interests.
To some extent, the criteria developed by the C&I researchers in the field tests, and
clusters of I&V related to each of them, provide a context. However, their development was
hampered, as has already been pointed out in previous sections, by the researchers being asked
not to branch out into issues that were not directly connected with their disciplines.
The rationale behind the choice of C&I is a significant one, regardless of who is responsible
for effecting the choice. The validity and acceptability of the rationale to other forest interest
groups must be examined. Having each interest group separately examine a given set of
explanations will isolate areas of conflicting interests and issues which are understood in different
ways. These contentious domains could become the focus of participatory problem-solving
exercises that aim to arrive at empirical generalisations concerning the relevance of individual
C&I across cultures and ecological zones. Examination of the continuing relevance of
explanations to different interest groups would have to be repeatedly undertaken as circumstances
change and new information and knowledge comes to light.
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Box 9.1 Cultural Evolution, Transformation and Integration and the Loss of
Social Capital
There was an overall agreement among test team members that the partial or total collapse
of traditional social structures endanger, more than anything, the survival of cultural
knowledge. However, the Cameroonian social criterion Social structures permit the
transmission of existing knowledge systems, is the only C&I statement that specifically
addresses the relationship between social structures and cultural reproduction and
evolution.
New forms of community leadership and governance that infiltrate existing social structures
are often stimulated into being by newcomers and/or external factors. Customary authority
can be destroyed or heavily compromised by new types of more self-centred authority.
Decision-making processes within the community typically then become more centralised
and the leadership more closed. New leaderships often depend upon specialised
knowledge and connections which, being beyond popular comprehension, ward off the
possibilities of it being subjected to articulated criticism from within the community. Thus,
ignorance of certain types of knowledge can inadvertently facilitate the shift of social
power and control over forest resources away from traditional institutions. As new social
orders gain a foothold, so the meaning of traditional knowledge gradually ceases to be of
relevance and loses its powers to influence. The lack of transparency and the emerging
knowledge abyss create mistrust which weakens collective support for projects proposed
by the new leadership (Otsuka 1998). What then emerges is a cultural pluralism; that is
the pluralism of inequality, of differentials in wealth and access to the opportunities that
wealth opens up (Manners 1956). People may then have no option but to contend with or
adopt new forms of behaviour with adverse environmental consequences, some of which
they may be unaware.
Problems can occur when changes that have no evolutionary connection with the
communitys history are instigated and forced upon a community by outside agents or
forces. Changes that are slow and largely internally initiated generally allow communities
a greater and more timely appreciation of their broader significance and this enables
constructive adaptation to them.
A communitys traditional technological capacity forms part of its culture and knowledge
base. This capacity has often evolved over centuries in response to specific local
circumstances and in many places it continues to evolve through the testing of adaptations,
to make most efficient use of the changing local factor endowment without impairing the
environmental carrying capacity (Reddy 1994). This is not to say that slow evolution that
brings about only minimal change is the best thing or even a good thing under all
circumstances; often radical change is needed to eliminate the root causes of forest
degradation. However, we have noted in our review of the C&I that the adoption of new
techniques and technologies often results in changes of unprecedented scale and speed,
some of which are associated with potentially dramatic, disequalising social impacts.

The devastating effects are often not stopped in their tracks because people, being
unfamiliar with them, fail to recognise them before the damage is well advanced.
When the time of realisation comes, the problems will have grown and multiplied to
the point where a much larger body of knowledge is required to bring their solution
into effect.
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The C&I for CMFs tests were carried out in three continents. They scanned a vast spectrum of
issues either affecting or affected by CMF. They brought together the ideas of academics in
different fields and with contrasting backgrounds. They drew community members into debates
on how to describe, analyse and evaluate their own performance as forest resource managers.
Additionally, they sought to derive the extent to which the C&I they generated are relevant to
geographical locations other than the test sites, and what their application would require from
different potential users in the way of funds, knowledge, skills and technology.
With this comprehensive scope, and comparatively little time for testing C&I, the results
obtained will help direct attention to diverse areas that merit further research and development.
In the ensuing discussion, we pull together some of our observations on the concepts, assumptions
and methodologies underlying the C&I reviewed in preceding sections, and put forth some
ideas for enhancing the overall utility of the processes and outputs of developing C&I for CMFs.

10.1 The Conceptual Framework and Methodological
Processes
10.1.1 Use of the Hierarchical P, C, I&V Framework
Notwithstanding the challenges outlined below, overall, the hierarchical framework of Principles,
Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers (P, C, I&V) used was found to be adequately simple to use and
relatively easy to explain framework upon which to structure the issues, factors, variables, etc.,
identified as affecting sustainability. However, the segregation of issues among these disciplinary
categories did not facilitate identification of causal relationships between them.46
There was considerable variation in how the testers interpreted the working definitions
they were given of the words Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers. The content of some
of the principles, criteria and indicators they created appear to closely reflect their specialisations,
value systems and/or worldviews. The realisation that a single issue may be simultaneously
allocated to various levels within the hierarchical framework, depending on the context in which
it is being considered, caused some confusion. Our appraisal of the C&I complexes created,
suggests flexibility in the allocation of issues on the framework does not unduly detract from its
information-organising capacity.
The testers differed in the levels at which they pitched their P, C, I&Vs. Some proposed
only one, all-embracing principle. In such cases, the supporting criteria tended to be of
correspondingly larger scope compared to those proposed by the testers who distributed concerns

45
46

Written by N.Burford de Oliveira.
The hierarchical framework used shares a number of features with the Tropenbos Framework (Lammerts van
Bueren and Blom 1997) and the Framework for the Evaluation of Sustainable Land Management (FESLM)
proposed by the FAO (Smyth and Dumanski 1993). The latter proposes the superimposition on a hierarchical
structure of any number of subsets of evaluation factors, diagnostic criteria and indicators/thresholds  themes
can thus be broken down into more detailed sub-themes for discreet evaluation. This framework, however,
like the Tropenbos one, does not possess mechanisms for linkages between issues highlighted in different
subsets. For these linkages to become apparent, given issues would have to be allowed to reoccur at different
levels in different subsets in accordance with the multiple facets of their relevance.
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under several principles. Discrepancies of this sort percolated down to the indicator and verifier
levels, and resulted in the proposed C&I sets varying in their degree of detail. In some cases
broad indicators for broad criteria, aggregated several factors of indicative value. These were
then disaggregated and identified as verifiers which could equally well be described as indicators.
Other verifiers proposed constitute materials, equipment or methods for measuring, judging or
otherwise evaluating indicators. These inconsistencies comprise one of several factors that
undermine the possibilities for comparing the results of the three tests with a view to identifying
common C&I. Despite this, the opinion formed that, while categorisation of issues into P, C,
I&V is useful, it is unreasonable to consider these categories as mutually exclusive in the fullest
sense. This particularly applies to the principle/criterion, criterion/indicator and indicator/verifier
interfaces.
Furthermore, it was noted by the team members on all tests that opting for very stringent
definitions of P, C, I & Vs, then trying to explain these to all involved, and failing to do so
adequately, may isolate certain groups of the forest community from the testing processes.

10.1.2 The Base Sets
As examples of different types of C&I, and ways of organising C&I into sets, the Base Sets
proved to be very valuable, broadening the test team members appreciation of some of the
possibilities open to them. As check lists, they reminded the team members of the range of
issues that might be of relevance to the test sites. Less obvious was their value as a source of
C&I. All testers borrowed from the Base Sets. By the end of all of the tests, most of the C&I that
had been selected from the Base Sets, were rejected again or transformed so much as to be
undeniably different from original statements.
The approach used (i.e., exposing the team members to and asking them to select from
sets containing many C&I originally proposed for industrial timber management)47, such as the
CIFOR Phase 1 test results, or from other geographical contexts) is likely to have introduced
some biases into the sets they compiled. (Although because of the nature of bias, its detection
and assessment of degree of bias is problematic.) For example, had fewer (or no) commercial
Base Sets been incorporated in the Brazilian tests, fewer C&I relating to commercial timber
management may have been included in those management and social subsets. The order in
which issues were ranked may have also been advertantly influenced by the ranking in the Base
Sets. It is unclear how much the test results were affected by this sort of bias. All sources of bias
diminish the confidence with which generic C&I can be identified. With regard to issues otherwise
correctly identified as generic, bias will increase the proportion of these that fail to correspond
with local priorities (as opposed to local conditions of negligible or only moderate significance)
or target local perceptions of best practice.
The test teams reacted differently to the use of the Base Sets as a part of the methodology.
Some of the Brazilian team members were irritated by what they thought was a flaw in the
overall testing methodology; testing C&I developed for management objectives which do not
correspond with the management objectives of the test site communities. There was some
discussion as to which element had been wrongly chosen, the test site or the Base Sets. This led
to critisism of the choice of test site. As the Base Sets, particularly the CIFOR Phase 1 Brazil
test result, emphasised timber management considerations, it was argued that a site where the
community operates its on a commercial timber management enterprise should have been chosen.
On the Indonesian and Cameroonian tests, the test teams were interested in reviewing
the Base Sets but were unperturbed by the gulf between the topic matter of the C&I in the Base

47

Most of the C&I of commercial timber management could not be trialled at the test sites since they refer to
phenomena not occurring at the sites. Their relevance to CMF was therefore hypothesised rather than proven
as a result of testing.
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Sets and test site conditions. With few exceptions, all team members found developing new
C&I that reflect site conditions preferable to adapting the Base Sets. The latter was seen as a
circuitous route to arriving at C&I that effectively address test site realities.

10.1.3 The Expert Process
Community managed forests present a great variation of systems across different locations,
many of which are based on different cultural, spiritual and religious worldviews (see Seeland
1997). They are also constantly undergoing modifications. The possibility of developing a single
generic set of C&I that satisfies the assessment and monitoring requirements posed by this
spatial and temporal diversity is remote. It is also likely that many of the assumptions professionals
make about community forest management systems will differ vastly from the understanding
forest farmers have of their resource base and which guides their decision making processes
(Sinclair and Walker 1999).
Strictly speaking everything in one way or another affects sustainability. To arrive at a
manageable C&I-based assessment tool, we have to pare down the number of factors for
assessment to those that are more powerful determinants of sustainability. It is how people vary
in the importance they attach to these different factors that leads to different definitions of
sustainability (Smyth and Dumanski 1993). Seen from this angle, the contents of C&I sets
developed, having been ultimately determined by expert teams despite endeavours to enhance
interactive community participation, are unlikely to fully equate with community understanding
of what factors should serve as indicators of the social, ecological and technical significance of
their forest resource interventions.
The relative importance of different aspects of community managed forests to sustainability
at the three test sites, therefore, remains unknown to us. We have little idea as to how this
relativity is perceived by different groups. We suspect that their perceptions are constantly
changing due to the ripple effects of individual changes.

10.1.4 Interdisciplinary Teamwork
The interdisciplinary approach was meant to result in the integration of the three monodisciplinary
subsets produced on each test. The approach can be interpreted to transform the process of
developing C&I into a consensus-building exercise, which requires people of different disciplines
and backgrounds to arrive at a mutual view of the dynamics of sustainability. Some consensus
building is indeed desired. However, its achievement has to be understood in terms of knowledge
and beliefs that have been compromised. A lot of communication may be necessary to harmonise
assumptions and the interpretation of terminology across disciplines before any notable consensus
on some issues can emerge. Moreover, the interdisciplinary approach was to include community
participation  ideas emanating from the community were to be integrated in an interdisciplinary
fashion with those of the team, on the understanding that all ideas had to first win consensual
approval.
Processes for orchestrating this merger of ideas were not provided as part of the
methodology but developed on the way with varying degrees of success. The methodological
requirement of segregating issues in the C&I hierarchy according to discipline imposed some
constraints upon their integration. These constraints must be seen in conjunction with how
successfully teams worked in an interdisciplinary fashion. There were clear differences between
the test team members regarding the amount of community participation they sought to elicit,
and the importance attached to close team communication. More discussion between the team
members on the Brazilian and Cameroonian tests could have clarified further how disciplines
interrelate in the dynamic structuring of sustainability. How well the team members personalities
matched seemed to affect how well they worked together as an interdisciplinary team. The
inclusion of methodologies designed to integrate contrasting personalities could therefore enhance
interdisciplinarity.
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On all the tests, the community participants only had a vague notion of how the
interdisciplinary dimension of the tests was being conceptualised by CIFOR and the test team
members. Many linkages between social, ecological and technical factors are, however, obvious
to them. Thus, although other aspects of that approach may have been problematic, the generally
interdisciplinary nature of the emergent C&I was not in contraction with local perceptions of
reality (although, as described earlier, the categorisation of sets along discliplinary lines likely
was problematic).
The cross-disciplinary coverage of the C&I proposed by the test teams provides some
insight into the aspects of each others disciplines that they consider to be particularly relevant
to sustainability in connection with their own discipline. Many duplications occurring in the
C&I subsets were removed over the course of the test. Those remaining underline, via their
multiple associations with other C&I, the broader significance certain issues were recognised to
have.
For the purposes of integrated assessment, some issues might have been better presented
by interdisciplinary C&I complexes, rather than by dispersal across three discipline-specific
sets. This could lead to a better all-round appreciation of their significance. For instance, in
order to monitor how change in a forests economic value affects peoples behaviour and attitudes
to conservation, we need to monitor socio-economic, ecological and managerial variables. But
what needs to be monitored most of all, are the relationships between these types of variables
and their outcomes (Kremen et al. 1996). This is especially so if no correlation has been
established between them.
Perhaps one shortfall of the tests was the lack of conscious intention to design indicators
that can reveal the correlations or interdependencies between ecological, managerial, social and
economic variables. For example, including indicators that could reveal how a change in economic
value alters patterns of social organisation, or what changes in attitude to conservation it causes.
Indicators could be specifically targeted to monitor the results of interdisciplinary hypotheses
being tested. Ramírez (1998) lists a number of cases where indicators have been designed to
assess linkages that trace and reveal the nature of relationships between variables of different
types and can be used to monitor the evolution of these relationships

10.1.5 The Integration of Disciplinary Subsets
Focusing on creating three discipline-specific C&I subsets hindered exposure of background
factors of broad significance across disciplines (e.g. health or educational factors) and also of
causative factors (e.g. cost cutting) that, originating in one field (e.g. social or economic), impact
upon another (e.g. ecology). When it is important to enhance understanding of the social impacts
of forest management and vice versa, splitting these domains into two discipline-specific
categories creates certain barriers. These blur tradeoffs between issues assigned to the respective
categories. Given the multiple management objectives and community stakeholder groups that
must be considered in CMF, the disconnectedness between disciplinary categories proved to be
particularly unhelpful.
Most of the specialists set loose and permeable boundaries to their individual disciplinary
domains. This may have been spurred by the interdisciplinary approach, but, it may have been
linked to the testers own visions of their professional fields. Even those who opted to work
mainly alone, developed some C&I that would, arguably, slot more precisely into a disciplinary
category other than their own.
All the C&I sets produced, therefore, include some conceptually overlapping C&I, both
within and between their subsets. The Brazilian team saw the overlap as desirable, saying it
straddles conceptual boundaries between the ecological, social and managerial dimensions of
forest management. This team also maintained that the inclusion of approximate duplications
of C&I within subsets did not amount to the incorporation of redundancies. Many are only
partial conceptual duplications that can be distinguished according to the differing contexts that
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frame them. The Brazilian team maintained that this overlap or diffuse gradient in C&I content,
makes the sets more robust tools, with a greater potential for matching the variable assessment
requirements of different CMF scenarios and different user group capabilities.
The Cameroonian forester thought forest management C&I should integrate social and
ecological C&I rather than be developed in parallel. Similarly, the Cameroonian ecologist
maintained that ecological C&I for CMFs had to be defined within the context of management
objectives, methods and impacts.
The Brazilian team felt two, instead of three, subsets should be produced; one on the
social and economic aspects and the other on the ecological and managerial aspects of community
forestry. A social scientist and an economist should work on the compilation of the first, and an
ecologist and a forest management specialist on the second. However, this would not solve the
question of how to illuminate the linkages between the social and economic and the ecological
and managerial factors. In contrast to the Brazilian forest management C&I, the Indonesian and
Cameroonian complexes in this field had a pronounced social bias. On all three tests the forest
management team members developed C&I on economic variables, and on the Brazilian and
Cameroonian tests, they concentrated more on economic issues than did the social scientists.
The Indonesian team was the most successful of the three in working as an interdisciplinary
team. But, like the other teams, this team too felt they were not given enough time to adequately
develop and integrate their perceptions and ideas. However, in addition to regularly crosschecking the contents of their respective C&I sets for overlap, they devoted the last day of the
exercise to more thoroughly integrating their three subsets into one set.
The general consensus reached by the three test teams independently is that there is an
intrinsic difficulty to the meeting of all the C&I within any one of the sets they produced. They
maintained that, ultimately, many of the socio-economic C&I are inherently irreconcilable in
the long term with the ecological C&I, taking into account forecasted population growth rates.
The satisfaction of human welfare goals (especially if this includes economic growth) and that
of nature conservation, are probably ultimately mutually exclusive in a wide range of CMF
scenarios throughout the tropics. Even where integrated economic development rather than
growth is the chosen goal, trade-offs between social welfare and ecological integrity are inevitable.
The pessimistic nature of this perspective, however, does not diminish the value of the monitoring
system; C&I of sustainability remain useful for identifying key stresses and problem components
in CMF systems, which could then be made the focus of a constructive effort to improve
sustainability.

10.1.6 Community Participation
Two important types of observations regarding community participation have been possible.
They are observations on:
1.

the participation aspects of the methodologies employed, i.e., how, and to what
degree, different members of the test site communities participated in developing
and critically screening C&I; and

2. the type and degree of emphasis placed on participation by the C&I devised with the
methodologies employed.
The main findings are as follows:

i)

Participation of Community Members

The nature of data and information recorded on community input makes it difficult to quantify
or qualitatively assess this input. Weaknesses in the documentation processes used and the lack
of a stronger methodological foundation in place for systematising community participation are
to blame.
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Although the test teams spoke the countrys national language, some language barriers
remained at the Cameroonian and Indonesian test sites where the local majority only spoke
their tribal language.
As mentioned earlier, there were clear differences between the team members in their
approach to eliciting and applying local knowledge. Despite efforts to encourage the interactive participation, villagers participated mainly as providers of information. The Cameroonian
forest management specialist appears to have been the most successful in encouraging community
participation in the development of specific C&I. According to him, the C&I in the forest
management set he compiled correspond with the communities own management priorities.
He maintained the strong emphasis on socio-economic parameters has its origin in priorities
expressed by local people and was accentuated by the lack of complex technical tending or
harvesting methods observed in use at the Cameroonian test site.
The most active and vocal participants tended to be the wealthier, politically more
influential community members. Generally speaking, less direct communication took place with
women, children and the elderly than with working age men. The Brazilian social and forest
management testers, however, made a special effort to get women to actively participate in the
exchange and examination of ideas. On the Indonesian test, the whole team put together a
special session to involve school children at one of the test site communities. This may have
stimulated the inclusion of a principle on education in the Indonesian social C&I set.
The participation of the test site communities helps create and spread recognition of the
value of local knowledge to developing C&I. Diverse knowledge, born out of different
backgrounds and life histories, proved useful and in some cases essential. Everyone had something
to give but also revealed gaps in their knowledge that others were able to fill. Sometimes a lack
of communication skills hampered the discovery of important information or caused confusion.
This was observed among both the rural and the professional communities. Both these groups
could benefit from measures intended to further joint critical analysis of C&I for CMFs.
Less community participation could have given rise to results more limited by
unrecognised information deficiencies and faulty academic preconceptions of forces governing
local realities. The plausibility of such perception shortfalls was conveyed by the fact that the
team members all found it necessary to alter their original ideas of what constituted the most
relevant, applicable C&I for CMF after having consulted forest inhabitants and visited their
homes, farms and forests. This reconfirms the importance of the field visits that have been the
central feature of all CIFORs C&I tests.
On all the tests, there was a tendency for the non-community members involved to evaluate
the community members contributions according to their own standards. The tendency was
particularly notable in some of the professionals reviewing C&I with community members at
the workshops. These people also often pursued arguments the academic complexity of which
outstripped the community participants comprehension. Communication was sometimes severely
hindered by the use of technical jargon. For these reasons, given their current wording and their
required evaluation methods, some of the proposed C&I are too complicated to be useful for
semi-literate forest farmers. Some of the tendencies we observed in professional workshop
participants that appeared to constrain community members contributions were:
· a reluctance to relax academic rigour and refrain from the use of academic jargon,

and to concentrate instead on basic theories and concepts backing proposed C&I;

· a tendency to substantially doubt the validity and utility of local knowledge; and
· a waryness of letting local people take the lead for fear that some important questions

would go under-addressed and result in an unbalanced or incomplete C&I set.

The Brazilian forest management specialist proposed that the C&I resulting from the
Brazilian test be translated into simpler, colloquial language, to make them more accessible to
a larger range of potential user groups including forest farmers and local NGOs. There was not
enough time in which to do this.
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ii) C&I on the Importance of Participation
The contents of the produced C&I sets highlight the importance to sustainability of a broad
participatory base to intra-community processes of social organisation and decision making.
Several of the C&I point to the need for communities to participate with external actors in forest
and land use policy and law development and implementation. A number of the Indonesian and
Brazilian C&I on decision making, conflict management, rule enforcement, optimisation and
monitoring among other things, explicitly refer to participation. Although the word participation
is not used in the C&I developed on the Cameroonian test, several C&I on complementarity
between community customary regulations and State policies and legislation, and on negotiation
processes, imply a need for participation.
Participation is portrayed, especially by the Indonesian and Brazilian C&I sets, as critical
to ensuring that any tradeoffs are environmentally and socially optimal, in the light of available
knowledge. The testing process identified ongoing participation in forest management monitoring
and decision making as important, especially during times of rapid change, to help ensure that:
· compensatory adjustments brought about by changes, are detected and understood in

terms of their origin and impact and can thus be subjected to adequate and timely
regulation; and

· coordination between user groups activities continues to uphold the common twin

goals of sustainability and equity.

The C&I imply that all the test teams thought participation in decision-making, depending
on its type and degree, generally confers upon participants a greater sense of ownership of
decisions taken and a responsibility for ensuring they are honoured.
The C&I formulated that imply participation of a wide cross-section of a community in
the development of C&I can:
· activate communication channels and mobilise multi-directional information flow

leading to the pooling and expansion of different stakeholders knowledge realms;

· help communities plan strategies for participatory decision making, objective setting,

and for the implementation and monitoring of decisions taken;

· constitute a process of conflict prevention and/or management;
· identify and reinforce common or complementary interests; and
· stimulate a stronger mutual interest in examining current conditions, on the

understanding that this will lead to the development of C&I that can then be used to
improve the existing situation.

Participatory C&I development processes in themselves can serve many of the social
functions/processes that some of the C&I proposed during the tests were designed to evaluate.
The consecutive processes of developing C&I (i.e., demarkating the scope of a monitoring
system) and then applying them contribute to the fulfilment of the same goals in a variety of
ways. The more cyclically integrated these processes are, the more probable that the C&I will
foster adaptive, integrated development. By building on past local knowledge and experience,
such development, by definition, proceeds at the pace at which the local communitys
understanding of the causes and effects of change evolves.

10.1.7 The Iterative C&I Refinement Process
Nearly all the test team members had extensive experience in community forestry or integrated
rural development in forested zones. Nonetheless, during the initial interdisciplinary team review
and subsequent fieldwork phases, they all substantially altered the C&I compilations that, at the
beginning of the test, they had thought would be the most applicable. Changes resulting from
field testing indicate that communication with local residents played a role in refining the C&I
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to increase their coverage of issues relevant to sustainability locally. The iterative testing process
revealed how easily pre-conceived ideas that fail to fit field realities can be introduced into
assessment protocols.
Some problems were, however, identified with the iterative method, especially with the
role of the last filter (the workshop). During the field-testing iteration, community members
were actively encouraged to contribute ideas. However, subsequent iterations, culminating with
the final workshop, led to the increasing exclusion of community members in the testing process.
The workshops were meant to serve as a forum at which different interest groups with different
histories and objectives could debate what constitutes and indicates sustainable CMF. They
were meant to provide an opportunity for diverse groups to move towards consensus decisions
on how to disaggregate the factors affecting the sustainability of CMF into components for
evaluation. People brought to these workshops different knowledge, world views, mother tongues
and communication abilities. Consequently, not all participants could easily understand each
other. The more assertive, vocal participants tended to monopolise debates. Many of the academic
and professional participants had minimal knowledge on the test site conditions. As already
mentioned, their often highly academic evaluation of C&I tended to be incomprehensible to
community participants.
The workshops consistency with the overall test objectives was jeopardised by some of
the academic and professional participants strong interest in pursuing the development of generic
C&I for CMF or arguing for modifications that would result in the C&I complying more closely
with their perceptions of what management objectives should apply to CMFs. This was most
pronounced at the Indonesian and Brazilian workshops. Several of the Brazilian workshop
participants, interested in developing the scope for communities to assume responsibility for
commercial timber management in natural forests, wanted to amend the tested C&I to focus on
this goal. At the Indonesian workshop, participants from the Lembaga Ecolabel Indonesia were
interested in seeing the workshop produce generic C&I that could be applied to all CMF scenarios
in Indonesia.
Professional foresters, development organisations and government forestry institutions
have shown considerable interest in the development of generic C&I for CMF for use as broadly
applicable forest management guidelines and assessment procedures. It is believed that generic
C&I could clarify domains of common interest to different interest groups, upon which
collaborative research and management planning should focus. Classifying issues according to
their degree of generalisability can help link some issues (C&I) with policy decision-making
spheres at different scales, e.g., local, regional or national. However, despite it having been
stressed at the workshops that generalisability should not be a criterion for accepting or rejecting
C&I, interest in generalisation led to amendments that made the field-tested C&I less contextdependent. Two consequences of this were:
· a number of C&I were generalised to the point that they become much less specific

than they originally were in their address of particular site relevant sustainability
issues; in other words, they were rendered less precisly targeted at specific issues,
placing these issues at greater risk of being overlooked during the local assessment
process; and

· additional C&I were introduced that did not concern current conditions at the test site

(i.e. for community cooperative timber management).

The question of tailoring the iterative C&I review process more to the goal of developing
the generic C&I needs to be reviewed in greater depth. We need to be aware of potential
consequences of inverting the C&I development process from refinement through field testing
to theorising hypotheses of regional significance. The latter could introduce new assumptions
into C&I sets that had already been field tested with the explicit aim of removing invalid
assumptions. This could have the counter-productive result of making the sets either irrelevant
or cost-ineffective assessment tools for many places.

Discussion

219

For future similar C&I tests, more systematic documentation of communications that
take place at the workshops and of workshop-generated information would deepen subsequent
analyses of the C&I generalisability. Even so, in considering the rationale we have provided
for the test-generated C&I, the reader acts as another filter C&I, thus participating in the C&I
development process, and essentially leading it into one of many directions. The final analysis
will be conducted by different groups relating to different situations and management objectives,
and so branch out into different directions. To help ensure these groups include local community
members, the Brazilian forest manager suggested that the final subsets be translated into local
languages. The suggestion was well received but, because of resource constraints, could not be
put into practice as part of this project.

10.2 The Relationship between C&I and the Definition of
Sustainable CMF
The tests raised the query as to the extent to which a C&I set inevitably does or should define or
imply, through its selective address of issues, an ideal for sustainable CMF. Two questions
arise in connection with this query:
1) Do we know enough about sustainability to be able to define it?
2) Whose ideal is the correct one?
The fact that it is the developers of the C&I, their knowledge, ideas and interpretations
that ultimately decide the content of C&I, makes it important to be clear about who they are
(and who they represent). Equally important is being explicit about who was excluded either
entirely or partially from the C&I development process. In addition, the meanings of the C&I
must be made transparent, i.e., assumptions and judgements have to be fully and lucidly
communicated.
Diversity and multiple use were found to characterise CMFs at the test sites, turning
tradeoffs and the optimisation of multiple tradeoffs into pivotal concerns. Setting fair tradeoffs
is analogous to reaching consensus decisions. There was general agreement that participatory
processes of C&I development, although sometimes more laborious and time consuming, are
more supportive of consensus building than alternative processes. It was also recognised that
people sometimes consent because they are inadequately informed, pressured into doing so, or
because they have hidden motives for maintaining alliances. The processes and content of
consensus decisions leading to the selection of C&I, and thus to an inference of what the
management objectives should be, should therefore be made transparent. For this, the participatory
C&I development approaches which are devised should include built-in mechanisms to clarify
whose interests the proposed C&I represent. Concerns such as these carry significant implications
with respect to the extrapolation of the relevance of the C&I to other sites. The acceptability of
selected C&I is a matter that must always remain open for debate amongst those who apply
them.

10.2.1 Identifying the Relevant Issues at a Test Site
Deciding on the relevance of a factor or phenomenon, especially if it is of social or economic
significance, often requires making value judgements. Most of the testers felt both theoretical
knowledge (scientific and traditional) and value judgements are needed to arrive at a viable and
useful concept of sustainability.
Value judgements are imperative for popular appreciation of existence value and for
humanitarian objectives to guide and regulate human behaviour. Due to their variability, they
are often at the root of disputes. Sometimes they are difficult to recognise. Therefore, despite
their indisputable importance, the test teams were asked to minimise them in the C&I. When
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their exclusion proved impossible, the aim switched to making them as transparent as possible.
Interactive multiple stakeholder participation involving the team and community members helped
deter the internalisation of an ethnocentric definition of sustainability in the C&I.
Some assumptions and value judgements were incorporated into the C&I sets not so
much by the individual test team members as by teams as a whole. Groups, like individuals,
vary in their internalisation of assumptions. Assumptions of relevance and value judgements
are incorporated either through the purposeful inclusion or exclusion of issues. For instance,
one contentious issue that came up during the Cameroonian test, and to a lesser extent on the
Brazilian test, was whether indigenous knowledge rights are of relevance to the sustainability
of CMFs. On both these tests no common understanding of its significance was reached. This
lack of consensus led to the issues exclusion from the sets. The relevance of shifting agriculture
to the assessment of the sustainability of CMF was initially disputed within CIFOR, but
subsequently recognised as relevant by all the members of all three teams, as well as by
community members. It became the focus of several C&I in each country set.
The results suggest some issues, e.g., ecological diversity, multiple use, local economic
diversification, cultural reproduction and forest dependency widely influence the sustainability
of CMF. The case study literature on community managed forests also suggests the significance
of these issues is highly prevalent. However, their relevance at these and other sites must be
seen as relative. Recommending their consideration does not mean they are essential qualities
of CMF. A move away from multiple-use forestry need not diminish sustainability. It may even
be desirable under certain circumstances. Given a favourable economic policy environment,
communities may establish viable commercial harvesting or product processing enterprises or
branch out into other non-forest based economic activities. Such developments may lead to
greater comparative advantage, reduce dependency on forests for the satisfaction of some essential
needs and have other desirable social and environmental consequences.
Once the relevance of an issue is established, it becomes of interest to know how and
why it affects sustainability. This requires deconstructing the issue into its contributing factors
and emergent properties. Explaining the mechanisms and contextual factors that define the
issues role in relation to sustainability improves the possibilities for effectively targeting
interventions. Appreciation of contextual factors is especially important as these impose limits
on the internal value or behaviour of factors or phenomena.
The relevance of many issues to a site will not be known in advance of assessment. For
some variables, determining whether they are relevant will, therefore, be done as part of the
assessment. Thus, a C&I set can legitimately include some C&I that could turn out to be irrelevant
to some CMFs. The finding that a certain variable is only relevant to a few sites, contributes to
the larger picture of what factors affect sustainability where. Such information is useful for
designing and targeting policies. Failure to register where potentially important factors are
irrelevant could preclude some comparisons over time being successfully undertaken later.

10.2.2 Moving towards the Identification of Common and Generic
C&I
Identification of common C&I among the test results was one the projects aims that paralleled
the aims of the Phase 1 C&I tests (for commercial forests). This aim was perceived as a step
towards evaluating the possibilities for extrapolating the test results.
While the common methdology in all the sites enabled some possibilities for investigating
the wider geographical applications of the proposed C&I, there are many limitations to such an
assessment as well. The site selection criteria, for example, ensured the test sites have some
features in common. But they nonetheless also embody some pronounced geographic, historical,
cultural and socio-economic differences. They can be distinguished from one another by the
forest products, management methods and technologies they possess. As a group therefore,
they are not representative of a single typical type of community managed forest (if such a
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thing exists).48 This diversity, while somewhat inevitable, destabilises the basis for extrapolating
the relevance of some of the test-generated C&I to sites located in different regions and in
different socio-political contexts. Another factor undermining the generalisability of many of
the tested C&I, is that the test-generated sets contents can be explained by many factors, as we
attempt to show below.

i) Defining the Meaning of Words and Terms
Setting criteria that a single C&I must satisfy to qualify as common to more than one test set,
was not as straightforward as it would seem. Our approaches to the identification of common
C&I ended up being more crude and imprecise than we would have liked. Initially we sought to
identify individual C&I common to more than one of the three tested country sets by lifting
them out of their context (defined by their position in relation to other C&I in the hierarchical
framework), and attempting to match them up with other C&I according to their conceptual or
linguistic fit. Thus, the C&I were screened for key words and conceptual resemblance.
The precision of C&I depends both on a definite common interpretation of the words and
terms they contain, and on their overall wording. One outstanding query concerns the extent to
which different words in similar contexts or the same words in different contexts were ascribed
with the same meaning. There remains uncertainty, for example, to what extent the terms
norms, regulations mechanisms and institutions were intended to be used interchangeably
(in analysis they were taken to be so). Most of the matched C&I may be best described as
approximate commonalities.
Along the same lines, indicators containing words like banned, prohibited, outlawed,
authorised, forbidden are weakly indicative of the distribution of authority unless they state
whose level of control or authority they mean to refer to, or this is clarified by their positioning
within a complex of C&I. A lesson from this is that often it is very desirable to clarify specifically
in C&I who has or shares possession of control over forest resource exploitation, be this the
community, the State or some other authoritative body. Such distinctions can help if the strengths
and weaknesses of traditional management systems are to be identified to aid the formation of
appropriate policies for devolving management responsibilities.

ii) Rationale and Justifications to Explain the Relevance of Accepted C&I
Developers of C&I need to provide sufficient explanations for their C&I to be uniformly
interpreted by different interest groups. The explanations of C&I have important consequences
for their generalisability and wider applications.49 A factor, variable or phenomenon can be
generalised and responded to only to the extent to which its recognition is common to different
interest groups across ecological regions and cultures. Many C&I conceptualise knowledge 
this hinders their dissemination amongst people who know things, but have not conceptualise
them in the same way as the C&I, as well as amongst those who do not possess the underlying
knowledge.
Modelling explanations to fit C&I requires some care, as an explanation can reach such
a high level of abstraction that the factor or phenomenon it seeks to clarify ends up appearing
much more generalisable than in fact it is. For instance, it may be possible to generalise about
responsiveness to a particular stimuli, but not about the responsiveness to this stimuli in a special

48

49

During the planning phase of the C&I for CMFs tests, discussions between CIFOR scientists failed to lead to
a conceptualisation of a typical community managed forest, and work towards creating a typology of
CMFs was in its rudimentary stages.
For more discussion of the generalisability of research results the reader is referred to Pertti Alasuutari
(1995).
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situation defined by a unique context. It is as though an indicator may be explained by the
justification of the more generalisable criterion, with the consequence of it itself appearing as
widely applicable. The generalisation takes place by relating the indicative factor or variable
back to a broader entity or conceptual context (a criterion or principle) of which it is a part.

iii)

Sources of Variation Complicating the Identification of C&I
Commonalities

The three C&I sets differ in the issues they addressed and the distribution of emphasis among
these. Issues encapsulated in upper level statements that are common to more than one set, in
most cases deconstruct into different lower level considerations, reflecting different perceptions
of the contributing factors. Several lower level statements, however, can also be found similarly
expressed in more than one set. The variation in issues covered partially reflects the team
members perceptions of priorities and site conditions. Some issues dismissed by the team
members as relatively insignificant, might have been considered significant by others. Differences
in local knowledge and opinion may also be responsible; some of the variation may reflect as
well the concerns and opinions of the workshop participants. The relevance of a criterion or
indicator proposed for just one or two of the test sites may have been overlooked at the other
site or sites. For these reasons it is not possible to conclude that the tested C&I are only relevant
to the conditions of those test sites for which they were formulated (nor are they the only possible
C&I relevant to their sites). Other plausible explanations for the variation in coverage are
presented in Box 10.1.
There was not enough time to review all the rationale and descriptions of testing processes
provided by the team members in the Justification Forms. This limits the possibilities to isolate
the sources of variation with the most decisive influence on the composition of the final testgenerated C&I sets. The explanations we give of the C&I are, therefore, based on logical
deductions during the analysis (including possibly some faulty assumptions of which we are
unaware). Which C&I, of the many proposed, refer to the more major issues cannot be
ascertained with a high degree of confidence. Some issues stand out because a comparatively
large number of C&I were formulated for them on one or more of the tests. However, there is no
reason to believe that the more C&I are developed for an issue the more important is the issue.

iv) Increasing the Application Range of C&I
Descriptive and Prescriptive Indicators
How far a C&I set defines what CMF should be and, on a separate but related note, how
generalisable it is, partly depends on the type of C&I it contains. A useful distinction may here
be drawn between descriptive (or revelational, C&I) and prescriptive ones. C&I that describe
states and processes do not in themselves impose value judgements, but can facilitate deductions
about limitations and potential. Patterns of change can be monitored and sometimes predicted
with the use of descriptive C&I. The use of C&I in monitoring sometimes leads to the exposure
and review of assumptions held. Value judgements only really become an issue when standards
or thresholds for the evaluation of descriptive indicator readings are set.
By contrast, standards and threshold values that imply how things should be done or
what ideological framework should apply, are usually internalised in prescriptive C&I. Social
and economic prescriptive C&I are fairly commonly recognized to tend to internalise value
judgements. Such judgements, however, also appear in an ecological context. The price at which
ecological conservation or species existence is valued is, many would agree, a value judgement
 some people do and some do not believe it is permissible to sacrifice a small proportion of
animal species in exchange for longer-term economic growth and stability.
A common limitation of generic C&I is their failure to reveal variation in detail. Great
care must be exercised when developing prescriptive generic C&I intended as assessment,
rather than communication tools, as these can generalise value judgements to an extent
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Box 10.1

Possible determinants of variation in the three
test-generated country C&I sets

Team members selecting C&I from different C&I Base Sets at the beginning of the test
Initially exposing the experts to C&I Base Sets originally proposed either for industrial
timber management or for CMF in different socio-economic and ecological contexts, and
asking them to select C&I from these for CMF, is likely to have introduced biases. One of
the Base Sets used on the Indonesian test included many detailed C&I on soil properties
which may explain why that final set included more soil C&I than did the sets resulting
from the other tests. Because the Base Sets varied from test to test, it is likely that the
biases they introduced do as well.
The team members specialist fields of interest
On the Brazilian test, the anthropologist was particularly interested in archaeology while
the ecologists expertise lay in the ecology of hunting. This may explain why, compared to
the other country sets, a large number of C&I on hunting and archaeology appear in the
Brazilian set, even though hunting is known to be very important at the Cameroonian test
site, and probably not insignificant at the Indonesian test site.
Different local priority concerns
At the Brazilian and Cameroonian sites the communities had managed to expel logging
companies from community forest areas and were, at the time of the tests, intent on
resisting further incursions by such groups. Several C&I of negotiations with external
timber interest groups were included for these sites. This issue was not directly addressed
at the Indonesian test site where the role of third parties in the exploitation of community
forest resources was perhaps less vehemently contested. At the Brazilian site, local concern
over fire control was pronounced as the test took place just some months after forest fires
had swept through the region with devastating effect. This probably explains why the
Brazilian set includes more C&I on fire management than the other sets.
Accessibility of relevant information
At the Indonesian test site there was a general reluctance on the part of the local population
to talk about hunting, probably because hunting there is illegal. It was therefore difficult to
assemble information on hunting knowledge. This may underlie why so few C&I on hunting
appear in the Indonesian C&I set.
The evolution of practice
The sophistication of management practices was found to vary between communities. A
case in point is rubber tapping, which is an important income generating activity at both
the Indonesian and the Brazilian test sites. Since none of the experts were specialised in
rubber tapping techniques, their understanding of what indicates good rubber tapping
was confined to within the precincts of local knowledge. At the Indonesian test site, this
knowledge appeared very rudimentary compared to that encountered at the Brazilian test
site. (It may also be that the Indonesian team was less successful than the Brazilian team
in eliciting local knowledge on this subject.)

unwarranted by the variation that exists. They risk echoing pitfalls of centralised evaluation and
planning systems that typically manifest in the oversight of important local factors which fail to
respond positively to the norms or conditions prescribed. Homogeneous, pan-regional policies
developed by centralised government often fail because they do not respond to the distinguishing
characteristics of minority groups, amongst them many forest communities. When the
complexities of communities forest interactions escape the governments attention, the
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government can not consciously respond to them constructively. Moreover, there is a greater
likelihood of it failing to foresee or of remaining blind to detrimental impacts its extra-sectoral
policies have on forest communities.
The test teams were briefed on the limitations of prescriptive C&I and were asked to try
to avoid them. Nonetheless, all the final country sets do include numerous prescriptive C&I
whose local relevance may be disputed and/or whose generalisability needs to be called into
question. Some team members felt incorporating standards into some C&I was needed for efficient
evaluation purposes. This suggests a deeper examination of the pros and cons of prescriptive
C&I is needed, in order to formulate more detailed recommendations for their development.
Unless a lot of information exists, the relevance of many prescriptive C&I to a site would
need to be field-tested. However, some prescriptive indicators of ecological and managerial
phenomena for which response curves are known appear more amenable to generalisability
because they can be objectively measured. This renders them less susceptible to the ethical
dilemmas of passing judgements across culture and class.
However, current knowledge gaps on optimal standards and threshold values restrict the
scope for developing prescriptive ecological indicators, as standards must correspond with the
environmental carrying capacity as defined by climate, edaphic factors and the history of
exploitation. A general prescriptive indicator such as harvesting rates must not diminish
reproductive vigour when it can only be partially accounted for, stimulate awareness of the
need for more knowledge. At the species level, many prescriptive management indicators should
only apply to restricted environmental zones when knowledge on their performance elsewhere
is lacking. Because the economic incentive to exploit species growing in sub-optimal
environments is lower, their performance in these environments tends to be under-researched.
The poor are most likely to exploit sub-optimal environments and this makes tapping their local
knowledge on the flora and fauna all the more important. However, local knowledge on how
species respond to sub-optimal conditions can be severely limited if production under such
conditions is a fairly recent development. This might, for instance, apply to migrant farmers
establishing settlements for the first time in natural forests on poor soils. Often there is a large
time gap between the destructive forest intervention taking place and the full implications of
damage being recognised. In such cases, all-round understanding could be improved by dialogue
between local people and the scientific community on occasions such as the tests workshops.
Prescriptive indicators are probably best developed through interactive participation
involving communication with the local forest community and between groups within this
community. This would help ensure that the limits such indicators impose are acceptable to the
local population and that local capacity exists for their enforcement. In connection with the
social indicators on rules and regulations, prescriptive indicators developed without community
participation run the risk of misinterpreting local capabilities, or being insufficiently informative
of them.

Grouping Species for Assessment Purposes
One way of increasing the generalisability of an indicator is to formulate it around one or more
characteristics known to be possessed by a group of species. These characteristics can be
biological responses, anatomical features, ecological functions or human uses. The larger the
number of traits shared by the members of the group, the more management considerations that
will be of common relevance. Distinguishing between species according to whether their
reproductive mechanisms fall into the K or r categories, for example, provides one basis for
grouping which was not considered by any of the test team members. Animal species could also
be differentiated into groups according to their position in the food chain or size of territorial
range, although none of the test team members identified these categories as useful for the
assessment of sustainability. Some flora species could be categorised according to how they are
harvested (destructive harvesting, removal of fruits, shoots, bark, etc), or some other trait or
variable. The suggestion made by the Brazilian test site inhabitants, of grouping lianas into
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management categories according to their growth patterns, provides the best example of the
potential of grouping species for assessment purposes provided by the tests. For each grouping
certain appropriate use or management methods would apply.
When it is possible to group species in this way and create C&I that are equally relevant
to all species within the group, then the geographic range of these C&I is expanded to the extent
to which the habitat ranges extend into independent areas. The assessment process becomes
more efficient when a number of species of the group occurs within an area. The C&I that apply
to the group as a whole can be regarded as an order above differentiated C&I on symptoms of
health or stress that are species-specific.

Substitution Groups
Knowledge of substitution groups is useful for selecting indicator species that will give
information on early-warning signs of non-sustainable use (Kremer et al. 1998). Trends
such as out-competition or substitution of indigenous species indicative of certain phenomena,
or that have traditional uses, can be monitored to provide information about social and
ecological conditions. Their population status can guide the formulation of certain
management components related to other species or practices linked to them.
The subject of substitution groups was raised by the Brazilian social specialist in relation
to the assessment of hunting pressure. He proposed that the extent to which preferred game
meat species are being replaced by lesser liked species or other foods in the local diet can, if
certain other factors are accounted for (e.g. enforcement of new legal restrictions on hunting or
a decrease in purchasing or bartering power), provide an indication of hunting pressure. C&I on
preferred game species and the game species most consumed in relation to their biological
availability, could thus help reveal some species gradual descent towards local extinction.
The Cameroonian forest management specialist spoke about traditional house construction
materials, and the extent to which these are being substituted with timber or alternative materials
such as concrete and corrugated iron. Their substitution gives an indication of the changing
pressure on forest resources exerted by the local population. Again, other factors need to be
considered, for example, (hypothetically speaking) whether a switch from timber to concrete
was financed with profits obtained from forest products destructively harvested. Answers to
such questions would require other C&I.

Generalisation: Aggregation and Deconstruction
There is no hard and sharp divide between generic and site-specific C&I (these are degrees
not dichotomies). The relevance of some C&I is more restricted than others. Various factors
determine how widely relevant a C or I is, including how general or precise its focus and the
cultural or environmental range over which it is to be applied.
Information on the generalisability of individual C&I can be used by certification bodies
to develop standards applicable at different geographical scales, and to clarify how policies can
increase their support of a economic and political climate conducive to the certification of
CMFs and CMF products. Amongst the more generalisable C&I are those that are highly
susceptible to the influence of regional and national policies. Conversely, issues of relatively
restricted geographic relevance suggest the need for broad brush policies and more targeted
policies that support local forest management authorities, or the devolution of forest management
authority to local communities.
The chances of site conditions not conforming with a C or I internalised norm or
prescription increases the more the conception of the sites boundaries are extended and its
area increased (unless the increase in regional scale is accompanied by a decrease in the norm
or prescriptions specificity). This is the case because the larger the boundaries of a particular
area, the more cultural and biological diversity it is likely to contain.
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Both the results of the CMF and the Phase 1 commercial timber management tests suggest
that principles and criteria, as large, fundamental truths come closest to being of universal
relevance. Arguably, with respect to CMF, C&I that are sufficiently general to be equally relevant
to sites with contrasting characteristics, will be insufficiently targeted to generate information
detailed enough to be useful. The team members thought that most generic C&I would be too
general to capture the particular factors affecting sustainability at a site. Generic C&I tend to
point to issues that are the outcome of conglomerates of contributing factors. The effects of
factors contributing to aggregate C&I can not be isolated unless they are identified and
disaggregated at lower levels of the P, C, I&V hierarchy. Such disaggregation was attempted
for several of the large criteria included in the tested sets. Even where similar large criteria
occur in the country sets, these mostly deconstruct at the lower hierarchical levels to reveal
some differences in the contributing factors perceived as important.
The more detailed I&V, which constitute the more practical assessment tools for evaluating
how well processes and methods are adapted to local constraints and possibilities, showed marked
variation across sites and included the most statements of obviously restricted geographic
relevance (e.g. that refer to local species, practices and technologies). All tests generated a
much larger number of I&V compared to P&C. We have already noted that it is generally the
I&V that direct the most attention to detail. The more detailed C&I are usually most adept at
capturing the distinguishing features of individual CMF scenarios, and therefore are likely to
play an especially important part in detecting the role of local traditional management in
biodiversity and forest conservation.

v) The Balance between General and Specific C&I
The common diversity and multiple-use features of CMFs can translate into exceedingly complex
management considerations. This is the case because the optimum harvesting intensity for a
product of any one species needs to be assessed to adequately protect:
· the species alternative uses; and
· the productivity of other useful species.

Planning of tending operations and other interventions similarly must take into account
the potential direct and indirect impacts on what is often a large range of multi-purpose species
valued by different groups. Adding to the complexity of designing assessment protocols for
multi-purpose forestry is the fact that species and species associations vary from one ecozone to
the next, and that this variation is mirrored by inhabitants expectations of forest benefits and
forest interventions. The chances are slim of forest communities having common tradeoffs that
favour management of the same species for identical purposes at the expense of other identical
species.
Within Amazonia alone, the Brazilian ecology specialist maintained that the ecological
C&I produced would clearly fall short of being entirely useful at different sites characterised by
different soil types, typological features and hydrological regimes and their attendant vegetation
formations. The bio-physical characteristics of different locations present different use
possibilities and thus stimulate different human environmental interactions, each with its own
set of consequences.
This complexity calls for compromise as a C&I set that is sufficiently detailed to cover
all aspects and their inter-relations would be unwieldy and difficult to apply. One based primarily
on generic C&I is unlikely to be detailed enough to produce a realistic picture of the degree of
local resource degradation or conservation and the associated social costs and benefits. The
test-generated sets all strike some compromise between these extremes.
It may be feasible to develop more thorough, yet practical to apply, C&I sets for particular
products, e.g. rattan, rubber, a species of monkey or Brazil nuts, although the problem will
persist of assessing how to adjust the management of these products in order to optimise the
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overall output of multiple-use forestry. The total value of a large diversity of forest products
and services remains an important variable in balancing the objectives of management strategies.
We currently lack sufficient knowledge about the ecology of many NTFP species to
fully understand how they respond to different stresses and stimuli. Assessment protocols must,
therefore, be structured on incomplete knowledge of the ecology of many useful species and
their responses to management methods. Efforts must concentrate on developing C&I related to
hypothetical ecological and social minimum safety margins. Gradually, as knowledge on different
species and systems expands through monitoring and complementary research, imbalances
incorporated into minimum safety margins can be reduced, and the relevant C&I correspondingly
amended.
Some generic C&I can be powerfully indicative of general, overarching phenomena and,
as such, are likely to reveal outcomes of conglomerates of contributing factors and trends. They
are however unlikely to reveal which variables and trends contribute to an outcome and even
less likely to inform on the cause and effect relationships that drive individual trends. We can
label them aggregate indicators. It is because of their tendency to be vague on detail that they
are relatively generalisable. Examples include social indicators such as infant mortality rates,
number of landless farmers and the ecological indicator rate of river siltation. They can tell us
whether a problem exists and the scale of a problem, and thus lead towards measures to deal
with the problems manifestations. They are of limited value to problem solving as they generate
no information on the causes of the problem. This makes their significance to policy making
comparatively weak. They can however be used for monitoring to register the impact of actions
taken and then, through a process of gradual elimination, their causative factors may be deduced.
The usefulness of generic C&I is largely confined to pointing out big end-product
effects which, understood to influence sustainability, are indicative of it. Being generic does not
mean a criterion or indicator has to be evaluated pan-regionally with the use of common standards
or threshold values. However, better insights into the processes and dynamics of sustainability
at any one site are usually obtained with more focused C&I, especially if these are designed to
reveal which factors and processes interact to produce the end-product effects. More detailed
C&I are needed to shed light on how the management of different forest products and services
is integrated to meet diverse forest user groups requirements and how this integration differs
from one site to the next.

10.2.3 Seeing things in context
We are inclined to believe that matching up single C&I according to their linguistic or conceptual
fit creates a weak foundation upon which to propose generic C&I. Although a number of the
proposed C&I appear to be the same or very similar, the behaviour of many of them is subject
to the effects of other interacting variables. For instance, social institutions, land tenure and
infrastructure obviously play vital roles in determining forest resource access and the distribution
of the costs and benefits of community forest interventions, and therefore affect CMFs
sustainability. It comes as no surprise then that C&I to address the importance of these issues
were developed on all three tests. However, their significance is often highly conditional
(Kaimowitz and Angelsen 1998). This suggests that, for their effective evaluation, complexes
of C&I of conditions associated with their significance are required. Similarly, although ecological
and technical variables may be objectively measurable in isolation, C&I of best forest resource
management practice are also likely to emerge in bundles, or complexes.
We remain unsure as to the relative importance of different factors to the sustainability
of CMFs. This reflects our still-limited understanding of how individual components are located
within composites of interdependent factors that represent their context. Examining single issues
(i.e. individual indicators) in isolation is, therefore, of limited usefulness, as single issues on
their own do not usually expose critical links or contextual constraints, unless these constitute
the issue. Ignoring links between indicators and the larger context results in the loss of some
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insights into the dynamics of a situation. Well-compiled complexes of C&I can encompass
pertinent linkages between considerations to reveal their interconnection and context. They can
pull together the various factors that contribute to a circumstance or trend and its outcome.
An understanding of context depends on knowing three things: 1) the single issues,
variables or factors that exist; 2) the relationships between them; and 3) the sum of affects or
emergent properties created by their relationships. These things have to be examined in the
light of each other.
Single issues can, however, be selected as starting-point considerations that branch
sideways and outwards into other concepts which together can be transformed into C&I
complexes. The starting point considerations or issues can be selected on the basis of their
perceived contribution to debilitating problems or favourable conditions, with a view to
formulating C&I complexes that would generate information to improve understanding.
Complexes of C&I that deal with closely interrelated issues could help to ensure that assessment
processes and results facilitate integrated and practical approaches to problem solving. More
important than identifying single, common issues, therefore, would seem to be examining how
an issues (or C or Is) context, or the factors contributing to cause and effect relationships
affecting sustainability, varies between sites (Vayda 1996). Understanding this variation is a
key to greater understanding of how given factors interrelate under different conditions at different
sites with different effects.
On CIFORs Phase 1 C&I tests for commercial timber management the creation of
minimum sets of C&I was emphasised. This led to duplications within and between the subsets
of a country set frequently being treated as redundancies. We found this approach difficult to
justify with respect to CMFs as it restricts the description of context. As some of these factors
may exert significant influence over several other factors, the same or similar indicators for
capturing this influence will appear in connection with C&I on other factors located in various
parts of the P, C, I&V hierarchy.

10.2.4 Temporal Considerations
All concepts of sustainability are time-linked. Basically, there are two non-mutually exclusive
options for capturing the temporal dimensions of different aspects of CMFs. One of these is to
attempt to directly capture temporal relationships and patterns through an assessment of the
historical processes out of which current circumstances evolved. From this basis it is often
possible to go on to predict future trends and outcomes. The appropriate choice of C&I makes
this achievable to some degree with information gained from a single (one-off) assessment.
The other option is to capture the present status of a CMF with a C&I-guided assessment,
and to then return at appropriate intervals to monitor the change in the C&I readings, and the
extent to which the C&I continue to be relevant to the situation. In such cases, snap shots of
reality at different points in time are compared for signs of development or change.
Patterns of forest resource use are constantly undergoing change. The change may vary
in terms of:
· the direction in which it is moving;
· the speed at which it is moving, and the intensity of change; and
· its cyclical nature.

The speed and intensity of change and the cyclical nature of change are closely interlinked.
Ecological and social systems have a certain ability to self-regulate, which is known as their
resilience. Resilience is the product of inter-actions between internal and exogenous factors and
depends strongly on a time component. C&I that can trace the history of forest interventions,
ecological change or social developments are therefore potentially of great value to tracing
trends, cause and effect relationships and predicting likely future events and trends on the basis
of past ones.
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For a forest to be maintained, any periods of severe stress endurance have to be followed
by relatively long periods of recovery. To arrive at a measure of the impact of a harvest of a
certain size, the harvest must be assessed in relation to the size of the stock, forest regeneration
rate and the harvesting frequency. Some patterns or forms of forest exploitation may be tolerated
for only short periods then must be discontinued if sustainability is to be ensured. The
incorporation of special provisions for active forest restoration may make it possible to increase
the exploitation pressure to above the exploited species replacement rate for a specified period,
yet still maintain the forest over the long term. For instance, if management strategies with long
planning horizons include active restoration prescriptions, then excessive harvesting rates
might be considered sustainable, as long as the local management institution is sufficiently
effective.
Some awareness of the temporal dimensions of variables being assessed is needed in
C&I development and application. Broadly speaking, as forest resources become increasingly
scarce, so it becomes more urgent that they be sustainably managed. However, moderate shortterm excesses may be compensated in the long-term by sequential changes in resource use
patterns and the pace at which these unfold. Even a poor response to an indicator on population
structure, for example, may be compensated by indications that the interventions responsible
occur only at very long cyclic intervals.
Assessment of indicators on seasonality and harvesting intervals (such as those created
by the Cameroonian and Brazilian forest management specialists), in conjunction with indicators
of the current compared to previous forest ecosystem health, can generate information from
which the resiliance of species and systems can be deduced. From these deductions inferences
regarding responses to future interventions can be made.

10.2.5 Developing Generic C&I for Diverse User Groups
The C&I developed by the tests urge departure from the idea of developing a minimum set of
C&I for the assessment of the sustainability of CMF. In addition to the logic behind the interest
in eliminating duplicate indicators to arrive at a minimum set being problematic in the complex
CMF context, this approach was not designed to accommodate the needs and capabilities of
diverse potential C&I user groups. This difficulty is amplified with respect to CMF by the vast
discrepancies in the interests and knowledge of groups as diverse as forest farmers, academics
and scientists and policy makers, to mention just a few. Not all these groups will have similar
needs, nor capacity to understand or apply one minimum set of C&I.
An indicators usefulness is determined not only by its potential indicative power and
cost of application: information output ratio, but also by who can and needs to apply it and
make use of its results. Some end-point, minimal C&I may be relatively useless to forest
farmers compared to less globally informative process, input or output indicators. For all the
above reasons, we believe the minimum set approach is too limiting in the CMF context, and
that more can be gained from viewing the development and application of C&I in diagnosis and
monitoring as educational, learning processes.

10.2.6 Applications of C&I
One of the original objectives of the C&I for CMF tests was to evaluate the indicators and
verifiers developed according to the attributes ease of use and cost of application, amongst
others. This objective could not be satisfactorily achieved within the time frame. These attributes
would have to be evaluated separately for each potential user group, taking into account their
respective capabilities (knowledge and understanding, literacy, numeracy, etc.) and access to
resources (capital, labour, time, equipment, etc.). We feel such an exercise would produce
useful results.
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To accommodate differences in users needs and capabilities, the systematic consideration
of a set of attributes should be relaxed to focus on the most relevant attributes of individual C&I
(even more than it did in the tests). Some C&I, whose application is highly demanding of
scientific skills and costly (at least from the forest farmers point of view) technologies, may be
judged acceptable for their relatively powerful capacity to reveal cause and effect relationships
or the impact of trends. However, many less informative indicators can be just as useful if not
more so because of the ease with which they can be used by forest farmers with locally available
skills and resources.
Depending on the C&I in question, some groups or individuals will be in a better position
to apply them than others. The assessment of some variables by community members will not
only be cheaper, but more in line with the ultimate goals of C&I applications  the results will
be more immediately available to those who, directly affected by them, would be most interested
in acting upon them. Regular recording of timber extraction or ongoing monitoring of rule
infringement, is best done by local people; using outsiders for such tasks could prove both
overly expensive and not conducive to building trust.
The Brazilian forest management specialist proposed revising the final set of Brazilian
C&I with the objective of translating the academic jargon into a simpler, locally used Portuguese.
This would make the set more accessible not only to community members, but also to a variety
of NGOs and government extension agencies that collaborate with communities on forest resource
and rural development projects.
These observations suggest it is of questionable value to use only one or another of the
C&I sets produced in the tests, or a single set comprised of selected parts of these, to assess
other CMF sites directly. It seems probable that any C&I set or compilation chosen from the
tests results would include a number of irrelevant issues and lack several relevant ones.
Consequently, it would be wise to first re-test the set to establish its relevance to the CMF being
assessed, then to remove from and add to it until it can provide for a balanced address of the
issues most critical to local sustainability. To this end, the interdisciplinary, participatory
methodology of these tests could be used, incorporating the recommendations for improvement
outlined in this report. Further methodological developments and amendments are encouraged,
and should be documented.
Alternatively, a new C&I set could be developed for testing that incorporates some C&I
from the already tested sets and other newly proposed locally relevant ones. One option could
be to select the C&I from the already tested sets that occur, either in identical or very similar
form, in all three country sets, on the assumption that these are the most likely to be generic.
The newly compiled set could then be tested with community participation using the tested
methodologies and following the methodological guidelines and recommendations developed
by our C&I for CMF tests.
A third alternative would be to apply the whole C&I development methodology, with
appropriate amendments, to test a new set of C&I compiled from miscellaneous sources (for
instance, stakeholder consultations, SFM guidelines, sets of C&I designed by different initiatives
including this CIFOR activity, etc.). This option could be modified by giving community
participation a more decisive role in selecting the C&I to be tested with community participation.
The greater emphasis on community participation would be paralleled by a reduced reliance on
C&I derived from other sources more distanced from the communitys reality.
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These tests of C&I for CMFs have been pioneering in their aims to:
1) review and improve selected methodologies for generating C&I of the sustainability
of CMFs; and
2) evaluate the relevance and informative powers of C&I with reference to, among other
things, the discovered strengths and weaknesses of the methodologies used to generate
them.
The tests’ results were not intended to be conclusive. Although some compromises were
inevitable between the number of topics covered and the depth to which individual topics were
explored, the results drew together a range of issues that appear to commonly affect the
sustainability of CMFs. They indicate scope for further participatory research and fieldwork
into developing C&I for assessing and monitoring the performance of CMFs, their social
ramifications, and tradeoffs between different disciplinary perspectives.

11.1 C&I Testing and Development Methodologies
The basic tenets of the methodologies tested by the CIFOR Phase 1 tests of C&I for commercial
timber management in natural forests – an interdisciplinary approach, stakeholder consultation
and field-testing – proved useful for testing C&I for CMFs. One methodological adaptation was
introduced, i.e., a more participatory approach to C&I testing. Liberal interpretation of parts of
the methodologies resulted in some variation in the working styles of the three test teams. This
allowed for some comparative assessment of different approaches.

11.1.1 The P, C, I&V Hierarchical Framework
The hierarchical framework of P, C, I&Vs was in some ways easily transferred to the CMF C&I
testing because of its simplicity. It was, however, thought to be over-simplistic for the structuring
of the complex interacting issues that affect the sustainability of CMFs. Also, despite CIFOR’s
attempts to predefine and bound the definitions of P, C, I&V, the specialists differed in their
views of the content and scope of P, C, I&V. We feel that the initial definitions of mutually
exclusive categories used in the tests proved inadequate.

11.1.2 The Base Sets
The test team members raised questions regarding the relevance of the Base Sets to CMFs.
Doubts were expressed about the appropriateness of spending time disproving or adapting C&I
in the Base Sets that were originally conceived around commercial timber management objectives
or geographical contexts which do not reflect local CMF test site conditions. It was thought that
focusing on C&I developed around management objectives and environmental conditions other
than those associated with the test sites, could introduce bias into the C&I for CMFs sets.
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Although many of the C&I for commercial forest management might become increasingly
relevant to the CMF sites in the future, their lack of current relevance meant they could not be
field tested.

11.1.3 Interdisciplinarity
Team members differed in how much community participation they sought to elicit, and how
much communication with their team they thought was necessary. We feel all efforts to maximise
community participation and interdisciplinarity are warranted. One determinant of the
interdisciplinarity achieved was the compatibility of the team members’ personalities. Further
benefits could be derived from incorporating methods specifically designed to integrate
contrasting personality types within the test teams. This could help integrate diverse disciplinary
perspectives.
Having each team member concentrate on a single discipline hindered interdisciplinarity,
at least in some respects. It inhibited description of some interdisciplinary background factors
of broad significance (e.g. health or educational factors), and causative factors (e.g. cost cutting)
that, with their origin in one field/discipline (e.g. social or economic), impact upon another (e.g.
water pollution, ecology).
Monitoring the outcome of changes in the relationships between different variables
(Kremen et al. 1996), especially if no correlation has previously been established between them,
is more important than monitoring variables in isolation of each other. More methodologies
specifically designed to facilitate identification of significant cross-disciplinary factors would
be desirable.
A better picture of the cross-disciplinary ramifications and factors contributing to specific
issues could emerge from applying integrated, interdisciplinary complexes of C&I, rather than
a selection of unidisciplinary C&I subsets. This would require C&I developers to explore more
closely the connections between facets of variable disciplinary content of specific issues rather
than attempt to separate these facets into mutually exclusive disciplinary categories.

11.1.4 The C&I Multistakeholder Workshops
Tighter definition of the workshop’s role in the overall testing process could lead to a more
systematically discernible contribution to the process outcome. Similar workshops could in the
future focus more exclusively on examining C&I explanations, i.e., helping the C&I testers
(including community members) understand alternatives to their ways of thinking about C&I.
Creating a workshop space and atmosphere more conducive to community participation, and
hence cross-learning, could result in C&I that are more widely understood and accepted. The
workshop methodologies could be more precisely planned to reveal the relevance of the fieldtested C&I to other CMF scenarios, by including methods for tapping into participants’ personal
knowledge and experience more systematically. Caution is, however, advised in extrapolating
the broader relevance of C&I through processes of logical deduction and academic abstraction,
as these contradict the aims of the field testing process. The test results show that field testing
process was highly effective at eliminating C&I based on flawed assumptions and external,
inadequate interpretations of local realities.

11.2 The Proposed Principles, Criteria, Indicators and
Verifiers
In general, it is the principles and criteria that encompass the broadest scope issues. However,
their level of generalisation (abstraction) in most cases was thought to be so great as to obscure
important details of the dynamics of CMF’s sustainability. The test teams, therefore, believed
that the indicators and verifiers will be more instrumental in practically assessing factors that
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promote or hinder the sustainability of a CMF. In comparison to the principles and criteria, the
indicators and verifiers generated by the tests covered more issues noted as being of relatively
restricted geographic relevance.
The tests proposed C&I for a great number of issues. The exact mix of coverage, and
where within the hierarchical framework the C&I were allocated, varied from one test to the
next. This result combines variation arising from diverse sources. Isolating the variation from
any one source is not possible, given the limited documentation of the rationale behind C&I and
of how they were tested. Explanations offered for the variations are, therefore, largely hypothetical
and many rest on assumptions. This means that the more ‘major’ issues among the many raised
by the C&I, can only be identified through logical deduction taking empirical data into
consideration. However, some subjects such as multiple use, the integration of diverse interest
groups, landscape diversity, biodiversity and forest structure and natural regeneration, stood
out because they were more detailed than others in one or more of the tests.
A number of issues, among them forest dependency, collective action and rural
capitalisation are articulated not so much directly by individual C&I, as by association between
C&I. This implies that complexes of C&I have an important part to play in capturing the cause
and effect relationships affecting CMFs’ sustainability.

11.2.1 C&I on Community Participation
Numerous detailed and explicit C&I were included in the Indonesian set for assessing the
participation of community members in local affairs and politics and in government community
development initiatives. This emphasis is less clear in the other sets. However, the Cameroonian
social and forest management subsets include several statements relating to collective action
and collaboration between community members. The Brazilian social subset includes some
C&I of community participation in planning and monitoring management interventions. All the
country sets include several C&I that refer to diverse groups, e.g. groups defined according to
interests, age or gender. But only very few statements single out one particular interest or minority
group. Nearly all those that do so focus on women’s participation in debates. This created some
concern regarding the ability of the C&I sets to capture the interests and special needs of minority
groups, oppressed groups or poorly represented groups within the community.

11.2.2 Rationale for C&I and C&I interpretation
C&I developers need to provide sufficient explanations for their C&I so that they can be uniformly
interpreted by different interest groups. Explanations are fundamentally important because the
meaning of some C&I may be obvious to specialists by their wording, but not all C&I potential
users will recognise this meaning or be familiar with the C&I supporting theory. By considering
the rationale this report presents for the test-generated C&I, the reader acts as another filter
C&I, thus participating in the C&I development process. The suggestion of the Brazilian forest
manager that the final subsets should be translated into colloquial language was well received.
Unfortunately, resource constraints meant it could not be put into practice as part of this project51.
These tests did not systematically investigate thresholds and standards for all the C&I
proposed, although it was understood from the outset that thresholds and standards are essential
for interpreting C&I assessment results. They are also often essential for comparing assessment
results from different sites and evaluating change over time. They are therefore frequently
essential for making rationale decisions on matters likely to affect the balance of interests, e.g.
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This suggestion is being followed up on, however, through the translation of the “Criteria and Indicators for
Community Managed Forest Landscapes: An Introductory Guide” (Ritchie et al. 2000) , which draws on
these tests, into Portuguese.
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tradeoffs or priority ranking. Used as yardsticks, they can help reveal gaps between the ideal
and reality, and monitor whether these gaps are growing, diminishing or merely changing their
dimensions. Geographical variations in carrying capacity and multiple use of CMFs are expected
to limit the number of generic thresholds and standards that can be set.

11.2.3 Generalising the Relevance of C&I
The test methodologies offered only restricted possibilities for investigating the generalisability
of the proposed C&I. Although all three test sites satisfied most of the site selection criteria,
they embody some pronounced geographic, historical, cultural and socio-economic differences.
They are also associated with diverse forest products, management methods and technologies.
They can not, therefore, be regarded as representative of community managed forests as a whole.
The relevance of some C&I to all three test sites cannot be extrapolated to other CMF sites with
any degree of statistical confidence. Further reducing the reliability of generalisations on the
wider relevance of the tested C&I, is the fact that the mix of C&I generated by the tests can be
explained by many factors – it is not possible to deduce, therefore, that a criterion or indicator’s
inclusion in only one or two country sets, reflects its relatively restricted relevance.
Categorisation of C&I as either ‘common’ or ‘site-specific’ was found to be of limited
value for other reasons as well. Many C&I can be better thought of as distributed along a
continuum ranging form the fully generalisable to the site-specific. Our analysis of the results
often shows that the more detailed the C&I developed around a single issue, the greater the
number of comparatively restricted geographic scope, i.e., that refer to local species and practices.
Among the test team members the opinion prevailed that most types of generic C&I will
be too general to capture the particular factors determining sustainability at the test sites. There
is a tendency for generic C&I to aggregate contributing factors, making it impossible to identify
these or to isolate the effect of any one, unless they are disaggregated at lower levels of the P, C,
I&V hierarchy. Such disaggregation is likely to reveal a difference in at least some of the
contributing factors identified as relevant at different sites.
One category was identified as composed of ‘generic’ indicators that do not aggregate
factors. These indicators constitute ‘baseline’ gradients or continua (for instance, a river or
watershed, population size, area, etc.) along which a community can be located or plotted. Such
indicator readings are descriptive and inferences concerning sustainability can be drawn from
where the community occurs along the continuum (e.g. close to, far or a middle distance from
an urban centre). Field testing is not needed to establish the generalisability of this type of
indicator, although their relevance to different sites will be relative, e.g., the significance of the
location of a community along a river will depend on the length of the river, whether the river is
navigable, etc. Often, however, readings obtained for this type of indicator will be indicative of
other factors.
All three country sets include numerous prescriptive C&I whose local relevance may be
disputed and whose generalisability can also be questioned.
More systematic documentation of workshop-generated information would enhance
subsequent analyses of the C&I’ generalisability. Classifying issues according to their degree
of generalisability can link some issues (C&I) with policy decision making spheres at different
scales, e.g., local, region or national. Among the more generalisable C&I we find those on
issues that are the most directly susceptible to the influence of regional and national policies.
Conversely, issues identified as being of relatively restricted geographic relevance suggest the
need for broad brush policies that support local forest management authorities or the devolution
of forest management authority to local communities.
Information on the generalisability of individual C&I can also be used to gage the need
to fine-tune certification initiatives in order to accommodate the particular characteristics of
diverse CMF scenarios, and to clarify areas in which policies can promote better prospects for
CMFs and CMF product certification.
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These considerations concerning distinguishing features of individual CMF scenarios
are important for identifying and securing the role of traditional management in biodiversity
and forest conservation.

11.2.4 Seeing Issues in Context
Individual C&I gain in meaning and, therefore, usefulness when they are seen in the context
created by a complex of interrelated C&I. Conclusions regarding the usefulness of commonalities,
i.e., single identical or very similar C&I that were generated on more than one test, should
therefore be drawn with care. A more holistic picture of how the perceived importance of an
issue to sustainability varies across sites, may be obtained from comparing complexes of C,
I&Vs developed around specific issues (criteria or indicators) for the different test sites.
On CIFOR’s earlier tests of C&I for commercial timber management, the creation of
‘minimum’ sets of C&I was emphasised. This led to duplications within and between the subsets
of a country set frequently being treated as redundancies. We found this approach difficult to
justify with respect to CMFs. Bundles of C&I we believe are needed to represent critical
interacting factors. Some of these factors may exert significant influence over several others.
Indicators for capturing the significance of highly influential elements will therefore reappear
in connection with their various related factors, i.e., in several locations within the P, C, I&V
hierarchy.

11.2.5 Participation and Encoding the Definition of Sustainable
CMFs in C&I
A concern repeatedly raised revolved around the extent to which a C&I set’s content will
inevitably define what CMFs should and should not be. The knowledge, ideas and interpretations
of C&I developers decide this content. Thus, knowing who participated, to what extent, and
who was excluded from the C&I development process is important, as is ensuring that the
meaning of the C&I is clear. Interest in extrapolating the relevance of tested C&I to other sites
amplifies the implications of these concerns.
The tests were conducted with the understanding that C&I can serve as tools for diagnosing,
assessing and monitoring sustainability. The tests, however, also expanded appreciation of how
C&I development methods and applications can be used as communication tools for crosslearning among community groups, and between these and outside interest groups, e.g., policy
makers, NGOs, educationalists, etc.. Development of this potential would enhance the educational
role of C&I of CMFs and open up additional avenues for constructive dialogue between groups
with related interests. By stimulating consensus building, this may help integrate interests both
internal and external to the community. It would also pave the way for improving the coordination
of different groups’ activities to enhance social equity and create positive externalities and
public goods for the benefit of all.
Diversity and multiple use were found to characterise CMFs at the test sites, turning
tradeoffs and the optimisation of multiple tradeoffs into pivotal concerns. Setting fair tradeoffs
is analogous to reaching consensus decisions. There was general agreement that participatory
processes of C&I development, although sometimes more laborious and time consuming, are
more supportive of consensus building than alternative processes. It was also recognised that
people sometimes consent in group processes such as these because they are inadequately
informed, pressured into doing so, or because they have hidden motives for maintaining alliances.
Consensus decisions leading to the selection of C&I, and thus to an inference of the management
objectives, should therefore be well-qualified and transparent. The acceptability of selected
C&I should remain open for debate amongst the C&I users.
Participatory approaches to developing C&I should include built-in mechanisms to clarify
towards whose interests the proposed C&I represent. The test teams all felt ethnocentricity
should be avoided to the extent possible. Very carefully designed participatory C&I testing and
development processes can help ensure this.
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11.3 Directions for the Future
Although much progress has been made in terms of C&I for CMF, some conceptual ambiguities
remain. Specifically, there are ambiguities such as those relating to language and subjective
judgement, where the use of words such as ‘fair’ and ‘justice’, for example, render C&I liable to
variable interpretation. One of the key concepts arising in CMF — ‘optimisation’ — has been
criticised for its inclusion in the C&I (Indonesian set), because, ’optimisation’ is a foreverelusive goal. We argue, however, that the meaning of optimisation makes it a worthy goal even
if, by defying exact description in a complex real world, its full attainment is unachievable.
This phase of the research also highlighted a number of other priority research areas and
ideas. Further field research is needed to clarify, refine understanding, and enhance the
generalisability of the C&I for CMF generated. At a very practical level, more work is needed
on the C&I produced from this research in terms of adapting language and the organisation of
the C&I complexes (i.e., shifting from a disciplinary perspective to more a community-based
perspective on organisation), as well as identifying and filling in gaps that exist in the C&I.
This work is already under way at CIFOR in the exploration and participatory action research
application of frameworks of C&I for CMF. These C&I sets may be drawn from the field test
sets, but they will move away from organization along disciplinary lines, and they will be
intended for adaptation to local contexts by local users.
At a more conceptual level, more field research and accompanying analysis is needed to
further the understanding of the conditions under which C&I are relevant and informative. This
will help pave the way for simpler and more efficient application of C&I by users, by informing
both C&I base sets themselves and adaptation methodologies. Another important avenue for
possible future research is to further investigate the merits of different conceptual perspectives
or frameworks for organising complexes of C&I in order to accurately reflect local perceptions.
As has been initiated in the CIFOR C&I for CMF Introductory Guide (Ritchie et al. 2000),
developing complexes of interdisciplinary C&I around selected local themes might be a more
useful approach than separating issues into disciplinary C&I subsets, as was done in these tests.
This could be explored through participatory action research initiatives in communities.
Finally, the research increased awareness of how C&I development methods and
applications can create opportunities for shared learning between and within stakeholder groups
(see also Burford de Oliveira 1999). Our preliminary research results indicate the powerful
nature of processes that pool diverse knowledge bases such as local and traditional wisdom held
by communities with ‘scientific’ and/or other stakeholder knowledge. Such knowledge-sharing
processes may not only exchange knowledge, but contain scope for the creation of new knowledge
through cross-fertilisation of the wisdom contributed by different groups. The potential role for
C&I as a tool in creating constructive dialogue, and ultimately collaboration, among stakeholders
needs further investigation.
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Annex 1:
Glossary of Terms
6XVWDLQDELOLW\ RI
)RUHVWV

7R VXVWDLQ IRUHVWV LV WR PDLQWDLQ WKHLU FXUUHQW UHJHQHUDWLYH
FDSDFLW\ 'HJUDGHG IRUHVWV FDQ EH VXVWDLQDEO\ PDQDJHG LI
PHDVXUHV DUH XVHG WR UHVWRUH WKHLU UHJHQHUDWLYH FDSDFLW\ WR LWV
OHYHOEHIRUHKXPDQLQWHUIHUHQFHRUWRDWOHDVWHQVXUHWKH\DWWDLQD
µVWDEOH¶ LQWKDWWLPHIUDPH VWDWH
7KH SXUVXLW RI VXVWDLQDELOLW\ KRZHYHU VKRXOG QRW FRPSURPLVH
ZLGHO\DFFHSWHGFRQFHSWVRIVRFLDOMXVWLFH7KXVLWZDVDWWHPSWHG
WRFUHDWH& ,FDSDEOHRIDOVRUHIOHFWLQJWKHVRFLDOGLPHQVLRQVRI
IRUHVWUHVRXUFHDOORFDWLRQ
,QWHUHVW RI WKH WHVWV IRFXVHG RQ LGHQWLI\LQJ & , WKDW FDQ UHYHDO
WKHYDULDEOHVDQGIDFWRUVWKDWFRQWULEXWHHLWKHUWRWKHPDLQWHQDQFH
RI UHODWLYHO\ VWDEOH VWDWHV RU WR WUHQGV RU FKDQJHV WKDW PRYH
WRZDUGV RU DZD\ IURP VXVWDLQDELOLW\ 7KH DLP ZDV WR GHYHORS
& , VHWV ZKRVH DSSOLFDWLRQ FDQ \LHOG DQ RYHUDOO SLFWXUH RI WKH
G\QDPLF WHQVLRQV JRYHUQLQJ VXVWDLQDELOLW\ DW D FRPPXQLW\
PDQDJHG IRUHVW VLWH 7KH JHQHUDO FRQVHQVXV H[SUHVVHG E\ WHVW
SDUWLFLSDQWVZDVWKDWWKHIRFXVVKRXOGEHERWKRQFKDQJHLQIRUHVW
DUHDDQGLQWKHIRUHVW¶VFRQGLWLRQ±ZKHWKHUWKLVLVLPSURYLQJRU
GHWHULRUDWLQJ DW ZKDW UDWH DQG IRU ZKDW UHDVRQV 7KH WHVW WHDP
PHPEHUVZHUHHQFRXUDJHGWRPRUHSUHFLVHO\GHILQHVXVWDLQDELOLW\
E\DSSO\LQJWKHLUVSHFLDOLVHGNQRZOHGJHWRWKHVHOHFWLRQRI& ,

)RUHVW

$OOWHVWVLWHVZHUHORFDWHGLQKXPLGWURSLFDOUDLQIRUHVW]RQHV2XU
GHILQLWLRQ RI IRUHVW LQFOXGHG DOO IRUHVW UHVRXUFHV DQG IXQFWLRQV
:LWKWKLVEURDGGHILQLWLRQRIµIRUHVW¶DWWKHODQGVFDSHOHYHOIRUHVW
ZDWHUVKHGV DQG ULYHU V\VWHPV DQG FOHDULQJV ZLWKLQ IRUHVW ZHUH
FODVVLILHGDVSDUWRIWKHIRUHVW$OVRUHJDUGHGDVSDUWRIWKHIRUHVW
ZHUH UHVRXUFHV LH ZDWHU DQG VRLO ZKRVH DYDLODELOLW\ DQGRU
SURSHUWLHV GHSHQG DW OHDVW SDUWLDOO\ RQ IRUHVW FRYHU DQG LWV
LQWDFWQHVV,QFOXGHGWKHUHIRUHZHUHDUHDVFRQYHUWHGIURPQDWXUDO
IRUHVWWKDW VXSSRUW RU DUH GHVWLQHG WRVXSSRUW YDULRXV VWDJHV RI
VXFFHVVLRQJURZWK6KLIWLQJDJULFXOWXUHRQIRUHVWVRLOVDQGILVKLQJ
ZHUHERWKWKHUHIRUHWUHDWHGDVPRGHVRIIRUHVWH[SORLWDWLRQZKRVH
PDQDJHPHQW LQIOXHQFHV WKH UHJHQHUDWLRQ RI IRUHVW IRUPDWLRQV
7KLV EURDG GHILQLWLRQ RI µIRUHVW¶ FRLQFLGHG FORVHO\ ZLWK WKH WHVW
VLWHIRUHVWFRPPXQLWLHV¶RZQGHILQLWLRQRIµIRUHVW¶
7KH DUHD RI IRUHVW LH DUHD FRYHUHG ZLWK IRUHVW UHVRXUFHV
FRQVLGHUHG GXULQJ WKH WHVWV ZDV WKDW ZKLFK WKH FRPPXQLW\
UHJDUGVDVEHORQJLQJWRLWDQGDQ\RWKHUIRUHVWUHVRXUFHVWKDWDUH
DIIHFWHGE\FRPPXQLW\DFWLYLWLHV

)RUHVW
0DQDJHPHQW

%\ µIRUHVW PDQDJHPHQW¶ ZH PHDQ DOO IRUHVW LQWHUYHQWLRQV DQG
IRUPV RI XVDJH RI IRUHVW UHVRXUFHV SURGXFWV DQG VHUYLFHV E\
FRPPXQLW\ PHPEHUV ,W LV QRW DOZD\V FOHDU ZKDW FRQVWLWXWHV
µUDQGRP¶ YHUVXV µRUJDQLVHG¶ H[WUDFWLRQ DQG XVH RI IRUHVW
UHVRXUFHVRUDWZKDWVWDJHRUJDQLVHGIRUHVWLQWHUYHQWLRQVRUXVH
FDQEHUHJDUGHGDVIRUPDOPDQDJHPHQW
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1DWXUDO)RUHVW

)RUHVWWKDWLQOLYLQJPHPRU\KDVQRWEHHQFOHDUHGIRUDJULFXOWXUH
RU VHWWOHPHQW SXUSRVHV EXW WKDW PD\ KDYH EHHQ ORJJHG DQG LQ
ZKLFKQRQWLPEHUIRUHVWSURGXFWKDUYHVWLQJDQGKXQWLQJPD\WDNH
SODFH 7KH RQO\ H[FHSWLRQ WR WKLV ZDV DW WKH %UD]LOLDQ WHVW VLWH
ZLWKUHVSHFWWRSDWFKHVRIIRUHVWRFFXUULQJRQµEODFN VRLOV¶ ZLWK
KLVWRULFDO UHPDLQV RI IRUPHU $PHULQGLDQ UHVLGHQWV 7KHVH VPDOO
IRUHVWDUHDVDUHEHOLHYHGWREHZHOORYHU\HDUVROG$OWKRXJK
LWLVNQRZQWKH\DUHVHFRQGDU\WKH%UD]LOLDQWHVWWHDPJHQHUDOO\
WUHDWHGWKHPDVµQDWXUDO¶UDWKHUWKDQVHFRQGDU\IRUHVW

)DOORZV

$UHDVZKHUHFXOWLYDWLRQZDVDEDQGRQHG\HDUVRUPRUHDJR

6HFRQGDU\
)RUHVW

)DOORZV LQ WKH DGYDQFHG VWDJHV RI HFRORJLFDO VXFFHVVLRQ ZKLFK
KDYH UHJDLQHG PDQ\ DWWULEXWHV RI WKH QDWXUDO RULJLQDO IRUHVW EXW
ZKRVH VSHFLHV FRPSRVLWLRQ DQG PRUSKRORJLFDO VWUDWD QRQHWKHOHVV
FRQWLQXHWRGLIIHULQVHYHUDOUHVSHFWV

&RPPXQLW\
0DQDJHG
)RUHVWV

:H XVH WKH WHUP FRPPXQLW\ PDQDJHG IRUHVWV WR LQFOXGH WKRVH
IRUHVWV WKDW DUH PDQDJHG KRZHYHU LQIRUPDOO\ E\ IDPLO\ XQLWV
VSHFLDOLVHG JURXSV ZLWKLQ WKH FRPPXQLW\ WKH ZKROH FRPPXQLW\
FROOHFWLYHO\ RU E\ D FRPELQDWLRQ RI WKHVH JURXSV ,Q VRPH FDVHV
PDQDJHPHQW UHVSRQVLELOLWLHV ZLOO EH GHILQHG DQG DVVXPHG E\
LQGLYLGXDOV EHORQJLQJ WR WKH FRPPXQLW\ 6XFK FDVHV DOVR DUH
FODVVLILHGDVSDUWRIFRPPXQLW\PDQDJHGIRUHVWVHVSHFLDOO\ZKHUH
WKH\ DUH VXERUGLQDWH WR FRPPXQLW\ LPSRVHG QRUPV DQG
FRQVWUDLQWV

7KH&RPPXQLW\

7KHFRPPXQLW\ZDVGHVFULEHGDVDOOWKHSHRSOHZKRSHUPDQHQWO\
UHVLGHZLWKLQDQDUHDRIIRUHVWWKDWEHORQJVWRVRPHRUDOORILWV
LQKDELWDQWV0HPEHUVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\UHFRJQLVHHDFKRWKHUDV
VXFK DQG ERXQGDULHV EHWZHHQ IRUHVW ODQGV FODLPHG E\
QHLJKERXULQJ FRPPXQLWLHV ZHUH UHFRJQLVHG E\ DOO FRPPXQLW\
PHPEHUV
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List of Abbreviations and Acronyms
Acronym

Full Wording

C&I

Criteria and Indicators; also used to signify the full set or concept of
Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers

CIFOR

Center for International Forestry Research

CMF(s)

Community Managed Forests

FAO

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

FORDA

Indonesia Forest Research and Development Agency

FM

Forest Management

FMU

(Commercial) Forest Management Unit

I &V

Indicators and Verifiers

IBAMA

Instituto Brasileiro do Meio Ambiente e dos Recoursos Naturais
Renovaveis

IIED

International Institute of Environment and Development

NGO

Non-governmental Organization

NTFP

Non-timber Forest Product

OECD

Overseas Economic Cooperation and Development

PRA

Participatory Rural Appraisal

P,C, I & Vs

Principles, Criteria, Indicators, and Verifiers

SOLIDAM

Solidarity pour le developpement des villages d’Akak a Melan
(Cameroon)

SFDP

Social Forestry Development Project (Indonesia)

WWF

World Wide Fund for Nature
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Annex 3:
Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
1. SOCIAL
·
·
·

Brazil
Cameroon
Indonesia

2. ECOLOGY
·
·
·

Brazil
Cameroon
Indonesia

3. FOREST MANAGEMENT
·
·
·

Brazil
Cameroon
Indonesia
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1. SOCIAL
CIFOR - Brazil Test, 1998
Teste de Critérios e Indicadores Sociais para o Uso Comunitário
Sustentável de Recursos Agroflorestais - Cifor Teste Brasil/Sindicato dos
Trabalhadores Rurais de Santarém  Versão Final
Versão testada em São Pedro (Rio Arapiuns) e Cachoeira do Maró (Rio
Maró). Consultor: Rui Sérgio Sereni Murrieta (Antropólogo) Fontes: Brazil
test CIFOR, FSC e outros

Critérios e Indicadores Sociais (Versão Final)
3

&

,

9



'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

$VDWLYLGDGHVGHPDQHMRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
PDQWpPREHPHVWDUELROyJLFRVyFLRHFRQ{PLFRHFXOWXUDO
GDVSRSXODo}HVORFDLVDORQJRSUD]R
7KHDFWLYLWLHVIRUWKHPDQDJHPHQWRIDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHVPDLQWDLQWKHELRORJLFDOVRFLRHFRQRPLFDQG
FXOWXUDOZHOOEHLQJRIWKHORFDOSRSXODWLRQLQWKHORQJ
WHUP
2VGLUHLWRVGHXVRSRVVHRFXSDomRHSURSULHGDGHGD
WHUUDGRSRSXODomRORFDOHVWmRDVVHJXUDGRVDORQJR
SUD]R



7KHORFDOSRSXODWLRQ·VODQGXVXIUXFWSRVVHVVLRQDQG
RFFXSDWLRQULJKWVDUHVHFXUHGLQWKHORQJWHUP


6mRUHFRQKHFLGRVRVGLUHLWRVFRVWXPHLURVGHSRVVHGH
WtWXORVGHWHUUDHDFRUGRVGHFRQFHVVmRQRPDQHMRGRV
UHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
&XVWRPDU\ODQGSRVVHVVLRQULJKWVDQGODQGWLWOHVDQG
FRQFHVVLRQDU\DJUHHPHQWVFRQFHUQLQJWKHPDQDJHPHQW
RIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVDUHUHFRJQLVHG
D

/HYDQWDPHQWRGHWtWXORVGHXVRSRVVHHSURSULHGDGHGH
WHUUD
6XUYH\RIODQGXVHSRVVHVVLRQDQGRZQHUVKLSULJKWV

E

/HYDQWDPHQWRGHSDUkPHWURVOHJDLVHFRVWXPHLURVGH
FRQFHVVmRGHGLUHLWRVGHXVRSRVVHHSURSULHGDGHGH
WHUUD
6XUYH\RIOHJDODQGFXVWRPDU\ULJKWVRIFRQFHVVLRQRI
ODQGXVHSRVVHVVLRQDQGRZQHUVKLSULJKWV

F

$H[LVWrQFLDGHDFRUGRVFRVWXPHLURVQDFRPXQLGDGHVREUH
RXVRGDWHUUDHGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
([LVWHQFHRIFXVWRPDU\DJUHHPHQWVZLWKLQWKH
FRPPXQLW\FRQFHUQLQJODQGXVHDQGDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHV

/HYDQWDPHQWR
GH
GRFXPHQWDomR
FDUWRULDOH
LQVWLWXLFRHV
SHUWLQHQWHV
(QWUHYLVWDLV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWD
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

(OHPHQWRVGLVWLQJXtYHLVQDSDLVDJHPUHVXOWDQWHVGRXVRH
PDQHMRSURORQJDGRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVSHOD
SRSXODomRORFDO IORUHVWDVDQWURSRJrQLFDVSRPDUHV
URoDGRV 

(QWUHYLVWD
LQIRUPDOH
REVHUYDomR
GLUHWD

'LVWLQJXLVKDEOHHOHPHQWVLQWKHODQGVFDSHUHVXOWLQJ
IURPWKHSURORQJHGXVHDQGPDQDJHPHQWRI
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV DQWKURSRJHQLFIRUHVWV
RUFKDUGVDQGFXOWLYDWHGODQG E\WKHORFDOSRSXODWLRQ
H

$KLVWyULDGHXVRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVSHODSRSXODomR
ORFDO
7KHKLVWRU\RIWKHORFDOSRSXODWLRQ·VXVHRIDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHV



(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

'HYHPH[LVWLUPHGLGDVHLQVWLWXLo}HVHIHWLYDVGHUHVROXFmR
GHFRQIOLWR
(IIHFWLYHPHDVXUHVDQGLQVWLWXWLRQVIRUFRQIOLFW
UHVROXWLRQH[LVW


([LVWHPPHFDQLVPRVLQIRUPDLVGHQHJRFLDomRHUHVROXomR
GHFRQIOLWRVFRPXQLWiULRVGLVSXWDVIDPLODUHVH
UHLYLQGLFDo}HVVREUHRXVRSRVVHHGLUHLWRGHSURSULHGDGH
GRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
,QIRUPDOPHFKDQLVPVH[LVWIRUWKHUHVROXWLRQDQG
QHJRWLDWLRQRIFRPPXQLW\FRQIOLFWVIDPLO\GLVSXWHVDQG
FRPSODLQWVDERXWWKHXVHSRVVHVVLRQDQGRZQHUVKLSRI
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV
D

+LVWyULDVLQGLYLGXDLVHFROHWLYDVVREUHRXVRGRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLVHVXDVPXGDQoDVQDV~OWLPDVGpFDGDV

(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLV

,QGLYLGXDODQGFROOHFWLYHKLVWRULHVDERXWWKHXVHRI
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVDQGKRZWKLVKDVFKDQJHGLQ
UHFHQWGHFDGHV
E

$FRPSDQKDPHQWRGHSURFHVVRVGHFRQIOLWRHQHJRFLDo}HV
VREUHRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
$FFRPSDQLPHQWRIQHJRWLDWLRQDQGFRQIOLFWUHVROXWLRQ
FRQFHUQLQJDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV

F

,GHQWLILFDomRGHUHJUDVLQWHUQDVGDFRPXQLGDGHVREUHXVR
SRVVHHGLUHLWRGHSURSULHGDGHGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
,GHQWLILFDWLRQRILQWHUQDOFRPPXQLW\UXOHVDQG
UHJXODWLRQVRQWKHXVHSRVVHVVLRQDQGRZQHUVKLS
ULJKWVRYHUDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV

G

5HVROXF}HVHDFRUGRVVmRDOFDQoDGRVGHXPDPDQHLUD
OHJtWLPDHUHSUHVHQWDWLYDHPWRGDVDVQHJRFLDo}HVGH
LQWHUHVVHFRPXP
6ROXWLRQVWRFRQIOLFWVDQGDJUHHPHQWVDUHUHDFKHGLQD
OHJLWLPDWHPDQQHUWKDWUHSUHVHQWVWKHFRPPRQLQWHUHVW



$SOLFDomRGHSURFHGLPHQWRVOHJDLVQDUHVROXomRGHFRQIOLWRV
FRPDWRUHVLQWHUQRVHH[WHUQRVVREUHRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLV YL]LQKRVHPSUHVDVPDGHLUHLUDVRXWUDV
FRPXQLGDGHVSDWU}HVHWF 
7KHDSSOLFDWLRQRIOHJDOSURFHHGLQJVLQWKHUHVROXWLRQRI
FRQIOLFWVDERXWDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVLQYROYLQJ
LQWHUQDODQGRUH[WHUQDODFWRUV QHLJKERXUVWLPEHU
FRPSDQLHVRWKHUFRPPXQLWLHVSDWURQVHWF

2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
GRFXPHQWDFDR
SHUWLQHQWH
(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHWUXWXUDGDV
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

/HYDQWDPHQWRGHUHJLVWURVOHJDLVGHFRQIOLWRVHUHVROXo}HV
VREUHRXVRHSRVVHGDWHUUDHUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV

/HYDQWDPHQWR
GHDUTXLYRV
SXEOLFRVH
SULYDGRV

6XUYH\RIOHJDOUHJLVWHUVRIFRQIOLFWVFRQFHUQLQJODQG
XVHDQGSRVVHVVLRQDQGDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVDQG
WKHLUUHVROXWLRQ
E

+LVWyULDVLQGLYLGXDLVHFROHWLYDVGHFRQIOLWRVFRPDUELWUDJHP
OHJDOVREUHRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
,QGLYLGXDODQGFROOHFWLYHVWRULHVRIOHJDOO\DUELWUDWHG
FRQIOLFWVDERXWDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV

F

$SRSXODomRORFDOpFRPSHQVDGDHLQGHQL]DGDSHORV
SUHMXt]RVFDXVDGRVDUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVSRUWHUFHLURV
7KHORFDOSRSXODWLRQLVFRPSHQVDWHGIRUGDPDJHV
FDXVHGWRWKHLUDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVE\WKLUGSDUWLHV



(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

2DFHVVRHXVRFRPXPjWHUUDHDRVUHFXUVRV
DJURDJURIORUHVWDLVpDVVHJXUDGRSDUDWRGRVRVPHPEURVGD
FRPXQLGDGHLQGHSHQGHQWHGHVH[RFRUUHOLJLmRFODVVH
VRFLDO
$FFHVVWRDQGWKHXVHRIFRPPRQODQGDQGDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHVLVVHFXUHGIRUDOOFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV
UHJDUGOHVVRIWKHLUVH[FRORUUHOLJLRQRUVRFLDOFODVV


,GHQWLILFDomRGHQRUPDVGHUHJXODomRGHDFHVVRDRV
UHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
,GHQWLILFDWLRQRIQRUPVIRUWKHUHJXODWLRQRIDFFHVVWR
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV
D

(QWUHYLVWDVFROHWLYDVHLQGLYLGXDLVVREUHDVQRUPDVGH
UHJXODomRGR
DFHVVRDRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV

(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

&ROOHFWLYHDQGLQGLYLGXDOLQWHUYLHZVDERXWWKHQRUPV
UHJXODWLQJDFFHVVWRDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV


$FRPXQLGDGHSDUWLFLSDHILVFDOL]DWRGRRSURFHVVRGH
SODQHMDPHQWRGHTXDOTXHUVLVWHPDGHPDQHMRDVHU
LPSODQWDGRQDVXDiUHDDJURIORUHVWDOGHLPSDFWR
7KHFRPPXQLW\SDUWLFLSDWHVDQGPRQLWRUDOOWKH
SODQQLQJSURFHVVRIDQ\PDQDJHPHQWV\VWHPWREH
H[HFXWHGZLWKLQWKHDJURIRUHVWU\DUHDLWLPSDFWVXSRQ


3DUWLFLSDomRDWLYDGDFRPXQLGDGHQDFRQFHSomRH
ILVFDOL]DomRGRVLVWHPDGHPDQHMRGRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLV
$FWLYHFRPPXQLW\SDUWLFLSDWLRQLQWKHFRQFHSWLRQDQG
PRQLWRULQJRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQW
V\VWHPV
D

5HSUHVHQWDWLYLGDGHQDVOLGHUDQoDVGHWRGRVRVJUXSRVH
IDFFRHVLQWUDFRPXQLWDULDV
/HDGHUVKLS V ZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\DUHUHSUHVHQWDWLYH
RIDOOJURXSVDQGIUDFWLRQVZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\

E

&RQKHFLPHQWRHFRQVHQVRVREUHRVLVWHPDGHPDQHMRSHOD
PDLRULDGDSRSXODomRDGXOWDGDFRPXQLGDGH
7KHPDMRULW\RIWKHFRPPXQLW\·VDGXOWSRSXODWLRQKDV
NQRZOHGJHRIDQGDJUHHVZLWKWKHPDQDJHPHQWV\VWHP

2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
FROHWLYDVH
LQGLYLGXDLV 
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

$KLVWyULDGDFULDomRHLQWURGXomRGHSODQRVGHPDQHMR
DJURIORUHVWDOQDVGXDV~OWLPDVGpFDGDV

(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGD

7KHKLVWRU\RIWKHFUHDWLRQDQGLQWURGXFWLRQRI
DJURIRUHVWU\PDQDJHPHQWSODQVRYHUWKHODVWWZR
GHFDGHV


2VGLUHLWRVHFRQGLo}HVGHWUDEDOKRVmRDSURSULDGDVRX
SHORPHQRVFRQVLGHUDGDVMXVWDVQDVUHODo}HV
HPSUHJDWtFLDVYROWDGDVSDUDRXVRGRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLVHQWUHRVPHPEURVGDFRPXQLGDGHHDWRUHV
H[WHUQRV
:RUNHUV·ULJKWVDQGFRQGLWLRQVDUHDSSURSULDWHDQGDW
OHDVWFRQVLGHUHGMXVWLQHPSOR\PHQWUHODWLRQVEHWZHHQ
FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVDQGH[WHUQDODFWRUVFRQFHUQLQJ
WKHXVHRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV


6DOiULRVHEHQHItFLRVVmRDSURSULDGRVSDUDDVWDUHIDV
UHDOL]DGDV
6DODULHVDQGEHQHILWVDUHDSSURSULDWHLQUHODWLRQWRWKH
WDVNVSHUIRUPHG
D

([LVWrQFLDGHGRFXPHQWDomREiVLFDWUDEDOKLVWDHEHQHItFLRV
OHJDLVGRVPHPEURVGDVFRPXQLGDGHV
&RPPXQLW\PHPEHUVKDYHEDVLFZRUNHUV·
GRFXPHQWDWLRQDQGDFFHVVWROHJDOEHQHILWV



/HYDQWDPHQWR
GH
GRFXPHQWDomR
EDVLFDQD
FRPXQLGDGH

$XVrQFLDGHVXEUHPXQHUDomRHH[SORUDomRGRWUDEDOKR
LQIDQWLOHIHPLQLQR
$EVHQFHRIXQGHUSD\PHQWDQGWKHH[SORLWDWLRQRIFKLOG
DQGIHPDOHODERXU
D

6HJXLPHQWRGDOHJLVODomRWUDEDOKLVWDSHUWLQHQWH
3HUWLQHQWODERXUOHJLVODWLRQLVHQIRUFHG

E

$KLVWyULDHVWUXWXUDHDORFDomRGRWUDEDOKRQDFRPXQLGDGH
DRORQJRGDV~OWLPDVGpFDGDV
7KHKLVWRU\VWUXFWXUHDQGDOORFDWLRQRIODERXUZLWKLQWKH
FRPPXQLW\RYHUUHFHQWGHFDGHV



2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWD
HQWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

$VFRQGLo}HVGHWUDEDOKRVmRDSURSULDGDVHREHGHFHPD
OHJLVODomRH[LVWHQWH
:RUNLQJFRQGLWLRQVDUHDSSURSULDWHDQGLQFRPSOLDQFH
ZLWKH[LVWLQJOHJLVODWLRQ
D

eJDUDQWLGRRXVRGHHTXLSDPHQWRSHVVRDOGHVHJXUDQoD
7KHXVHRISHUVRQDOVDIHW\HTXLSPHQWLVJXDUDQWHHG

E

ËQGLFHGHRFRUUrQFLDGHDFLGHQWHVUHODFLRQDGRVjV
FRQGLo}HVGHWUDEDOKRQDH[SORUDomRHXVRGRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLV
5DWHRIRFFXUUHQFHRIDFFLGHQWVUHODWHGWRZRUNLQJ
FRQGLWLRQVDQGWKHXVHRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV

2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDLV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

/HYDQWDPHQWRGHOLWtJLRVVREUHFRQGLo}HVWUDEDOKLVWDVH
VHXVGHVIHFKRVQDVDWLYLGDGHVGHPDQHMRGRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLV

/HYDQWDPHQWR
GH
GRFXPHQWDomR
FDUWRULDO

6XUYH\RIWULDOVRYHUZRUNLQJFRQGLWLRQVDQGWKHLU
RXWFRPHVLQWKHPDQDJHPHQWRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV


$XVrQFLDGH³WUDEDOKRHVFUDYR´
$EVHQFHRI¶VODYHODERXU·
D

/LEHUGDGHGHLUHYLU
/LEHUW\WRFRPHDQGJR

E

1mRKiVXEPLVVmRjFRHUomRHFRQ{PLFD
1RHFRQRPLFFRHUFLRQRUVXEPLVVLRQ

F

2EVHUYDomRGDOHJLVODomRWUDEDOKLVWDSHUWLQHQWH
2EVHUYDWLRQRIWKHUHOHYDQWODERXUODZV



2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

eJDUDQWLGRRGLUHLWRjRUJDQL]DomRGHFODVVHHJUXSRVGH
LQWHUHVVH
7KHULJKWWRZRUNLQJFODVVRUJDQLVDWLRQLVJXDUDQWHHG
D

+LVWyULDHHVWUXWXUDGDRUJDQL]DomRLQWUDHLQWHUFRPXQLWiULD
7KHKLVWRU\DQGVWUXFWXUHRILQWUDDQGLQWHUFRPPXQLW\
RUJDQLVDWLRQ



2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

eJDUDQWLGRRGLUHLWRjQHJRFLDo}HVFROHWLYDVHQWUHD
FRPXQLGDGHRXVHXVUHSUHVHQWDWHVHDWRUHVH[WHUQRV
7KHULJKWRIFROOHFWLYHQHJRWLDWLRQEHWZHHQWKH
FRPPXQLW\LWVUHSUHVHQWDWLYHVDQGH[WHUQDODFWRUVLV
JXDUDQWHHG
D

+LVWyULDVGDVUHODo}HVFRQWHPSRUkQHDVFRPDWRUHV
H[WHUQRVHVHXVPHFDQLVPRVGHQHJRFLDomR
&RQWHPSRUDU\KLVWRULHVRIUHODWLRQVZLWKH[WHUQDODFWRUV
DQGWKHQHJRWLDWLRQPHFKDQLVPVXVHGE\H[WHUQDO
DFWRUV



2GLUHLWRjRUJDQL]DomRVRFLDOHSROLWLFDpH[HUFLGRSHOD
FRPXQLGDGH
7KHFRPPXQLW\H[HUFLVHVWKHULJKWWRVRFLDODQG
SROLWLFDORUJDQLVDWLRQ


$FRPXQLGDGHSRVVXLIRUPDVGHRUJDQL]DomRLQWHUH
LQWUDFRPXQLWiULDV
7KHFRPPXQLW\SRVVHVVHVIRUPVRILQWHUDQGLQWUD
FRPPXQLW\RUJDQLVDWLRQ

(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

([LVWrQFLDGHRUJDQL]Do}HVUHFRQKHFLGDVGHIDWRHGH
GLUHLWR
7KHH[LVWHQFHRIRUJDQLVDWLRQVDUHUHFRJQLVHGGHIDFWR
DQGOHJDOO\

(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HOHYDQWDPHQWR
GRFXPHQWDOGH
IRUPDV
DVVRFLDWLYDV
ORFDLV

$FDWDPHQWRGDVGHFLV}HVWRPDGDVQDVLQVWkQFLDVPDLV
UHSUHVHQWDWLYDVGDFRPXQLGDGH

(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

5HJDUGIRUWKHGHFLVLRQVDFKLHYHGDWPRUH
UHSUHVHQWDWLYHRUJDQLVDWLRQDOOHYHOVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\
F

+LVWyULDLQGLYLGXDOHFROHWLYDGDSDUWLFLSDomRGHPHPEURVGD
FRPXQLGDGHHPRUJDQL]Do}HVSROtWLFDVVLQGLFDLVH
DVVRFLDWLYDV

(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

,QGLYLGXDODQGFROOHFWLYHDFFRXQWVRIWKHSDUWLFLSDWLRQRI
FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVLQDVVRFLDWLRQVXQLRQVDQG
SROLWLFDORUJDQLVDWLRQV
G

,GHQWLILFDomRGHLQVWkQFLDVGHGHFLV}HVTXHDIHWHPD
FRPXQLGDGH

(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

,GHQWLILFDWLRQRIGHFLVLRQVWKDWKDYHDIIHFWHGWKH
FRPPXQLW\
H

+LVWyULFRGHSDUWLFLSDomRGDFRPXQLGDGHQDVGHILQLo}HVGH
SROtWLFDVS~EOLFDVGHLPSDFWRORFDOHUHJLRQDO
7KHKLVWRU\RIWKHFRPPXQLW\·VSDUWLFLSDWLRQLQWKH
GHILQLWLRQRISXEOLFSROLFLHVRIORFDODQGUHJLRQDOLPSDFW



(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HOHYDQWDPHQWR
GH
GRFXPHQWDomR
SHUWLQHQWH

3DUWLFLSDomRIHPLQLQDHIHWLYDQDVGLVFXVV}HVHGHFLV}HV
YROWDGDVDREHPHVWDUGDFRPXQLGDGH
(IIHFWLYHIHPDOHSDUWLFLSDWLRQLQGLVFXVVLRQVDQG
GHFLVLRQVFRQFHUQHGZLWKFRPPXQLW\ZHOIDUH
D

([LVWrQFLDGHIRUPDVDVVRFLDWLYDVTXHFRQWHPSOHP
TXHVW}HVSHUWLQHQWHVjJrQHUR
([LVWHQFHRIIRUPVRIDVVRFLDWLRQVWKDWFRQWHPSODWH
TXHVWLRQVFRQFHUQHGZLWKJHQGHU

E

5HSUHVHQWDWLYLGDGHIHPLQLQDQDVIRUPDVGHDVVRFLDomRLQWUD
HLQWHUFRPXQLWiULDV
7KHUHSUHVHQWDWLRQRIZRPHQLQLQWUDDQGLQWHU
FRPPXQLW\DVVRFLDWLRQV



$VDWLYLGDGHVGHPDQHMRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVWrP
FRQWULEXLo}HVVLJQLILFDWLYDVSDUDREHPHVWDUELROyJLFR
VRFLRHFRQ{PLFRHFXOWXUDOGDSRSXODomRORFDO
0DQDJHPHQWDFWLYLWLHVDSSOLHGWRDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHVKDYHVLJQLILFDQWO\FRQWULEXWHGWRWKH
ELRORJLFDOVRFLRHFRQRPLFDQGFXOWXUDOZHOOEHLQJRI
WKHORFDOSRSXODWLRQ

2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

$VDWLYLGDGHVGHPDQHMRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
SURGX]HPVXEVtGLRVHFRQ{PLFRVSDUDDPDQXWHQomRGH
SHTXHQRVHPSUHQGLPHQWRVHLQG~VWULDVGHSHTXHQDHVFDOD
7KHPDQDJHPHQWDFWLYLWLHVDSSOLHGWRDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHVSURGXFHHFRQRPLFVXEVLGLHVIRUWKH
PDLQWHQDQFHRIVPDOOVFDOHEXVLQHVVHVDQGFRWWDJH
LQGXVWULHV
D

,QLFLDWLYDVLQGLYLGXDLVHFROHWLYDVGHFULDomRGHFHQWURVGH
EHQHILFLDPHQWRGHPDWpULDSULPDHDUWHVDQDWR
,QGLYLGXDODQGFROOHFWLYHLQLWLDWLYHVWRGHYHORSFHQWUHV
IRUWKHSURFHVVLQJRIUDZPDWHULDOVDQGSURGXFWLRQRI
KDQGLFUDIWV



(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHWUXWXUDGDV
FROHWLYDVH
LQGLYLGXDLV

2QtYHOGHGHSHQGrQFLDGDPDWpULDSULPDSURGX]LGDHREWLGD
QDFRPXQLGDGH
7KHOHYHORIGHSHQGHQF\RQUDZPDWHULDOVSURGXFHGDQG
REWDLQHGZLWKLQDQGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\
D

,QYHQWiULRGHLWHQVDJURIORUHVWDLVXWLOL]DGRVQDLQIUDHVWUXWXUD
HWHFQRORJLDORFDLV
,QYHQWRU\RIDJURIRUHVWU\LWHPVSURGXFWVXVHGLQORFDO
LQIUDVWUXFWXUHDQGWHFKQRORJ\

E

+LVWyULDVLQGLYLGXDLVHFROHWLYDVVREUHRXVRGRVUHFXUVRV
QDWXUDLVHVXDVPXGDQoDVQDV~OWLPDVGpFDGDV
,QGLYLGXDODQGFROOHFWLYHKLVWRULHVRIWKHXVHRIQDWXUDO
UHVRXUFHVDQGLWVFKDQJHRYHUUHFHQWGHFDGHV



2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWD FRQWDJHP
YLVXDO
(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
VHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

$GHSHQGrQFLDGDFRPXQLGDGHGHVXEVtGLRVH[WHUQRV
SURYHQLHQWHVGH21*VHRUJDQL]Do}HVJRYHUQDPHQWDLVH
UHOLJLRVDV
&RPPXQLW\GHSHQGHQFHRQH[WHUQDOVXEVLGLHVSURYLGHG
E\1*2VUHOLJLRXVRUJDQLVDWLRQVDQGRUWKH
JRYHUQPHQW
D

(VIRUoRFRPXQLWiULRHPGDUFRQWLQXLGDGHDRVVLVWHPDVGH
PDQHMRLQWURGX]LGRVHLPSOHPHQWDGRVSRUDJHQWHVH[WHUQRV
&RPPXQLW\HIIRUWVWRJLYHFRQWLQXLW\WRPDQDJHPHQW
V\VWHPVLQWURGXFHGRUEHLQJLPSOHPHQWHGE\H[WHUQDO
DFWRUV

E

&RQWULEXLomRGHVXEVtGLRVH[WHUQRVQDLPSOHPHQWDomRGD
LQIUDHVWUXWXUDFRPXQLWiULD
&RQWULEXWLRQPDGHE\H[WHUQDOVXEVLGLHVWRWKH
GHYHORSPHQWRIFRPPXQLW\LQIUDVWUXFWXUH



$VDWLYLGDGHVGHPDQHMRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
FRQWULEXHPHFRQRPLFDPHQWHSDUDRDFHVVRGDFRPXQLGDGH
jHGXFDomRVD~GHHVHUYLoRV
$JURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQWDFWLYLWLHV
HFRQRPLFDOO\FRQWULEXWHWRWKHFRPPXQLW\·VDFFHVVWR
HGXFDWLRQKHDOWKDQGRWKHUVRFLDOVHUYLFHV

(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HOHYDQWDPHQWR
GH
GRFXPHQWDomR
SHUWLQHQWH
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&
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

$QWURSRPHWULDGHFULDQoDVGHDDQRV

(QWUHYLVWDV
HVWUXWXUDGDVH
PHQVXUDomRGH
SHVRDOWXUD
LGDGH

$QWKURSRPHWU\RIFKLOGUHQDJHG\HDUV

E

0DSDLQIUDHVWUXWXUDOHDVXDHYROXomRQDV~OWLPDVGpFDGDV
0DSRILQIUDVWUXFWXUHDQGLWVHYROXWLRQRYHUUHFHQW
GHFDGHV

F

&ULDQoDVHPLGDGHHVFRODUIUHTHQWDQGRDHVFROD
3HUFHQWDJHRIVFKRRODJHGFKLOGUHQZLWKUHJXODUVFKRRO
DWWHQGDQFH



(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
FROHWLDV
&HQVRLQGLUHWR
RX
GRFXPHQWDomR
GLVSRQtYHO

([LVWrQFLDGHEHQHItFLRVHIHWLYRVSURYHQLHQWHGRPDQHMR
GRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVSDUDDVXEVLVWrQFLDH
UHSURGXomRGHXQLGDGHVGRPpVWLFDV
([LVWHQFHRIHIIHFWLYHEHQHILWVIRUWKHVXEVLVWHQFHDQG
UHSURGXFWLRQRIGRPHVWLFXQLWVGHULYHGIURPWKH
PDQDJHPHQWRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV
D

0HQVXUDomRGDSURGXomRDJURIORUHVWDOGDXQLGDGH
GRPpVWLFD

(QWUHYLVWDVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGD

4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHDJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWLRQRIWKH
GRPHVWLFXQLW
E

&RQVXPRDOLPHQWDUQDXQLGDGHGRPpVWLFDFRPHVSHFLDO
DWHQomRSDUDSURGXWRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
)RRGFRQVXPSWLRQE\WKHGRPHVWLF KRXVHKROG XQLW
ZLWKVSHFLDODWWHQWLRQWRDJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWV

F

,QYHQWiULRGRVEHQVHXWHQVtOLRVGDVXQLGDGHGRPpVWLFDV
,QYHQWRU\RIGRPHVWLFKRXVHKROGDVVHWVDQGXWHQVLOV

G

)OX[RGHUHQGDSURYHQLHQWHGDVDWLYLGDGHVGHPDQHMRGRV
UHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVQDVXQLGDGHGRPpVWLFDV
'RPHVWLFXQLW KRXVHKROG LQFRPHIOXFWXDWLRQVIURP
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQWDFWLYLWLHV

I

&UHVFLPHQWRSRSXODFLRQDOOHQWRRXHVWDELOL]DGR
6WDEOHRUVORZSRSXODWLRQJURZWK

(QWUHYLVWDVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDH
UHFRUGDWyULRGH
KRUDV
2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGD
2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
LQIRPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
/HYDQWDPHQWR
GHPRJiILFR
LQGLUHWRGD
FRP SRS
WRWDO
PRUWDOLGDGH
QDWDOLGDGHH
PLJUDomRSHOR
PHQRVQD
~OWLPD
GpFDGDSLUkPLG
HGHPRJUiILFD
WD[DGH
IHUWLOLGDGH
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

$FHVVRHXVRIHPLQLQRDSODQHMDPHQWRUHSURGXWLYRHIDPLOLDU

(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

)HPDOHDFFHVVWRDQGXVHRIIDPLO\SODQQLQJDQG
FRQWUDFHSWLYHV


5HVSHLWRHSURWHomRGHVtWLRVHORFDLVGHVLJQLILFDGRFXOWXUDO
HVSHFLDOWrPSULRULGDGHVREUHTXDOTXHUIRUPDGHXVRH
H[SORUDomR
5HVSHFWIRUDQGWKHSURWHFWLRQRIVLWHVRIVSHFLDO
FXOWXUDOVLJQLILFDQFHLVSULRULWLVHGLQWKHDOORFDWLRQRIDOO
IRUPVRIQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHXVHDQGH[SORLWDWLRQ
D

([LVWrQFLDGHQRUPDVGHSURWHomRGHVtWLRVGHYDORUH
VLJQLILFDGRKLVWyULFRHFXOWXUDOHVSHFLDLVSDUDDSRSXODomR
ORFDOVmRSURWHJLGRVHSUHVHUYDGRV
([LVWHQFHRIQRUPVIRUWKHSURWHFWLRQRIVLWHVRIVSHFLDO
KLVWRULFDODQGFXOWXUDOYDOXHWRWKHORFDOSRSXODWLRQ

E

5HJLVWURGHFRPXQLFDomRjVDXWRULGDGHVFRPSHWHQWHV
VREUHVtWLRVHDUWHIDWRVDUTXHROyJLFRVORFDOL]DGRVGXUDQWH
DWLYLGDGHVHFRQ{PLFDVHVRFLDLVQDIORUHVWD
5HJLVWUDWLRQZLWKWKHUHOHYDQWRIILFLDODXWKRULWLHVRI
DUFKHRORJLFDOVLWHVDQGDUWHIDFWVHQFRXQWHUHGGXULQJ
VRFLRHFRQRPLFDFWLYLWLHVLQWKHIRUHVW



7UDQVPLVVmRHSHUSHWXDomR HVFULWDRXRUDO GRVDEHUH
PLWRORJLDWUDGLFLRQDO
7UDQVPLVVLRQDQGSHUSHWXDWLRQ ZULWWHQDQGRUDO RI
WUDGLWLRQDONQRZOHGJHDQGP\WKRORJ\
D

1tYHOGHLQWHUHVVHGRVPHPEURVPDLVMRYHQVGD
FRPXQLGDGHQDSHUSHWXDomRGRVDEHUHGDPLWRORJLD
WUDGLFLRQDOVREUHRPHLRDPELHQWH

(QWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDVH
OHYDQWDPHQWRGH
DUTXLYRV
LQVWLWXFLRQDLV

(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

<RXQJFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV·OHYHORILQWHUHVWLQ
SHUSHWXDWLQJWUDGLWLRQDONQRZOHGJHDQGP\WKRORJ\RQ
WKHQDWXUDOHQYLURQPHQW
E

&DOHQGiULRULWXDO
&DOHQGDURIULWXDOV

F

1DUUDWLYDVGHPLWRVORFDLV
1DUUDWLYHVRIORFDOP\WKV



(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
FROHWLYDV
(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLV

$LGHQWLGDGHFXOWXUDOptQWLPDPHQWHOLJDGDjSDLVDJHP
DJURIORUHVWDOVXDVIRUPDVGHXVRHULWXDOL]DomR
7KHFXOWXUDOLGHQWLW\LVLQWLPDWHO\OLQNHGZLWKWKH
DJURIRUHVWU\ODQGVFDSHLWVYDULRXVXVHVDQGLWV
ULWXDOLVDWLRQ
D

+LVWyULDVGHUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVHVtWLRVFRPVLJQLILFDGR
KLVWyULFRHFXOWXUDOHVSHFLDO
6WRULHVRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHVDQGORFDWLRQVRI
VSHFLDOKLVWRULFDODQGFXOWXUDOVLJQLILFDQFH

E

+LVWyULDGDXWLOL]DomRGHPDQFKDVGHWHUUDSUHWDGHtQGLRH
iUHDVFRPSRWHQFLDOYDORUDUTXHROyJLFR
+LVWRU\RIWKHXVHRI,QGLDQEODFNVRLOVDQGDUHDVRI
SRWHQWLDODUFKHRORJLFDOYDOXH

(QWUHYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUYLVWDV
LQIRUPDLVHVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
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Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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'HVFULomR

REVHUYDo}HV

5HSHUWyULRFXOLQiULRWUDGLFLRQDOOLJDGRDRDSURYHLWDPHQWR
H[WHQVLYRGHSURGXWRVDJURIORUHVWDLVHVHXXVR
FRPWHPSRUkQHR

(QWUYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV
HVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

7UDGLWLRQDOFXOLQDU\UHSHUWRLUHOLQNHGWRWKHXVHRID
ZLGHUDQJHRIDJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWV


$FRQVFLrQFLDHFRQKHFLPHQWRORFDOVREUHRPDQHMRHRXVR
GRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLVGHPRVWUDPXPDpWLFDGH
FRQVHUYDomRHXVRVXVWHQWiYHOGDWHUUD
/RFDODZDUHQHVVDQGNQRZOHGJHRIDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHXVHDQGPDQDJHPHQWGHPRQVWUDWHVDQHWKLFRI
VXVWDLQDEOHODQGXVHDQGFRQVHUYDWLRQ


&RQKHFLPHQWRORFDODPSORVREUHRXVRGRVUHFXUVRV
DJURIORUHVWDLVHVSHFLDOPHQWHRVQmRPDGHLUHLURV
$PSOHORFDONQRZOHGJHRQWKHXVHRIDJURIRUHVWU\
UHVRXUFHVHVSHFLDOO\QRQWLPEHUIRUHVWSURGXFWV
D

&DOHQGiULRGHFROHWDHH[WUDomRGHSURGXWRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
&DOHQGDURIWKHFROOHFWLRQDQGH[WUDFWLRQRIDJURIRUHVWU\
SURGXFWV

E

&ODVVLILFDo}HVQDWLYDVGHSURGXWRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
,QGLJHQRXVFODVVLILFDWLRQRIDJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWV

F

$FRPSDQKDPHQWRGRXVRGRVUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
$FFRPSDQLPHQWRIWKHXVHRIDJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV



(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV
2EVHUYDomR
GLUHWDH
HQWUHYLVWDV
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

8WLOL]DomRGHSURGXWRVQmRPDGHLUHLURVSDUDDWHFQRORJLDH
LQIUDHVWUXWXUDORFDLV
8VHRIQRQWLPEHUIRUHVWSURGXFWVLQORFDOWHFKQRORJLHV
DQGLQIUDVWUXFWXUH
D

&ODVVLILFDo}HVQDWLYDVGHSURGXWRVDJURDJURIORUHVWDLV
XWLOL]DGRVQDPDQXIDWXUDHSURGXomRGHDUWHIDWRV

(QWUHYLVWDVVHPL
HVWUXWXUDGDV

,QGLJHQRXVFODVVLILFDWLRQRIDJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWVXVHG
LQWKHPDQXIDFWXUHDQGSURGXFWLRQRIDUWHIDFWV


(YLGrQFLDGHFyGLJRVVLPEyOLFRVHPLWROyJLFRVFRPHIHLWRV
UHJXODGRUHVQDFRQVHUYDomRGHUHFXUVRVDJURIORUHVWDLV
(YLGHQFHRIV\PEROLFFRGHVDQGP\WKVWKDWKDYHD
UHJXODWRU\HIIHFWWKDWFRQWULEXWHVWRWKHFRQVHUYDWLRQRI
DJURIRUHVWU\UHVRXUFHV
D

1DUUDWLYDVPLWROyJLFDVGHHIHLWRUHJXODGRUREVHUYiYHOQD
FRQVHUYDFDRGDIDXQDHIORUDORFDO
1DUUDWLYHVRIP\WKVWKDWKDYHDQREVHUYDEOHUHJXODWRU\
HIIHFWRQWKHORFDOIDXQDDQGIORUD

(QWUHYLVWD
LQIRUPDOH
GHVHVWUXWXUDGDV

1

P

1

C

3

2

1

I

Property inheritance patterns.

2

Number of reported cases of conflicts over land
claims resolved within communities compared to
those taken to State Law Courts.

2

Formal legal frameworks accommodate customary
tenure.

Village Council of Wisemen (Nya-moto-nam)

1

Decisions of conflict resolution institutions within
community.

History of land-use and/or occupation.

Land appropriation procedures are accepted and
respected.

Evidence of access/use rights are demonstrated by
community members.

Long-term community access rights to land and
forest resources are clearly defined, known and
accepted.

Description

1

V

P2, FSC

P2, I2.3 Canada

C1, I2; Brazil P2; I2.1 Canada

E1, SMARTWOOD P2; C1; I1;
FSC

Related Sources

Comments & Observations

Access and use rights are controlled by an identified group
and not privately owned or managed by government.

Ownership rights over forest may not be necessary but the
feelings long-term secure access and use rights.

Community Access Rights to Resources and Responsibilities

by the Social Science Expert. This set fully endorses all the recommendations proposed
by the Workshop’s Social C&I Review Group

Social Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers of the Sustainability of Community Managed Forests, with
reference to the SOLIDAM Zone, Central Province, Cameroon: Final Proposal of C&I for Social Aspects

CIFOR - Cameroon Test, 1997
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1

P

1

C

4

3

2

1

I

Property inheritance patterns.

2

1

1

Number of reported cases of conflicts over land
claims resolved within communities compared to
those taken to State Law Courts.

2

Knowledge of important features indicating
boundaries among communities e.g. trees, rivers,
mountains, etc.

Boundaries of community area are known and
respected by community members..

Acceptance of customary use rights by State Law
Courts.

Formal legal frameworks accommodate customary
tenure.

Village Council of Wisemen (Nya-moto-nam)

1

Decisions of conflict resolution institutions within
community.

History of land-use and/or occupation.

Land appropriation procedures are accepted and
respected.

Evidence of access/use rights are demonstrated by
community members.

Long-term community access rights to land and
forest resources are clearly defined, known and
accepted.

Description

1

V

P2, FSC

P2, I2.3 Canada

The issue here may be for community members to be
comfortable with the definitions of what is perceived to be
an appropriate boundary.

Access and use rights are controlled by an identified group
and not privately owned or managed by government.

Ownership rights over forest may not be necessary but the
feelings long-term secure access and use rights.

E1, SMARTWOOD P2; C1; I1;
FSC
C1, I2; Brazil P2; I2.1 Canada

Comments & Observations

Related Sources

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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P

4

3

2

C

2

1

1

1

I

Contribution of forest products to household cash
incomes.

3

1

1

Knowledge of market value of forest resources.

2

Recent changes in traditional forest use regulations
and/or exploitation practices and techniques.

Communities have the capacity to develop new
rules and practices of exploitation in response to
perceptible changes in the resource base.

Cases of incidents with intruders.

Response to calls by village heads and opinion
leaders for collective action against intruders e.g.
forest exploiters and non-community members.

Access rights to community forest commons is
regulated through collective action and support

Mystical sites of socio-cultural significance to
communities

Sites of special socio-cultural, historic and touristic
values to local communities are known and
protected by social control mechanism.

Household food consumption patterns.

Importance of forest products in households cash
and non-cash incomes.

Forests products contribute significantly to the
socio-economic well-being of the different age and
sex groups in the community.

Description

1

V

P3 FSC, I3.3 Canada, C5
Brazil E22 SMARTWOOD

PIIB, Cote d’Ivoire

Related Sources

Such sites are often important areas of biological diversity.

It is recognised that it could have both positive and negative
effects on forest sustainability.

Comments & Observations
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2

P

1

5

C

Changes in jurisprudence.

2

Documents.

Appropriate development education programmes.

2

3

C1, I6, Brazil

C1, I2; Brazil

Related Sources

Folk-tales and proverbs about forest-people
relationships.

Joint forest exploitation trips by different user
groups.

2

Social structure permits the transmission of existing
knowledge systems.

Community forest management practices and
techniques fully incorporate indigenous knowledge
systems.

C6, I3 Brazil

Indigenous Knowledge Systems and Dissemination

Initiation of procedure for obtaining community
forests.

1

State and NGO assist communities in sustainable
forest management.

Content of forestry policy and regulation.

Capacity of the legal system to include the
aspirations of local communities in forest
management.

Community management and use of forest
resources and State priority goals on forest
management and development are compatible.

Description

1

V

1

2

1

I
This is to specify to the two test villages within the
SOLIDAM zone and the Cameroon legislation on
community forestry.

Comments & Observations

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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P

3

2

C

2

1

2

1

3

I

Frequency of reported cases of partial or massive
destructive actions on forest resources, e.g. fish
poisoning.

2

Changes in availability of useful plant and animal
species.

Individual/collective reporting of encroachment by
non-community members.

Changes in fallow periods.

1

2

3

Community members effectively contribute to forest
resource assessment.

Number of community members possessing firearms.

Destructive exploitation practices of forest and
techniques are known, e.g. hunting, fishing, etc.

Local systems exist for the monitoring and
evaluation of the evolution of different forest
resources.

Major cash and non-cash income sources.

Activity calendars of different forest use groups.

Frequency of forest visits.

Knowledge of forest is used as a mechanism to
ensure at least minimal livelihood to community
members.

Knowledge transmission during forest exploitation
expeditions.

Description

1

1

V

P8 FSC

C4 Brazil

Related Sources

Different communities have different signs of
recognising changes in availability of resources

“No community member ever returns from the forest
without something for the family” on quote

Comments & Observations
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2

P

3

2

1

C

Knowledge transmission during forest exploitation
expeditions.

3

1

2

Destructive exploitation practices of forest and
techniques are known, e.g. hunting, fishing, etc.

Local systems exist for the monitoring and
evaluation of the evolution of different forest
resources.

Major cash and non-cash income sources.

Activity calendars of different forest use groups.

Frequency of forest visits.

Knowledge of forest is used as a mechanism to
ensure at least minimal livelihood to community
members.

Joint forest exploitation trips by different user
groups.

Social structure permits the transmission of existing
knowledge systems.

2

1

Related Sources

P8 FSC

C4 Brazil

C6, I3 Brazil

Indigenous Knowledge Systems and Dissemination

Community forest management practices and
techniques fully incorporate indigenous knowledge
systems.

Description

Folk-tales and proverbs about forest-people
relationships.

1

V

1

I

“No community member ever returns from the forest
without something for the family” on quote

Comments & Observations

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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3

P

1

C

2

1

2

I

Frequency of reported cases of partial or massive
destructive actions on forest resources, e.g. fish
poisoning.

2

Changes in fallow periods.

3

1

Individual/collective reporting of encroachment by
non-community members.

2

Related Sources

Individuals community members have the
possibility of appeal.

Village Council of Wisemen or Elders.

Decisions of conflict resolution institutions are
respected.

Institutions or organisations exist to cater for the
diverse interests of different forest user and interest
groups.

Responsibility for long-term forest management is
assumed by community level institutions or
organisations

Community Leadership and Organisational Structure

Changes in availability of useful plant and animal
species.

1

Community members effectively contribute to forest
resource assessment.

Number of community members possessing firearms.

Description

1

V

Authority structures are often dominated by men and some
families raising important problems of women and minority
group access rights and participation.

Different communities have different signs of
recognising changes in availability of resources

Comments & Observations

264
Annex 3

P

2

C

2

1

3

I

official law courts recognise decisions of traditional
legal systems.

1

1

Respect/recognition of decisions of development
association/group.

2

Community food taboos.

Distribution practices for the meat of wild animals.

Community norms and values on the distribution of
the meat of relatively large hunted animals.

Community institutions have the capacity of
determining and distributing benefits from forest
resources.

Representative community based development
groups and associations.

1

Community dialogue structures exist for the
negotiation/discussion of forest management
issues with state service and NGOs.

Description

V

E3.4 SMARTWOOD

C2, I8 Brazil

Related Sources

Apparently has no direct link to sustainability, but structures
community relations.

This has evolved considerably as a result of increasing
poverty and individualisation

This will be similar t the basic rules and regulations that
govern most socio-cultural groups/associations.

Comments & Observations

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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Social Criteria and Indicators for Community Managed Forests
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6HFXUHFRPPXQLW\WHQXUHV\VWHPLVJXDUDQWHHGE\WKH
VWDWH


6HFXUHFRPPXQLW\WHQXUHV\VWHPLVJXDUDQWHHGLQVWDWHODZV
DQGUHJXODWLRQV



&RPPXQLW\SURSHUW\ULJKWVLVLQGLFDWHGLQRIILFLDOODQGXVHPDSV



7UDQVODWLRQDQGDGDSWDWLRQRIWKH7*+. 7DWD*XQD+XWDQ
.HVHSDNDWDQ LQWR7*/'. 7DWD*XQD/DKDQ'HVD
.HVHSDNDWDQ 


3DUWLFLSDWRU\PDSSLQJ



&RPPXQLW\SURSHUW\ULJKWVLVLQGLFDWHGLQRIILFLDOODQGXVH
PDSV



7KHUHLVQRRYHUODSSLQJULJKWV



*RYHUQPHQWSODQVDQGGHYHORSPHQWSURJUDPPHVDUH
EDVHGRQFRQVLGHUDWLRQRIORFDOWHQXUHDQGODQGXWLOLVDWLRQ
V\VWHPV


/RFDOODQGXVHV\VWHPLVSDUWRIDQ\GHYHORSPHQWSURJUDPPH


7KHUHLVIXOOSDUWLFLSDWLRQRIORFDOFRPPXQLW\LQSODQQLQJ



7KHUHLVIXOOSDUWLFLSDWLRQRIORFDOFRPPXQLW\LQLPSOHPHQWDWLRQ



*HQGHUHTXDOLW\LQDOOSURFHVVHV



7KHUHLVSDUWLFLSDWLRQLQGHFLVLRQPDNLQJRQEHQHILWVKDULQJ



$OOFDWHJRU\PHPEHURIWKHFRPPXQLW\IDLUO\SDUWLFLSDWHLQWKH
EHQHILW



7KHUHLVFRQVHQVXVRQSURSHUW\ULJKWVEHWZHHQ
FRPPXQLWLHV


7KHUHLVDFRQIOLFWUHVROXWLRQPHFKDQLVPEH\RQGFRPPXQLW\
ERXQGDULHV


&DVHVRIFRQIOLFWRQODQGEHWZHHQFRPPXQLWLHV



&DVHVRIFRQIOLFWUHVROXWLRQV



&RQIOLFWVLVUHVROYHGE\FRQIOLFWUHVROXWLRQPHFKDQLVP



/2&$/62&,$/,167,787,216833257$6867$,1$%/(
/$1'86(6<67(0


&XVWRPDU\ODZDQGRWKHUUHJXODWLRQVHQVXUHVXVWDLQDEOH
ODQGXVHV\VWHP


7KHUHDUHVDQFWLRQVIRUWKRVHEUHDNLQJWKHUXOHV


6SHFLILFVDQFWLRQVDWWDFKHGWRVSHFLILFODQGXVHV\VWHP
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$OOVHFWLRQRIWKHFRPPXQLW\UHVSHFWHGWKHFXVWRPDU\ODZDQG
RWKHUUHJXODWLRQRQWKHVXVWDLQDEOHODQGXVHV\VWHP


$GXOWPHPEHUVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\NQRZIDLUO\DERXWWKH
FXVWRPDU\ODZVDWWDFKHGWRODQGXVHV\VWHPV



3HRSOHDJUHHWKDWFXVWRPDU\ODZVLVVWLOOHIIHFWLYH



7KHUHDUHUHFHQWFDVHVZKHUHVDQFWLRQVDUHIHOW



7KHUHLVFRQIOLFWUHVROXWLRQPHFKDQLVP


$GXOWPHPEHUVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\FDQWHOOKRZFRQIOLFWRQ
ODQGXVHLVUHVROYHG



7KHUHLVDFRQVHQVXVRQKRZFRQIOLFWRQODQGXVHLVUHVROYHG



5HFHQWFDVHVRIWUDGLWLRQDOFRQIOLFWUHVROXWLRQRQODQGXVH



7KHUHDUHUXOHVWKDWHQVXUHVWKHVXVWDLQDEOHXVHRIWKHIRUHVW


&RPPXQLW\UHVSHFWUXOHVRQKXQWLQJ



5XOHVWKDWHQVXUHVWKHVXVWDLQDELOLW\RIWKHVHUYLFHIXQFWLRQVRI
WKHIRUHVW



5XOHVWKDWHQVXUHVWKHVXVWDLQDELOLW\RIWHPEDZDQJ



5XOHVRQODGDQJVKLIWLQJFXOWLYDWLRQSUDFWLFHVWKDWHQVXUHVDQ
DSSURSULDWHIDOORZSHULRG



&XVWRPDU\ODZDQGRWKHUUHJXODWLRQVHQVXUHIDLUDFFHVVWR
FRPPXQLW\QDWXUDOUHVRXUFHVDQGIDLUGLVWULEXWLRQRIWKHLU
SURGXFWVDPRQJFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV


5XOHVWKDWHQVXUHIDLUDFFHVVRIDOOVWDNHKROGHUVWRIRUHVW


&OHDUXQGHUVWDQGLQJRQWKHFRPSRVLWLRQRIVWDNHKROGHUV



(YHU\FDWHJRU\VWDNHKROGHUKDVDFFHVVWRIRUHVWDFFRUGLQJWR
FXVWRPDU\ODZDQGRWKHUUHJXODWLRQV



6WDNHKROGHUVUHVSHFWWKHFXVWRPDU\ODZDQGUHJXODWLRQVRQ
IRUHVWUHVRXUFHV



5XOHVWKDWHQVXUHVIDLUGLVWULEXWLRQRIWHPEDZDQJSURGXFWVWR
DOOVWDNHKROGHUV


&OHDUXQGHUVWDQGLQJRQWKHFRPSRVLWLRQRIDOOVWDNHKROGHUV



6HFXUHFRPPXQDODQGSULYDWHSURSHUW\ULJKWVRQWHPEDZDQJ



&OHDUUXOHVRQLQKHULWDQFH



&OHDUUXOHVRQULJKWVWRKDUYHVWWHPEDZDQJSURGXFWV



5XOHVWKDWHQVXUHVIDLUGLVWULEXWLRQRILUULJDWLRQZDWHUZKHUH
WKHUHLVVDZDK




'(6&5,37,21

3DUWLFLSDWRU\SODQQLQJDQGEXLOGLQJRILUULJDWLRQZRUNV
/RFDOVRFLDORUJDQLVDWLRQKDVWKHFDSDFLW\WRHQIRUFH
FXVWRPDU\ODZDQGRWKHUUHJXODWLRQV
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'(6&5,37,21
0HHWLQJVRQHQYLURQPHQWDODQGODQGXVHSUREOHPVDUH
RUJDQLVHG



5HFHQWFDVHRIFRPPXQLW\PHHWLQJRQHQYLURQPHQWDODQG
ODQGXVHSUREOHPV



5HOHYDQWSDUWLHVLQWKHFRQIOLFWDUHSUHVHQW



2WKHUPHPEHUVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\WKDQWKHFRQIOLFWLQJSDUWLHV
DUHSUHVHQW



7KHUHDUHGHFLVLRQVPDGH



:RPHQUHSUHVHQWHGHTXDOO\LQPHHWLQJDQGGHFLVLRQPDNLQJ


:RPHQDUHSUHVHQWLQPHHWLQJV



:RPHQDUHLQYROYHGLQGLVFXVVLRQ



3DUWLFLSDWRU\GHFLVLRQPDNLQJ


'HFLVLRQVDUHPDGHLQPHHWLQJVRIDGXOWPHPEHUVRIWKH
FRPPXQLW\



3DUWLFLSDQWVXQGHUVWDQGWKHVXEMHFWRIGLVFXVVLRQ



1RPRQRSRO\RIGLVFXVVLRQE\DXWKRULW\



3HRSOHDJUHHRQWKHGLVFXVVLRQLQVLGHDQGRXWVLGHWKH
PHHWLQJ



1HZUHJXODWLRQVDQGVDQFWLRQVWKDWFRSHZLWKQHZ
GHYHORSPHQWSUREOHPVRQODQGXVHDQGQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHVVWLOO
EHLQJGHYHORSHG


3HRSOHFDQGLIIHUHQWLDWHWUDGLWLRQDODQGQHZUHJXODWLRQUXOHV
WKDWWKHFRPPXQLW\DJUHHGXSRQ



1HZUHJXODWLRQVUXOHVDUHLQLWLDWHGORFDOO\



(&2120,&*$,16'2127&203520,6((&2/2*,&$/
,17(*5,7<


6\VWHPDWLFLQWHUDFWLRQRIQDWXUDOIRUHVWLQWRWKHFRPPXQLW\
UHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQW




6XVWDLQDEOHH[WUDFWLRQRIWLPEHUXQGHUFRPPXQLW\
PDQDJHPHQW


3HRSOHNQRZWKHUHJXODWLRQV



7LPEHUH[WUDFWLRQLVPRQLWRUHGE\WKHDXWKRULW\



7KHUHLVRUJDQLVDWLRQXQGHUORFDOPDQDJHPHQWWKDWFRRUGLQDWH
H[WUDFWLRQRIWLPEHU



$IDLUDFFHVVWRWLPEHUUHVRXUFHVDPRQJWKHFRPPXQLW\
PHPEHUV



7KHUHLVDV\VWHPDWLFUHSODQWLQJRIWUHHV
6XVWDLQDEOHH[WUDFWLRQRI17)3VXQGHUFRPPXQLW\
PDQDJHPHQW
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'(6&5,37,21



5XOHVRQKDUYHVWWHFKQLTXHVRI17)3



5XOHVRQ17)3WHQXUH



2SWLPDOLVDWLRQRIWKHORFDODJURIRUHVWU\V\VWHP


2SWLPDOLVDWLRQRI7HPEDZDQJ IRUHVWJDUGHQV 


(QULFKPHQWZLWKHFRQRPLFDOO\YDOXDEOHWUHHV



1HZWHPDEDZDQJDUHSODQWHGZLWKHFRQRPLFDOO\YDOXDEOH
WUHHV



7HPEDZDQJUHWDLQVLWVVRFLDOIXQFWLRQ


'HFLVLRQPDNLQJRQWHPEDZDQJHQULFKPHQWLVDVRFLDO
RFFDVLRQQRWDQLQGLYLGXDO



'HFLVLRQPDNLQJRQWHPEDZDQJFRQYHUVLRQLVDVRFLDO
RFFDVLRQQRWDQLQGLYLGXDO



3URGXFWLYLW\DQGTXDOLW\RIWKHUXEEHUJDUGHQVPXVWEH
LQFUHDVHG


$SSURSULDWHWHFKQRORJ\IRUWUHHLPSURYHPHQW



$SSURSULDWHWHFKQRORJ\IRUSRVWKDUYHVWDQGSURFHVVLQJ



0DUNHWIRUUXEEHUH[LVW



7KHUHLVSROLF\DQGDFWLYLW\WRUDWLRQDOLVHWKHODGDQJVV\VWHP


7KHXVHRIORFDONQRZOHGJH



0RELOLVLQJVFLHQWLILFNQRZOHGJH



7UDLQLQJ



)LHOGWULDO



3HUPDQHQWDJULFXOWXUHLVGHYHORSHGZKHUHWKHVRFLR
HFRQRPLFFRQGLWLRQVDOORZV


$JUHHPHQWDPRQJVWDNHKROGHUVRQWKHFRQYHUVLRQRISDUWRI
WKHHQYLURQPHQWWRLUULJDWHGDJULFXOWXUH


$JUHHPHQWDPRQJDOOVWDNHKROGHUV



)DLUGLVWULEXWLRQRILUULJDWHGODQGDPRQJWKHVWDNHKROGHUV



/RFDORUJDQLVDWLRQPDQDJHWKHLUULJDWLRQV\VWHP


:DWHUGLVWULEXWLRQLVPDQDJHG



:DWHULVHTXDOO\GLVWULEXWHGDPRQJWKHLUULJDWHGILHOGV



7KHUHLVDQDSSURSULDWHDQLPDOKXVEDQGU\




$QLPDOKXVEDQGU\LVFRPPRQIRUPRVWKRXVHKROGV
7KHUHLVWUDLQLQJRQSHUPDQHQWDJULFXOWXUH



7UDLQLQJRQDSSURSULDWHRQIDUPWHFKQRORJ\

&200(176
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'(6&5,37,21
)RUPDODQGQRQIRUPDOHGXFDWLRQVXSSRUWVXVWDLQDELOLW\RI
IRUHVW



3XEOLFDFFHVVWRDOOJUDGHVRIIRUPDOHGXFDWLRQ


6FKRRODJHFKLOGUHQDUHJRLQJWRVFKRRO



6FKRROJRLQJFKLOGUHQILQLVKHGWKHLUVFKRRO



6FKRROIRUDGXOWV



/RFDOFRQWHQWFXUULFXODGHYRWHGRQHQYLURQPHQWFRQVFLRXVQHVV
EXLOGLQJ


/HVVRQVRQHQYLURQPHQW



/HVVRQVRQORFDOODQGXVHV\VWHPV



1RQIRUPDOHGXFDWLRQLVIXQFWLRQLQJ


6WRU\WHOOLQJLVVWLOOSHUIRUPHGE\HOGHUVIRUWKH\RXQJVWHUV



/RFDOKLVWRU\LVVWLOOKDQGHGGRZQWRWKH\RXQJHUJHQHUDWLRQ



/RFDONQRZOHGJHRQQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQWVWLOOKDQGHG
GRZQWRWKH\RXQJHUJHQHUDWLRQ



7UDLQLQJRIFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVRQHQYLURQPHQWDOSUREOHPV



7UDLQLQJRQLQFRPHJHQHUDWLQJDFWLYLWLHV



,QIRUPDWLRQH[FKDQJHZLWKLQIRUPDWLRQVRXUFHVRXWVLGHWKH
FRPPXQLW\
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 ,17(*5,'$'((&2/Ð*,&$'$3$,6$*(0)/25(67$/('26
(&266,67(0$67(55(675(6($48É7,&26
20DQHMR)ORUHVWDO&RPXQLWiULR 0)& QmRFRPSURPHWHDGLYHUVLGDGHELROyJLFDHD
LQWHJULGDGHHFROyJLFDGDSDLVDJHPIORUHVWDOHGHHFRVVLVWHPDVWHUUHVWUHVHDTXiWLFRV
FRQWLGRVQHODRXDGMDFHQWHVDHOD
&)0GRHVQRWFRPSURPLVHWKHELRORJLFDOGLYHUVLW\RUWKHHFRORJLFDOLQWHJULW\RIWKH
IRUHVWODQGVFDSHRURIWKHWHUUHVWULDODQGDTXDWLFHFRV\VWHPVFRQWDLQHGWKHUHLQRU
DGMDFHQWWRLW



8PDIORUHVWDFRQWtQXDHHVWUXWXUDOPHQWHSRXFRSHUWXUEDGDDLQGDRIHUHFHDVFRQGLo}HV
HFROyJLFDVPDLVVDWLVIDWyULDVSDUDDPDQXWHQomRGDELRGLYHUVLGDGHORFDOHXVR
VXVWHQWiYHOGHUHFXUVRVIORUHVWDLV
$FRQWLQXRXVDQGVWUXFWXUDOO\XQGLVWXUEHGIRUHVWVWLOORIIHUVWKHPRVWVDWLVIDFWRU\
HFRORJLFDOFRQGLWLRQVIRUWKHPDLQWHQDQFHRIORFDOELRGLYHUVLW\DQGWKHVXVWDLQDEOH
XVHRIIRUHVWUHVRXUFHV


3URSRUomRGHPDWDSULPiULDHVHFXQGiULD FDSRHLUDV GHQWURGDiUHDGHLQIOXrQFLDGLUHWD
GDFRPXQLGDGHDRORQJRGRWHPSR
3URSRUWLRQRISULPDU\DQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWZLWKLQWKH&)0


1RYRVURoDGRVGHUUXEDGRVHTXHLPDGRVDQXDOPHQWHVmRIHLWRVSUHIHUHQFLDOPHQWHHP
iUHDVGHFDSRHLUDVDRLQYpVGHPDWDSULPiULD
1HZDQQXDODJULFXOWXUDOODQGFOHDULQJVDQGILUHVDUHWREHSUHIHUDEO\GRQHLQDUHDV
RIIDOORZUHJURZWKUDWKHUWKDQLQSULPDU\IRUHVW



2SHUtRGRGHSRXVLR IDOORZSHULRG GHFDSRHLUDVGHUUXEDGDVHTXHLPDGDVQmRHVWi
VHQGRUHGX]LGRDRORQJRGRWHPSR
)DOORZSHULRGVDUHQRWEHLQJUHGXFHGRYHUWKHFRXUVHRIWLPH



2SURFHVVRGHIUDJPHQWDomRGHKDELWDWQmRFRPSURPHWHDPDQXWHQomRGDGLYHUVLGDGH
ELROyJLFDDRQtYHOGDSDLVDJHPIORUHVWDO
7KHSURFHVVRIKDELWDWIUDJPHQWDWLRQGRHVQRWFRPSURPLVHWKHPDLQWHQDQFHRI
ELRORJLFDOGLYHUVLW\DWWKHIRUHVWODQGVFDSHOHYHO


2VSURFHVVRVGHIUDJPHQWDomRHFRQYHUVmRGHKDELWDWVSULPiULRVGHYHPVHUFRQWLGRV
SDUDTXHQmRUHVXOWHPQDHURVmRGDELRGLYHUVLGDGHDWUDYpVGHSURFHVVRVGHH[WLQomR
ORFDORXUHJLRQDOGHHVSpFLHV
3URFHVVHVRIWKHIUDJPHQWDWLRQDQGFRQYHUVLRQRISULPDU\KDELWDWVPXVWEH
FRQWDLQHGVRDVQRWWRUHVXOWLQELRGLYHUVLW\HURVLRQDQGWKHORFDORUUHJLRQDO
H[WLQFWLRQRIVSHFLHV


,OKDVUHOLFWXDLVGHPDWDSULPiULDRFRUUHQGRGHQWURGRPRVDLFRGHFDSRHLUDVGH
GLIHUHQWHVLGDGHVVmRSUHVHUYDGDV
,VODQGVRIUHOLFSULPDU\IRUHVWRFFXUULQJLQWKHVXFFHVVLRQDOIRUHVWPRVDLFDUH
SUHVHUYHG
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$IUDJPHQWDomRGDSDLVDJHPIORUHVWDODWUDYpVGDDJULFXOWXUDGHFRUWHHTXHLPDUHVXOWD
QXPPRVDLFRVXFHVVLRQDOGHFDSRHLUDVFRPXPDFRQHFWLYLGDGHUHODWLYDPHQWHDOWDFRP
iUHDVGHPDWDSULPiULDDWUDYpVGHFRUUHGRUHVGHKDELWDW
7KHIUDJPHQWDWLRQRIWKHIRUHVWODQGVFDSHFDXVHGE\VKLIWLQJ
DJULFXOWXUHUHVXOWVLQDVXFFHVVLRQDOPRVDLFWKDWKDVDUHODWLYHO\KLJKFRQQHFWLYLW\
ZLWKDUHDVRISULPDU\IRUHVWWKURXJKQDWXUDOKDELWDWFRUULGRUV



$GHQVLGDGHHWDPDQKRGHFODUHLUDVDQWURSRJrQLFDVUHVXOWDQWHVGDGHUUXEDGDGH
iUYRUHVQDPDWDSULPiULDQmRGHYHVHUPDLRUGRTXHDTXHODJHUDGDSHODGLQkPLFDGH
FODUHLUDVQDWXUDLV
7KHGHQVLW\DQGVL]HRIFOHDULQJVFDXVHGE\WKHIHOOLQJRIWUHHVLQSULPDU\IRUHVW
PXVWQRWH[FHHGWKHGLPHQVLRQVRIQDWXUDOJDSVFXDVHGE\WUHHIDOO


4XDQWLILFDomRGDKHWHURJHQHLGDGHGRGRVVHO LHGHQVLGDGHHWDPDQKRGHFODUHLUDV 
4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHFDQRS\KHWHURJHQHLW\ LHWKHGHQVLW\DQGVL]HRIFOHDULQJV 



$GHQVLGDGHDSUR[LPDGDGHiUYRUHVGHJUDQGHSRUWH !FP'$3 GHUUXEDGDVQDiUHD
GHPDWDSULPiULDH[SORUDGDSHODFRPXQLGDGH
7KHDSSUR[LPDWHGHQVLW\RIODUJHWUHHV !FPGEK IHOOHGZLWKLQWKHSULPDU\
IRUHVWH[SORLWHGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\



$SUHVHUYDomRGRPRVDLFRGHKDELWDWVQDWXUDLVPDQWpPDFRPSOHPHQWDULGDGHQDWXUDOGH
RFRUUrQFLDGHHVSpFLHV
7KHSUHVHUYDWLRQRIDPRVDLFRIQDWXUDOKDELWDWVPDLQWDLQVWKHQDWXUDO
FRPSOHPHQWDULW\RIVSHFLHVRFFXUUHQFHV


'HQWUHRVYiULRVWLSRVGHKDELWDWVQDWXUDLVDTXHOHVTXHVmRPDLVUDURV RXPHQRV
H[WHQVRV QDSDLVDJHPVmRSRXSDGRVGHDOWDVWD[DVGHFRQYHUVmRSDUDVLVWHPDV
DJUtFRODV
$PRQJWKHYDULRXVW\SHVRIQDWXUDOKDELWDWVRFFXUULQJZLWKLQWKHUHJLRQWKHUDUHVW
RUOHDVWH[WHQVLYH LQWKHIRUHVWODQGVFDSHDUHVWURQJO\SURWHFWHGIURPFRQYHUVLRQ
WRDJULFXOWXUH


ÈUHDVGHLPSRUWkQFLDHFROyJLFDVmRGHYLGDPHQWHLGHQWLILFDGDVHSURWHJLGDV
$UHDVRIVSHFLDOHFRORJLFDOLPSRUWDQFHDUHLGHQWLILHGDQGSURWHFWHG



2FRUUrQFLDHH[WHQVmRGDVFKDPDGDVWHUUDVSUHWDVGHtQGLRQDUHJLmR
7KHRFFXUUHQFHDQGH[WHQVLRQRIWKHVRFDOOHGµ,QGLDQEODFNHDUWKV¶LQWKHUHJLRQ



8PDSURSRUomRPtQLPD HJ GHPDWDVVHFXQGiULDVDQWLJDV HJ!DQRV
FRLQFLGLQGRFRPWHUUDVSUHWDVGHtQGLRVmRPDQWLGDV
$PLQLPXPSURSRUWLRQ HJ RIROGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVW HJ!\HDUVROG RQ
µ,QGLDQEODFNHDUWKV¶LVPDLQWDLQHG



8PDIDL[DGHIORUHVWDVULEHLULQKDV GHODUJXUDVHJXQGRDOHLRXQRPtQLPRGHPGDV
PDUJHQVGHULRVHLJDUDSpV VmRSRXSDGDVGHFRUWHUDVRSHODVVXDVIXQo}HV
KLGUROyJLFDVHGHFRQVHUYDomRGDELRGLYHUVLGDGH
)RUHVWVDORQJULYHUDQGVWUHDPEDQNVDUHSURWHFWHGIURPFOHDUIHOOLQJWRSUHVHUYH
K\GURORJLFDOIXQFWLRQVDQGIRUELRGLYHUVLW\FRQVHUYDWLRQ/HJDOPLQLPXPRI
NHHSLQJPRIIRUHVWDORQJULYHUVDQGVWUHDPVLVXSKHOG


4XDQWLILFDomRGDFRQWLQXLGDGHHODUJXUDGRVUHPDQHVFHQWHVGHPDWDVULEHLULQKDV
4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHFRQWLQXLW\DQGZLGWKRIUHPDLQLQJULYHULQHIRUHVW
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'HVFUHYHUFRPRDViUHDVGHPDWDGHWHUUDILUPHHLJDSyHVWmRLQWHJUDGDVDRPRVDLFR
GHFDSRHLUDVUHVXOWDQWHVGDDWLYLGDGHDJUtFRODGHFRUWHHTXHLPD
'HVFULSWLRQHKRZXSODQGDQGLJDSyIRUHVWDUHDVDUHLQWHJUDWHGLQWRWKH
VXFFHVVLRQDOPRVDLFUHVXOWLQJIURPVKLIWLQJDJULFXOWXUH



ÈUHDVGHFDSWDomRGHFKXYDQDEDFLDKLGURJUiILFDHSDUWLFXODUPHQWHIORUHVWDVDRORQJR
GHULRVHLJDUDSpVVmRPDQWLGDVUHODWLYDPHQWHLQWDFWDVSULQFLSDOPHQWHULRDFLPDGRV
Q~FOHRVFRPXQLWiULRV
0RVWLPSRUWDQWFDWFKPHQWDUHDVZLWKLQZDWHUVKHGVDQGHVSHFLDOO\IRUHVWVDORQJ
ULYHUVDQGVWUHDPVDUHPDLQWDLQHGUHODWLYHO\LQWDFWHVSHFLDOO\XSVWUHDPIURP
YLOODJHV



2ULVFRGHIRJRVHSURSDJDULQGLVFULPLQDGDPHQWHHPiUHDVGHFDSRHLUDVHPDWDV
SULPiULDVpPLQLPL]DGRDWUDYpVGHWpFQLFDVDSURSULDGDVGHPDQHMRGHTXHLPDGDV
7KHULVNRIDFFLGHQWDOILUHVLQIDOORZDUHDVDQGSULPDU\IRUHVWLVPLQLPLVHG
WKURXJKWKHXVHRIDSSURSULDWHILUHPDQDJHPHQWWHFKQLTXHV


1mRRFRUUrQFLDGHIRJRVDFLGHQWDLV
1RRFFXUUDQFHRIDFFLGHQWDOZLOGILUHV


)UHTXHQFLDGHIRJRVGHVFRQWURODGRVTXHFKHJDUDPDTXHLPDUJUDQGHViUHDVGH
FDSRHLUDVHPDWDSULPiULDQRV~OWLPRVDQRV
7KHIUHTXHQF\ZLWKZKLFKDFFLGHQWDOILUHVKDYHLQWKHODVW\HDUVEXUQWODUJH
DUHDVRIIDOORZDQGSULPDU\IRUHVW



([WHQVmRGHiUHDVGHPDWDTXHLPDGDHQmRTXHLPDGDVQDiUHDGHXVRFRPXQLWiULR
5HODWLYHVXUIDFHDUHDVRIEXUQWDQGXQEXUQWIRUHVWZLWKLQWKHIRUHVWDUHDXVHGE\
WKHFRPPXQLW\



,PSDFWRORFDOGRIRJRHPWHUPRVGDPRUWDOLGDGHGLIHUHQFLDOGHSODQWDV HJSHUILOGH
HVSpFLHVHFODVVHVGHWDPDQKR HPiUHDVGHPDWDTXHMiIRUDPTXHLPDGDV
/RFDOLPSDFWRIILUHLQWHUPVRIGLIIHUHQWLDOPRUWDOLW\RISODQWV HJVSHFLHVDQGVL]H
FODVVSURILOHV LQEXUQWIRUHVWDUHDV



0DQXWHQomRGDLQWHJULGDGHHFROyJLFDGHWRGRVRVHFRVVLVWHPDVDTXiWLFRV ULRV
LJDUDSpVHODJRV
0DLQWHQDQFHRIWKHHFRORJLFDOLQWHJULW\RIDOOWKHDTXDWLFHFRV\VWHPV ULYHUV
VWUHDPVODNHVHWF


0DQXWHQomRGRUHJLPHGHYD]mRGHLQXQGDomRHGDSURGXWLYLGDGHGDFDOKDGRVULRVH
RXWURVSURFHVVRVQDWXUDLVTXHVXVWHQWDPRXVXEVLGLDPSRSXODo}HVGHDQLPDLVHSODQWDV
DTXiWLFRV LQWHJULGDGHILVLFD
0DLQWHQDQFHRIIORRGLQJUHJLPHVWKHSURGXFWLYLW\RIULYHUFKDQQHOVDQGRIQDWXUDO
SURFHVVHVWKDWVXVWDLQRUVXEVLGLVHDTXDWLFDQLPDODQGSODQWSRSXODWLRQV
SK\VLFDOLQWHJULW\ 


$OWHUDomRGDWUDQVSDUrQFLDHWHPSHUDWXUDGDiJXD
$OWHUDWLRQVLQZDWHUWUDQVSDUHQF\DQGWHPSHUDWXUH



$XVrQFLDGHGHVPDWDPHQWRGHIORUHVWDVLQXQGiYHLVHHPUHJL}HVGHFDEHFHLUDV
1RGHIRUHVWDWLRQRIIORRGHGIRUHVWLQKHDGZDWHUUHJLRQV



2FRUUrQFLDGHDVVRUHDPHQWRGHODJRVHGDFDOKDGRVULRVHLJDUDSpV
2FFXUUHQFHRIDEQRUPDOOHYHOVRIVHGLPHQWDWLRQRIODNHVULYHUVDQGVWUHDPV
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$XVrQFLDGHSURFHVVRVGHFRQWDPLQDomRQRPHLRDTXiWLFR LQWHJULGDGHTXtPLFDH
ELROyJLFD
$EVHQFHRIDTXDWLFFRQWDPLQDWLRQSURFHVVHV ZDWHUTXDOLW\VDWLVIDFWRU\IURPD
FKHPLFDODQGELRORJLFDOVWDQGSRLQW 



7UDQVSDUrQFLDFKHLURHJRVWRGDiJXD
7UDQVSDUHQF\RGRUDQGWDVWHRIZDWHU



2FRUUrQFLDGH³EORRPV´GHDOJDHPRUWDOLGDGHDEQRUPDOGHSHL[HV
2FFXUUHQFHRIDOJDOEORRPVDQGDEQRUPDOILVKPRUWDOLW\



3UHVHQoDGHFROLIRUPHVIHFDLV
&RQWDPLQDWLRQIURP(FROLRIIDHFDORULJLQ



$OWHUDo}HVGUiVWLFDVQRS+GDiJXD
'UDVWLFDOWHUDWLRQVLQZDWHUS+



2FRUUrQFLDGHSUREOHPDVQHXUROyJLFRVQDVSHVVRDVTXHLQGLFDPFRQWDPLQDomRSRU
PHWDLVSHVDGRVHSHVWLFLGDV
2FFXUUHQFHRIQHXURORJLFDODQGRWKHUKHDOWKSUREOHPVWKDWLQGLFDWHFRQWDPLQDWLRQ
ZLWKKHDY\PHWDOVRUSHVWLFLGHV
 (;75$7,9,602'(352'8726)/25(67$,60$'(,5(,526(1®2
0$'(,5(,526
([WUDFWLRQRIWLPEHUDQGQRQWLPEHUIRUHVWSURGXFWV
 &$d$'(68%6,67È1&,$($48,6,d®2'(3527(Ì1$'$)$81$
7(55(675(
6XEVLVWHQFHKXQWLQJDQGSURWHLQFDSWXUHIURPWHUUHVWULDOIDXQD



$LQWHJULGDGHHFROyJLFDGRHFRVVLVWHPDIORUHVWDOpPDQWLGDHPWHUPRVGHXP
FRPSOHPHQWRIDXQtVWLFRUHODWLYDPHQWHtQWHJURGHUpSWHLVDYHVHPDPtIHURV
7KHHFRORJLFDOLQWHJULW\RIWKHIRUHVWLVPDLQWDLQHGLQWHUPVRIDUHODWLYHO\FRPSOHWH
DVVHPEODJHRIUHSWLOHVELUGVDQGPDPPDOV


$DEXQGkQFLDGHHVSpFLHVGHFDoDGHPpGLRDJUDQGHSRUWHpVDWLVIDWyULDGHQWURGDiUHD
FDoDGDSHODFRPXQLGDGHWDQWRGRSRQWRGHYLVWDHFROyJLFRFRPRVyFLRHFRQ{PLFR
7KHDEXQGDQFHRIPHGLXPDQGODUJHERGLHGJDPHVSHFLHVZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\¶V
KXQWLQJUDQJHLVVDWLVIDFWRU\IURPWKHHFRORJLFDODVZHOODVWKHVRFLRHFRQRPLF
SRLQWRIYLHZ


$DEXQGkQFLDGHHVSpFLHVGHFDoDpVDWLVIDWyULDGRSRQWRGHYLVWDHFROyJLFRHVyFLR
HFRQ{PLFR
7KHDEXQGDQFHRIJDPHVSHFLHVLVVDWLVIDFWRU\IURPWKHHFRORJLFDODVZHOODVWKH
VRFLRHFRQRPLFSRLQWRIYLHZ


/LVWDJHPGDVHVSpFLHVDWXDOPHQWHPDLVFDoDGDV
&KHFNOLVWRIWKHPRVWLQWHQVLYHO\KXQWHGJDPHVSHFLHV



(VSpFLHVTXHMiIRUDPUHODWLYDPHQWHFRPXQVPDVKRMHQmRPDLVRFRUUHPQRUDLRGH
FDoDGDFRPXQLGDGH
*DPHVSHFLHVWKDWZHUHRQFHFRPPRQEXWQRORQJHURFFXUZLWKLQWKH
FRPPXQLW\¶VKXQWLQJUDQJH

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test

3

&

,

275

9

 ,17(*5,'$'((&2/Ð*,&$'$3$,6$*(0)/25(67$/('26
(&266,67(0$67(55(675(6($48É7,&26



6WDWXVDWXDOGHSRSXODomRHRUDLRGHGHWHFomRGDVHVSpFLHVPDLVVXVFHSWtYHLV RX
PDLVVHQVtYHLV jDWLYLGDGHGHFDoDLQFOXLQGRMDEXWtEUDQFRMDEXWtYHUPHOKRFXMXELP
PXWXPFDYDORQDPE~Do~TXHL[DGDDQWDPDFDFRSUHJRPDFDFRFX[L~JXDULEDH
FRDWiV RXPDFDFREDUULJXGR 
$FWXDOSRSXODWLRQVWDWXVDQGGHWHFWLRQUDGLXVRIWKHVSHFLHVPRVWVXVFHSWLEOH RU
VHQVLWLYH WRKXQWLQJDFWLYLW\LQFOXGLQJWRUWRLVHVSLSLQJJXDQVFXUUDVRZVJUHDW
WLQDPRXVZKLWHOLSSHGSHFFDULHVWDSLUEURZQFDSXFKLQVDQGVSLGHUPRQNH\V RU
ZRROO\PRQNH\V  LQ3RUWXJXHVHMDEXWtEUDQFRMDEXWtYHUPHOKRFXMXELPPXWXP
FDYDORQDPE~Do~TXHL[DGDDQWDPDFDFRSUHJRPDFDFRFX[L~JXDULEDH
FRDWiV RXPDFDFREDUULJXGR 



7D[DGHFDoDGDVEHPVXFHGLGDVRXIUDFDVVDGDVSRUXQLGDGHGHHVIRUoRGHFDoD NP
SHUFRUULGR RXXQLGDGHGHWHPSR GLDVLQYHVWLGRVHPFDoDGDV 
5DWLRRIVXFFHVVIXOWRXQVXFFHVVIXOKXQWLQJIRUD\VE\XQLWRIKXQWLQJHIIRUW NP
FRYHUHGKRXUVRUGD\VVSHQWLQKXQWLQJ 



$DEXQGkQFLDGDVSRSXODo}HVGHFDoDDXPHQWDFRPDGLVWkQFLDItVLFDGDIRQWHGH
SUHVVmRGHFDoD
7KHUDWHDWZKLFKWKHDEXQGDQFHRIJDPHDQLPDOVLQFUHDVHVEH\RQGDFULWLFDO
GLVWDQFHIURPWKHVRXUFHRIKXQWLQJSUHVVXUH HJYLOODJH 


2HVWRTXHUHVLGXDOGHFDoDDXPHQWDUDSLGDPHQWHDSDUWLUGHXPDFHUWDGLVWkQFLDGDV
IRQWHVGHSUHVVmRGHFDoD
7KHUHVLGXDOVWRFNRIJDPHLQFUHDVHVUDSLGO\IURPDFHUWDLQGLVWDQFHIURPWKH
VRXUFHRIKXQWLQJSUHVVXUH



$FDUQHGHFDoDDLQGDpLPSRUWDQWHQDGLHWDGDVFRPXQLGDGHVORFDLV
*DPHPHDWLVVWLOOLPSRUWDQWLQWKHORFDOGLHW


'HVFUHYDDVSURSRUo}HVDSUR[LPDGDVGDFRQWULEXLomRGHFDUQHGH  YHUWHEUDGRV
WHUUHVWUHV  SHL[HVHRXWURVUHFXUVRVDTXiWLFRV  DQLPDLVGRPpVWLFRVGHSHTXHQR
SRUWHH  FDUQHVDOJDGDHFRQJHODGD RXQRJHOR SURYHQLHQWHGHDEDWHGRXURVXUEDQRV
RXEDUFRVSHVTXHLURVSDUDRFRQVXPRORFDOGHSURWHtQDDQLPDO
'HVFULEHWKHUHODWLYHFRQWULEXWLRQRIDQLPDOSURWHLQPDGHWRORFDOGLHWE\
WHUUHVWULDOYHUWHEUDWHV ILVKDQGRWKHUDTXDWLFDQLPDOV VPDOOVL]HGGRPHVWLF
DQLPDOVDQG VDOWHGPHDWFRPLQJIURPXUEDQDEDWWRLUVRUIUR]HQILVKIURP
ILVKLQJERDWV



,GHQWLILFDUDVHVSpFLHVGHFDoDPDLVLPSRUWDUWHV PDLVFRQVXPLGDV SDUDD
FRPXQLGDGHORFDO
,GHQWLI\WKHILYHJDPHVSHFLHVPRVWLPSRUWDQW PRVWFRQVXPHG WRWKHORFDO
FRPPXQLW\



5RoDGRVHFDSRHLUDVMRYHQVDWUDHPXPQ~PHURFRQVLGHUiYHOGHDQLPDLVFDoDGRV
SDUWLFXODUPHQWHYHDGRV YHUPHOKRHUR[R FDLWLW~VHURHGRUHVGHJUDQGHSRUWH
$JULFXOWXUDODQGIDOORZODQGDWWUDFWVDFRQVLGHUDEOHQXPEHURIJDPHVSHFLHV
HVSHFLDOO\EURFNHWGHHU UHGRUJUD\ SHFFDULHVDQGODUJHURGHQWV DJRXWLV
SDFDV 


8PQ~PHURGLVSURSRUFLRQDOPHQWHDOWRGHDQLPDLVDEDWLGRVVmRSURYHQLHQWHVGHURoDGRV
RXGDVFDSRHLUDVGHYiULDVLGDGHV
$GLVSURSRUWLRQDWHO\KLJKQXPEHURIVODXJKWHUHGDQLPDOVDUHFDXJKWLQDJULFXOWXUDO
ILHOGVRUIDOORZVRIYDULRXVDJHV
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([LVWHPiUHDVSRXFRFDoDGDV RXQmRFDoDGDV GHQWURGDiUHD
DFHVVtYHODFDoDGRUHVGDFRPXQLGDGH
7KHH[LVWHQFHRIDUHDVVFDUFHO\KXQWHGRUXQKXQWHGZLWKLQWKHDUHDDFFHVVLEOHWR
KXQWHUVEHORQJLQJWRWKHFRPPXQLW\



([LVWHPVDQWXiULRVGHFDoD RXiUHDVIXQFLRQDOPHQWHHTXLYDOHQWHV QXPUDLRGHDWp
NPGHFDPLQKDGDGDVHGHGDFRPXQLGDGH
([LVWHQFHRIDQLPDOVDQFWXDULHV RUDUHDVWKDWDUHIXQFWLRQDOO\HTXLYDOHQWWRWKDW
ZLWKLQDUDGLXVRINPZDONLQJGLVWDQFHIURPWKHFRPPXQLW\FHQWUH



3URSRUomRGHVVDViUHDVGHQWURGRUDLRGHFDoDGDFRPXQLGDGH
7KHQXPEHUDQGH[WHQWRIVXFKDUHDVZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\¶VKXQWLQJUDQJH



$DWLYLGDGHGHFDoDFRPHUFLDOQmRRFRUUHQDFRPXQLGDGH
1RFRPPHUFLDOKXQWLQJWDNHVSODFHZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\


2FRUUrQFLDGHYHQGDGHFDUQHGHFDoD VDOJDGDRXIUHVFD DFRQVXPLGRUHVLQWHUQRVRX
H[WHUQRVDFRPXQLGDGH HJPHUFDGRVXUEDQRV
7KHRFFXUUHQFHRIJDPHPHDWVDOHV VDOWHGRUIUHVK WRFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVDQG
RXWVLGHUV HJGHOLYHUHGWRXUEDQPDUNHWV



,PSRUWkQFLDVyFLRHFRQ{PLFDGDYHQGDGHH[FHGHQWHVGHFDUQHGHFDoDQmRFRQVXPLGD
QDHVIHUDGRPLFLOLDUSDUDRXWUDVIDPtOLDVRXFRPXQLGDGHV
7KHVRFLRHFRQRPLFLPSRUWDQFHRIWKHVDOHRIVXUSOXVJDPHPHDWQRWFRQVXPHG
E\FRPPXQLW\KRXVHKROGV



([LVWHPPHFDQLVPRVLQIRUPDLVRXLQVWLWXFLRQDLVGHFRQWUROHHIHWLYRGDFDoDFRPHUFLDOQD
iUHDGH0)& HJDWXDomRGR,%$0$
,QIRUPDODQGLQVWLWXWLRQDOPHFKDQLVPV HJ,%$0$SDWUROVDQGLQVSHFWLRQV H[LVW
HIIHFWLYHO\FRQWUROOLQJFRPPHUFLDOKXQWLQJLQWKH&0)DUHD
 3(6&$'(68%6,67È1&,$((;75$d®2'(2875265(&85626
$48É7,&26
6XEVLVWHQFHILVKLQJDQGWKHH[WUDFWLRQRIRWKHUDTXDWLFUHVRXUFHV



2XVRGHIRQWHVDTXiWLFDVGHSURWHtQDDQLPDOLQFOXLQGRDSHVFDGHVXEVLVWrQFLDp
SUDWLFDGRQXPDEDVHVXVWHQWiYHO
7KHXVHRIDTXDWLFVRXUFHVRIDQLPDOSURWHLQLQFOXGLQJVXEVLVWDHFHILVKLQJLV
SUDFWLVHGRQDVXVWDLQDEOHEDVLV


$H[SORUDomRGRVUHFXUVRVSHVTXHLURVQmROHYDjH[WLQomRHFRQ{PLFDRXGHPRJUiILFD
GHSRSXODo}HVGHSHL[HVHTXHO{QLRV
7KHH[SORLWDWLRQRIILVKLQJUHVRXUFHVGRHVQRWOHDGWRWKHGHPRJUDSKLFRU
HFRQRPLFH[WLQFWLRQRIILVKDQGWXUWOHSRSXODWLRQV


$LPSRUWkQFLDVyFLRHFRQ{PLFDGHIRQWHVDTXiWLFDVGHSURWHtQDDQLPDOSHUPDQHFH
VLJQLILFDWLYDSDUDDVFRPXQLGDGHVORFDLV
7KHVRFLRHFRQRPLFLPSRUWDQFHRIDTXDWLFVRXUFHVRIDQLPDOSURWHLQWRWKHORFDO
FRPPXQLW\UHPDLQVVLJQLILFDQW


3URSRUomRGHSHL[HVQDGLHWDGDFRPXQLGDGHHPUHODomRjRXWUDVIRQWHVGHSURWHtQD
DQLPDO
5HODWLYHSURSRUWLRQRIILVKLQWKHORFDOGLHWFRPSDUHGWRWKDWRIRWKHUIRUPVRI
DQLPDOSURWHLQ
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5HVHUYDWyULRVQDWXUDLVRXFULDGRXURVGHSHL[HVVmRPDQWLGRVSDUDVHUYLUGHIRQWHVGH
LPLJUDQWHVSDUDWUHFKRVFRPHVWRTXHVMi
GHSOHWDGRVGRVULRVHLJDUDSpV
1DWXUDOILVKUHVHUYRLUVRUQXUVHULHVDUHPDLQWDLQHGDQGVHUYHDVVRXUFHVRI
LPPLJUDQWVWRVHFWLRQVRIULYHUVRUVWUHDPVZKHUHILVKVWRFNVKDYHEHHQRYHU
H[SORLWHG



ÈUHDVGHGLItFLODFHVVRQRVODJRVHDRORQJRGDFDOKDGRVULRV UHPDQVRVHSRoRV
DEVRUYHPXPDSUHVVmRGHSHVFDEHPPHQRUTXHRXWUDViUHDVPDLVDFHVVtYHLV
$UHDVRIGLIILFXOWDFFHVVZLWKLQODNHVDQGDORQJULYHUFKDQQHOV µUHPDQVRV¶RU
µSRoRV¶ DEVRUEDORZHUILVKLQJSUHVVXUHWKDQPRUHDFFHVVLEOHDUHDV



([LVWHPPHFDQLVPRVFRPXQLWiULRVRXLQVWLWXFLRQDLVSDUDUHVWULQJLUDSHVFDH[FHVVLYD
GRVODJRVTXHVmRFUtWLFRVQDSURFULDomRGHHVSpFLHVUHVLGHQWHVGHSHL[HVGHYDORU
VyFLRHFRQ{PLFR
&RPPXQLW\DQGLQVWLWXWLRQDOPHFKDQLVPVH[LVWWRSUHYHQWH[FHVVLYHILVKLQJLQ
ODNHVZKLFKDUHFULWLFDOIRUWKHUHSURGXFWLRQRIUHVLGHQWILVKVSHFLHVRIKLJKVRFLR
HFRQRPLFYDOXH



,QGLYtGXRVFDSWXUDGRVLQWHQFLRQDORXFRODWHUDOPHQWHHVWmRDFLPDGRWDPDQKRFUtWLFRGH
PDWXULGDGHUHSURGXWLYDWtSLFRGHFDGDHVSpFLH
,QGLYLGXDOILVKFDSWXUHGLQWHQWLRQDOO\RUDFFLGHQWDOO\DUHRYHUWKHFULWLFDO
UHSURGXFWLYHPDWXULW\VL]HIRUWKHLUUHVSHFWLYHVSHFLHV


2SHUILOGHHVSpFLHVHDHVWUXWXUDGHWDPDQKRGHSHL[HVFRQVXPLGRVSHODFRPXQLGDGH
VmRDYDOLDGRV
(YDOXDWLRQRIWKHSURILOHRIILVKVSHFLHVDQGVL]HFODVVHVFRQVXPHGZLWKLQWKH
FRPPXQLW\



$SHVFDGHVXEVLVWrQFLDSUDWLFDGDSHODFRPXQLGDGHIDYRUHFHWpFQLFDVVHOHWLYDV HJ
OLQKDHDQ]ROHVSLQKpLVDUSmR]DJDLDHODQWHUQDWDUUDIDHPDOKDGHLUDVGHWDPDQKR
DGHTXDGR DRLQYpVGHWpFQLFDVSRXFRVHOHWLYDV HJEDWLomRGHWLPEyFDUJDVGH
GLQDPLWHPDOKDGHLUDVILQDHDUUDVWmR 
6XEVLVWHQFHILVKLQJSUDFWLFHGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\PDNHVSUHIHUHQWLDOXVHRI
VHOHFWLYHILVKLQJWHFKQLTXHV HJOLQHDQGKRFNHVSKLQKHLVKDUSRRQ]DJDLDDQG
ODQWHUQFDVWQHWVDQGJLOOQHWVZLWKDSSURSULDWHVL]HGPHVK LQVWHDGRIWHFKQLTXHV
WKDWDUHSRRUO\VHOHFWLYH HJWLPEyILVKSRLVRQLQJG\QDPLWHFKDUJHVILQHILVKLQJ
QHWPHVKDQGDUUDVWmR



$SHVFDGHVXEVLVWrQFLDSUDWLFDGDSHODFRPXQLGDGHpFRPSDWtYHOFRPDSHUSHWXDomRGH
SHL[HVVHGHQWiULRVHFDUGXPHVPLJUDWyULRVGHHVSpFLHVHFRQ{PLFDPHQWHLPSRUWDQWHV
6XEVLVWHQFHILVKLQJDVSUDFWLFHGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\LVFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKH
SHUSHWXDWLRQRIHFRQRPLFDOO\LPSRUWDQWVHGHQWDU\DQGPLJUDWRU\ILVKVSHFLHV


Quantificação do sucesso de capturas por unidades esforço de pesca ao longo do
tempo
4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHFDSWXUHVXFFHVVSHUXQLWHIIRUWHPSOR\HGLQDJLYHQSHULRGRI
WLPH



4XDQWLILFDomRGDVFODVVHVGHWDPDQKRGHSHL[HVFDSWXUDGRVSDUDFDGDHVSpFLHDR
ORQJRGRWHPSR
4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHVL]HVWUXFWXUHRIWKHILVKFDWFKIRUHDFKVSHFLHVRYHUWLPH
HJ$UHFDWFKHVJHWWLQJVPDOOHU"
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$FROHWDGHRYRVHILOKRWHVHPFRYDVHIrPHDVDGXOWDVGHWDUWDUXJDVHWUDFDMiV
3RGRFQHPLVVSS QDVFKDPDGDVSUDLDVGHDUULEDomRVmRWRWDOPHQWHUHVWULWDV
&ROOHFWLRQRIWXUWOH 3RGRFQHPLVVSS HJJV\RXQJDQGDGXOWIHPDOHVRQEHDFKHV
LVWRWDOO\SURKLELWHG



$EXQGkQFLDGHVVHVTXHO{QLRVQRVODJRVHDRORQJRGRVULRVHLJDUDSpV
$EXQGDQFHRIWXUWOHVZLWKLQODNHVDQGDORQJULYHUVDQGVWUHDPV



3UDLDVGHDUULEDomRHRXWURVVtWLRVGHGHVRYDGHTXHO{QLRVVmRSURWHJLGRVSRU
PHFDQLVPRVIRUPDLVRXLQIRUPDLVSULQFLSDOPHQWHGXUDQWHDpSRFDFUtWLFDGHSURFULDomR
QDHVWDomRVHFD
1HVWLQJEHDFKHVDQGRWKHUWXUWOHHJJOD\LQJORFDWLRQVDUHSURWHFWHGE\IRUPDODQG
LQIRUPDOPHFKDQLVPVHVSHFLDOO\GXULQJWKHGU\VHDVRQZKLFKLVFULWLFDOWRWKHLU
UHSURGXFWLRQ



)ORUHVWDVLQXQGiYHLVVD]RQDOPHQWH HJLJDSyV UHSUHVHQWDPRVSULQFLSDLVVtWLRVGH
DOLPHQWDomRGHSHL[HVHTXHO{QLRVGXUDQWHDpSRFDGDFKHLDHHVWmRVXMHLWDVDQtYHLV
PtQLPRVGHSHUWXUEDomRHVWUXWXUDO
6HDVRQDOO\IORRGHGIRUHVWDUHNH\IHHGLQJVLWHVIRUILVKDQGWXUWOHVDQGDUH
WKHUHIRUHVXEMHFWWRRQO\PLQLPDOOHYHOVRIVWUXFWXUDOGLVWXUEDQFH


&RQYHUVmRGHLJDSyVHPRXWUDVIRUPDo}HVYHJHWDFLRQDLVSRUDWLYLGDGHDJUtFRODGH
FRUWHHTXHLPDQmRpREVHUYDGDDSHVDUGDPDLRUIHUWLOLGDGHGRVRORTXHHVVHV
DPELHQWHVSRVVDPSURYHU
1RHYLGHQFHRIFRQYHUVLRQRIIORRGHGIRUHVWVWRRWKHUYHJHWDWLRQIRUPDWLRQV
WKURXJKDFWLYLWLHVDVVRFLDWHGZLWKVKLIWLQJFXOWLYDWLRQFDQEHREVHUYHGGHVSLWH
WKHJUHDWHUIHUWLOLW\DVVRFLDWHGZLWKIORRGSODLQVRLOV
 (;75$d®2'(&$67$1+$'23$5É(287526352'87260$'(,5(,526
(1®20$'(,5(,526
([WUDFWLRQRI%UD]LOQXWVWLPEHUDQGQRQWLPEHUIRUHVWSURGXFWV



$H[WUDomRGHUHFXUVRVIORUHVWDLVpFRPSDWtYHOFRPDYLDELOLGDGHGHPRJUiILFDHJHQpWLFD
GHSRSXODo}HVGHSODQWDV HDQLPDLVGDVTXDLVHODVGHSHQGHP TXHVXVWHQWDPHVVDV
DWLYLGDGHV
7KHH[WUDFWLRQRIIRUHVWUHVRXUFHVLVFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKHGHPRJUDSKLFDQGJHQHWLF
YLDELOLW\RISODQWSRSXODWLRQV DQGRIWKHDQLPDOSRSXODWLRQVXSRQZKLFKWKH\
GHSHQG ZKLFKVXVWDLQWKRVHH[WUDFWLYHDFWLYLWLHV


20)&FRQVLGHUDDPDQXWHQomRGHlUHDVGHUHVHUYDVHDSUHVHUYDomRGHLQGLYtGXRV
UHSURGXWLYRVDRORQJRGRWHPSRSDUDJDUDQWLUDSHUSHWXDomRGDVHVSpFLHVH[SORUDGDV
7KHORQJWHUPPDLQWHQDQFHRIUHVHUYHDUHDVDQGUHSURGXFWLYHLQGLYLGXDOVLV
FRQVLGHUHGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\LQRUGHUWRJXDUDQWHHWKHVXUYLYDOH[SORLWHG
SRSXODWLRQV


ÈUHDVGHUHVHUYDVHVDQWXiULRVFRPWDPDQKRHGLVWULEXLomRDGHTXDGRVjiUHDGH0)&
VmRPDQWLGDV
)RUHVWUHVHUYHVDQGVDQFWXDULHVZLWKDQDGHTXDWHVL]HDQGGLVWULEXWLRQZLWKLQWKH
&)0DUHDDUHPDLQWDLQHG


$RFRUUrQFLDGDVHVSpFLHVH[SORUDGDVQHVVDViUHDVGHUHVHUYDV
7KHRFFXUUHQFHRIKDUYHVWHGSRSXODWLRQVZLWKLQWKHVHUHVHUYHDUHDV



(VSpFLHVH[SORUDGDVPDQWpPRVSDGU}HVGHIUXWLILFDomRWtSLFRVGHFDGDHVSpFLHV
)UXLWLQJSDWWHUQVRIKDUYHVWHGVSHFLHVDUHQRWDGYHUVHO\DIIHFWHGE\KDUYHVWLQJ
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2EVHUYDomRGHUHJHQHUDomRQDWXUDOGDVHVSpFLHVH[SORUDGDV

279

2EVHUYDWLRQRIDQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQUHJLPHRIKDUYHVWHGVSHFLHV


&DQWHLURVQDWXUDLVGHFDVWDQKHLUDVGR3DUi %HUWKROOHWLDH[FHOVD H[SORUDGRVSHOD
FRPXQLGDGHORFDOPDQWpPXPDSRSXODomRGHPRJUDILFDPHQWHYLiYHO
7KHQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRIKDUYHVWHG%UD]LOQXWWUHHVDUHPDLQWDLQHGWRHQVXUHD
GHPRJUDSKLFDOO\YLDEOHSRSXODWLRQ


4XDQWLILFDomRGDHVWUXWXUDHWiULDGDSRSXODomRGHFDVWDQKHLUDVGR3DUiQDiUHDGH
0)&
4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIWKHDJHVWUXFWXUHRIWKH%UD]LOQXWWUHHSRSXODWLRQLQWKH&0)
DUHD



2Q~PHURGHFDVWDQKHLUDVDGXOWDVQDiUHDGDFRPXQLGDGHQmRWHPVRIULGRXPGHFOtQLR
VXEVWDQFLDODRORQJRGDV~OWLPDVGpFDGDV
7KHQXPEHURIDGXOW%UD]LOQXWWUHHVLQWKHFRPPXQLW\¶VDUHDKDVQRWVXIIHUHGD
VXEVWDQWLDOGHFOLQHRYHUWKHODVWIHZGHFDGHV



([LVWrQFLDGHFDVWDQKDLV RXFDVWDQKHLUDVLVRODGDV DFHVVtYHLVPDVTXHQmRVmR
H[SORUDGRVVLVWHPDWLFDPHQWHQDiUHDGDFRPXQLGDGH
([LVWHQFHRIDFFHVVLEOH%UD]LOQXWWUHHJURYHVDQGLVRODWHG%UD]LOQXWWUHHVZKLFK
DUHQRWV\VWHPDWLFDOO\KDUYHVWHGZLWKLQWKHFRPPXQLW\¶VDUHD



&DVWDQKHLUDVDGXOWDVHH[SORUDGDVSRUSHORPHQRVDQRVHVWmRHPERPHVWDGRItVLFR
HQmRDSUHVHQWDPVLQDLVYLVtYHLVGHVHQHVFrQFLD
$GXOW%UD]LOQXWWUHHVWKDWKDYHEHHQKDUYHVWHGIRUDWOHDVW\HDUVDUHLQDJRRG
SK\VLFDOFRQGLWLRQDQGVKRZQRVLJQVRIVHQHVFHQFH



,QWHUDo}HVPXWXDOtVWLFDVHQWUHFDVWDQKHLUDVHVHXVGLVSHUVRUHVGHVHPHQWHVH
SROLQL]DGRUHVVmRPDQWLGDV
0XWXDOLVWLFLQWHUDFWLRQVEHWZHHQ%UD]LOQXWWUHHVDQGWKHLUSROOLQDWRUVDQGVHHG
GLVSHUVHUVDUHPDLQWDLQHG


&RWLDVVmRGHWHFWDGDV YLVXDORXDXGLWLYDPHQWH UHJXODUPHQWHHPiUHDVWUDGLFLRQDLVGH
FROHWDGHFDVWDQKD
$JRXWLVDUHUHJXODUO\ IUHTXHQWO\ VLJKWHGRUKHDUGLQWUDGLWLRQDOO\KDUYHVWHG%UD]LO
QXWJURYHV



$FDoDGHFRWLDVpUHVWULWDDSRXFRVLQGLYtGXRVHPiUHDVWUDGLFLRQDLVGHFROHWDGH
FDVWDQKD
+XQWLQJRIDJRXWLVLQWUDGLWLRQDO%UD]LOQXWJDWKHULQJDUHDVLVKLJKO\UHVWULFWHG WR
SHUKDSVDIHZLQGLYLGXDOV 



$RFRUUrQFLDIUHTXHQWHGHDEHOKDVSROLQL]DGRUDV PDPDQJDYDV SRGHVHUREVHUYDGDQD
FRSDGDVFDVWDQKHLUDVHPIORUDomR
7KHIUHTXHQWRFFXUUHQFHRISROOLQDWRU (XJORVVLQHEHHV FDQEHREVHUYHGLQWKH
FURZQVRIIORZHULQJ%UD]LOQXWWUHHV



$JUDQGHPDLRULDGDVFDVWDQKHLUDVDGXOWDVHVWiLQVHULGDQXPDPDWUL[GHPDWDSULPiULD
DRLQYpVGHHPiUHDVGHSDVWRVGHJUDGDGRVURoDGRVHFDSRHLUDVQRYDV
7KHJUHDWPDMRULW\RIDGXOW%UD]LOQXWWUHHVRFFXUZLWKLQWKHSULPDU\IRUHVWPDWUL[
UDWKHUWKDQLQDUHDVRIGHJUDGHGSDVWXUHVDQGDJULFXOWXUDOIDOORZV


'HVFUHYHUDGLVWULEXLomRHVSDFLDOGHFDVWDQKHLUDVHPUHODomRDiUHDVDEHUWDVH
DPELHQWHVVHFXQGiULRV
'HVFULSWLRQRIWKHVSDWLDOGLVWULEXWLRQRI%UD]LOQXWWUHHVLQUHODWLRQWRRSHQDUHDV
DQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWV
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 ,17(*5,'$'((&2/Ð*,&$'$3$,6$*(0)/25(67$/('26
(&266,67(0$67(55(675(6($48É7,&26
3UiWLFDVH[WUDWLYLVWDVHQYROYHQGRDUHWLUDGDGHyOHRVHVHLYDVGRVWURQFRVGHDOJXPDV
HVSpFLHVGHiUYRUHVPDQWpPSRSXODo}HVGHPRJUDILFDPHQWHYLiYHLV
3UDFWLFHVLQYROYLQJWKHH[WUDFWLRQRIRLOVRUVDSVIURPWUHHWUXQNVGRQRWKDYHD
DGYHUVHLPSDFWXSRQWKHGHPRJUDSKLFYLDELOLW\RIKDUYHVWHGVSHFLHV



&RSDLEHLUDV &RSDLIHUDVS SUHYLDPHQWHVXMHLWDVjH[SORUDomRQmRVmRYtWLPDVGHXPD
WD[DGHPRUWDOLGDGHPXLWRDFLPDGDTXHODVTXHQXQFDIRUDPH[SORUDGDV
&RSDLIHUDWUHHVSUHYLRXVO\VXEMHFWHGWRRLOWDSSLQJGRQRWVXFFXPEWRKLJKHU
PRUWDOLW\UDWHWKDQXQWDSSHGWUHHVLQWKHVDPHSRSXODWLRQ


$H[WUDomRGHyOHRGHFRSDtEDpIHLWDDWUDYpVGHWpFQLFDVGHEDL[RLPSDFWRTXH
SHUPLWDPDFLFDWUL]DomRGRWURQFR
2QO\ORZLPSDFWWHFKQLTXHVZKLFKSHUPLWKHDOLQJRIWUXQNZRXQGVDUHXVHGWR
H[WUDFWFRSDLEDRLO



(VSpFLHVGHPDGHLUDGHOHLVmRH[SORUDGDVVXVWHQWDYHOPHQWH
7LPEHUWUHHVDUHKDUYHVWHGVXVWDLQDEO\


'HFOtQLRVGHPDUFDGRVQDGHQVLGDGHSRSXODFLRQDOORFDOGHHVSpFLHVGHPDGHLUDGHOHL
QmRSRGHPVHUREVHUYDGRV
7KHUHKDVEHHQQRQRWLFHDEO\PDUNHGGHFOLQHLQWKHSRSXODWLRQGHQVLW\RIORFDO
WLPEHUVSHFLHV


$DEXQGkQFLDHDUHJHQHUDomRQDWXUDOGHHVSpFLHVH[SORUDGDVGHPDGHLUDGHOHLp
PDQWLGDDRORQJRGRVDQRV
7KHDEXQGDQFHDQGQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRIH[SORLWHGWLPEHUVSHFLHVLVPDLQWDLQHG
RYHUWKH\HDUV



2H[WUDWLYLVPRGHOiWH[HUHVLQDVSURYHQLHQWHVGHDOJXPDVHVSpFLHVGHiUYRUHVpIHLWR
FRPEDVHVXVWHQWiYHO
7KHH[WUDFWLRQRIODWH[DQGUHVLQVIURPWUHHVLVGRQHRQDVXVWDLQDEOHEDVLV


3RSXODo}HVORFDLVGHVHULQJXHLUDV +HYHDVSS FDXFKRVHDPDSiV %URVLPXPVSS 
VRUYDV &RXPDVSS HPDoDUDQGXEDV 0DQLONDUDVSS PDQWpPXPDSRSXODomR
GHPRJUDILFDPHQWHYLiYHO
/RFDOSRSXODWLRQVRIODWH[\LHOGLQJWUHHV HJ+HYHD%URVLPXP&RXPDDQG
0DQLONDUDVSS DUHGHPRJUDSKLFDOO\YLDEOH


$VWpFQLFDVGHH[SORUDomRGDVHVSpFLHVSURGXWRUDVGHOiWH[SHUPLWHPDVREUHYLYrQFLD
GRVLQGLYtGXRVH[SORUDGRV
/DWH[WDSSLQJWHFKQLTXHVXVHGLQWKH&0)HQDEOHVWKHVXUYLYDORIWDSSHGWUHHV



9HULILFDomRGHWHQGrQFLDVSRSXODFLRQDLVHPUHODomRjDEXQGkQFLDRXGHQVLGDGHGHVVDV
HVSpFLHVDRORQJRGRWHPSR HJ~OWLPDVGpFDGDV 
9HULILFDWLRQRISRSXODWLRQWUHQGVLQUHODWLRQWRWKHDEXQGDQFHRUGHQVLW\RIWDSSHG
WUHHVRYHUWKHODVWIHZGHFDGHV



([WUDomRGHSURGXWRVDQLPDLVXVDGRVQDHFRQRPLDORFDOQmRUHVXOWDHPFRQVHTHQFLDV
QHJDWLYDVjVSRSXODo}HVDQLPDLVDVVRFLDGDVDHVVHVUHFXUVRV
7KHH[WUDFWLRQRIDQLPDOSURGXFWVXVHGLQWKHORFDOHFRQRP\GRHVQRWKDYHD
QHJDWLYHLPSDFWXSRQWKHSRSXODWLRQG\QDPLFVRIWKHDQLPDOVDVVRFLDWHGZLWK
WKRVHSURGXFWV
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$WLYLGDGHVGHFROHWDGHPHO RXIDYRVGHPHO QmRpGDQRVDjFROPpLDVGHDEHOKDVRX
jViUYRUHVSURYHGRUDVGHDEULJRVQDWXUDLVHFDYLGDGHVOHQKRVDVSDUDHVVDVHVSpFLHV
0HWKRGVRIKRQH\H[WUDFWLRQGRQRWGDPDJHEHHKLYHVRUWKHWUHHVFRQWDLQLQJ
ZRRG\FDYLWLHVZLWKZKLFKWKH\DUHDVVRFLDWHG



7pFQLFDVGHH[WUDomRGHPHOGHFDYLGDGHVOHQKRVDVJDUDQWHPDVREUHYLYrQFLDGDV
iUYRUHVVXSRUWHSULQFLSDOPHQWHDVGHJUDQGHSRUWH
0HWKRGVRIKRQH\H[WUDFWLRQIURPWUHHFDYLWLHVJXDUDQWHHWKHVXUYLYDORIWKH
VXSSRUWWUHHVHVSHFLDOO\ODUJHRQHV



1~PHURGHFDYLGDGHVOHQKRVDVHPRXWUDViUYRUHVGLVSRQtYHLVSDUDIRUPDomRGHQRYDV
FROPpLDV
1XPEHURIWUHHFDYLWLHVDYDLODEOHLQDOWHUQDWLYHWUHHVIRUWKHVXFFHVVIXO
HVWDEOLVKPHQWRIQHZEHHKLYHV

1

P

2

1

C

1

3

2

1

I

1
2
3
4

2

1

V

Une organisation spatiale qui préserve la biodiversité

La biodiversité est conservée

L’étagement vertical dans la forêt primaire n’est pas perturbé
Les cimes des arbres sont étagées
Les diamètres des troncs sont variés
La canopée haute est continue
Le sous-bois, d’aspect clairsemé est riche en plantules d’arbres
L’abondance, la dominance, la constance et la fréquence des espèces
sont comparables aux données de la forêt originelle

La repartition horizontale des différentes formations végétales montre un
dynamisme dans la structure de la forêt
Une forêt dense stable (formation-climax) avec une organisation comparable à
celle de la forêt originelle de la region
Des formations végétales diverses (séries) dans les zones dévolues aux
activités agricoles, en fonction de la durée des jachères

La régénération naturelle est assurée

Les fonctions Biologiques de l’Ecosystème doivent être maintenues

Ecologie et Gestion Durable des FGC

FM 32, FM 42

CI3,1 Bs 12m
FM1

CI3,1,1,1

IC 3,1,1

FM 31

CI 31

Bs 11

Liaison

3 étages

Jachères recentes à Chromolema odoratum puis à
Aframumum et Costus; vieilles, jachères avec
strate arbustive touffue forme d’espèces
héliophiles, parsèmé ça et là d’arbres protégés.
Forêt tertiaires avec 3 strates et forêt secondaire

Commentaires/Observations

Final Proposal of C&I for Ecological Aspects
by the Ecology Expert (This set is virtually identical to the proposed set presented by the ecologist to the Workshop Review Team.)

with reference to the SOLIDAM Zone, Central Province, Cameroon:

Ecological Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers of the Sustainability of Community Managed Forests
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P

3

C

2

1

5
6

4

3

2

I

1
2

2
3

1

1
2

70% de la forêt n’a jamais subi de défrichement
Les activités agricoles sont localisées autour des aires d’habitation, dans une
auréole de 3 km environ
Les arbres utiles devenus rares sont connus et protégés

1
2

Les lois et réglements en matière de chasse sont connus de tous les
intervenants
Publication de la liste d’espèces partiellement ou intégralement protégées
Connaissance par tous des périodes d’ouverture et de fermeture de chasse
Il existe des stratégies endogènes visant à protéger certaines espèces

Les stratégées endogènes visant à réduire la pression sur la faune
sauvage sont élaborées, en conformité avec les lois et réglements en
matière de chasse

Couvert végétal permanent en amont des cours d’eau et sur les berges
Dégagement des barrages sur les cours d’eau après la pèche
La productivité des ressources halieutique s’accroit
La faune sauvage sécurisée

La quantité et la qualité de l’eau sont maintenues ou améliorées
Contrôle de l’utilisation des pesticides et des fertilisants chimiques

Visite dans les plantations
Nombre de plants/espèces/famille

Les espèces endogènes utiles et rares sont plantées

Ecologie et Gestion Durable des FGC

V

FM 6

SS 16

FM 444

FM 11, FM 122

FM 13

Liaison

Les pesticides et les fertilisants sont peu utilisés à
cause des contraintes financières

Proportion donnée par les paysans eux-mêmes
Manque de force ou de moyens financiers et
matériels pour abattre les arbres
Les arbres utiles sont les arbres d’ombre les
fertilisants et les fruitiers
On ne trouve que des vieux pieds senescents peu
de plantules et pas d’arbres intermediaires:
Nauclea diderichii, Baillonella toxisperma,
Ricinodendron heudelotii, Guibourtia tessmanii
Essais isolés et peu significatifs
Garcinia cola, Baillonella toxisperma, Irvingia
gabonensis

Commentaires/Observations

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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P

4

C

1
2

5

4

3

I

4
5
6
7

2
3

1

1

1

Maintien d’un couvert relatif du sol après défrichement
Induction de la germination des graines des arbres en dormance dans le sol
par un flux lumineux
Augmentation de la quantité de matière organique du sol par défoliation
Lever de dormance des bourgeons ds arbres sous l’action du feu
Matières minérales, provement des cendres disponible
Croissance accrue des arbres suite à l’élimination par défrichement des
espèces concurrentes alentours

Les activités agricoles sont localisées
Les pratiques agricoles ont des effets bénéfiques sur les cultures, le sol et les
arbres, à court terme
Maintien des arbres fertilisants lors des défrichements

Les effets négatifs de l’agriculture sur l’Ecosystème forestièr sont
minimisés

L’élevage extensif des animaux domestiques permet de réduire la pression sur
la faune sauvage
Nombre/espèce/famille

Les mesures contre le braconnage sont prises et appliquées
Les animaux prélevés sont destinés uniquement à la consommation locale
Mise en place d’un système de surveillance efficace
Les outils et les méthodes de chasse destructeurs sont proscrits
Interdiction de la chasse au barrage

Habitudes alimentaires; les taboos

1

1
2

Ecologie et Gestion Durable des FGC

V

FM 11, FM 112

FM 32

FM 431

FM 611

Liaison

Triplochiton scleroxylon, Intendrophragma,
Tehapleura tetraptera, Ricinodendron hedelotii,
Ceiba pentandra

Barrage long de plusieurs kms sur lequel sont
placées des ouvertures piégées

Existe mais en perte de vitesse; par exemple
l’interdiction aux jeunes et aux femmes de
consommer les animaux tels que gorilles, pangolin,
boa, tortue

Commentaires/Observations
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P

6

5

C

2

1

2

1

4

3

I

1
2
3

1

1
2
3

2

1

2
3
4
5

1

1

V

La santé est assurée par les produits pharmaceutiques prelevés dans la forêt
Ecorces, graines, fruits, feuilles ....
La plus grande partie des produits consommés par la population sont tirés de
l’Ecosystème forestier
Les habitudes alimentaires
Les recettes diverses
Visite au marché

Le bien-être de la population est assuré

Les NTFP sont connus
Classification par importance par rapport au volume prélevé, ou aux revenus
par an
Capacité de régénération de chaque espèce
Les techniques de récolte des NTFP leur assure une durabilité
Techniques conservatrices
Techniques destructrices
Essai de domestication de certaines espèces

Les NTFP doivent faire l’objet d’une gestion durable

Semences selectionnées
Protection des arbres fertilisants
Amélioration des jachères
Fabrication et utilisation du compost

Les jachères sont suffisamment longues pour permettre la régénération du sol
Durée minimale d’une jachère
Des mesures sont prises pour augmenter le rendement agricole
Lutte biologique contre les pestes

Ecologie et Gestion Durable des FGC

SS 162

SS 123, FM 1641

FM 16

FM 443, FM 811

FM 12
FM 121

Liaison

Projet en cours

Enfouissement du camelion utilisation des cendres,
du tabac
Tentative timides et isolées

Commentaires/Observations

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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P

7

C

4

3

1
2

4

3

I

1
2

1
2

1
2
3
4

V

Il existe une saison de pêche bien respectée
L’accès aux cours d’eau pour la pêche est réglementé et contrôlé
Fréquence de pêche réglementé
Pêche commune ou individuelle
Les outils et méthodes de pêche assurent la régénération des poissons
Outils et méthodes autorisé
Outils et méthodes interdits
Des étangs piscicoles sont crées pour réduire la pression sur les poissons

Les ressources halieutiques sont convenablement gérées

Les matéraux de confections des objets à l’usage culturel ou esthétiques
proviennes des forêts
Les objets d’art en bois divers, feuilles, rotin, paniers
Les poudres d’acajou
Les tissus en écorce
Des instruments acoustiques et de percussions
Les revenus pécuniers substantiels sont tirés de la vente des produits
forestiers

Ecologie et Gestion Durable des FGC

FM 6
FM 611

SS 222

Liaison

Commentaires/Observations
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Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test

Ecological Criteria and Indicators for Community
Managed Forests
Indonesia
(Proposed by Gusti Muhammad Hatta)
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3UHVHUYDWLRQRIFULWLFDOHFRV\VWHPIXQFWLRQV


$UHDVRIHFRORJLFDOLPSRUWDQFHDUHUHFRJQLVHGDQGSURWHFWHG


$EVHQFHRILQWHQVLYHDFWLYLW\LQWKHDUHDV



6SRQWDQHRXVREMHFWLRQRUUHVSRQVHRIDQ\FRPPXQLW\PHPEHU
RQDQ\SHRSOHZKRXVHWKHDUHD



:DWHUVRXUFHVDUHSURWHFWHG


9HJHWDWLRQFRYHURQULYHUEDQNVLVPDLQWDLQHG



$EVHQFHRIDFWLYLW\LQWKHYHJHWDWLRQDORQJZDWHUFRXUVH



:DWHUDQGVRLOTXDOLW\LVPDLQWDLQHGWRVHFXUHHFRV\VWHP¶V
VXVWDLQDELOLW\


1RXVHRISRLVRQLQFDWFKLQJILVKHV



([SRVXUHRIEDUHVRLOVLVPLQLPLVHG



7KHUHDUHQRDFWLYLWLHVZKLFKFDXVHZDWHUSROOXWLRQ



6RLOHURVLRQLVPLQLPL]HG


1RWLPEHUKDUYHVWLQJLVWDNLQJSODFHLQKLJKO\HURGLEOHDUHDV



7KHUHLVDORZVHGLPHQWDWLRQ



'UDVWLFODQGFRYHUFKDQJHGLVSUHYHQWHG


7KHUHLVDODQGXVHSODQIRUWKHYLOODJHDUHDGUDZQXSDQG
IRUPDOL]HGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\



2FFXUUHQFHRIMXQJOHUXEEHU DVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWHQULFKHGZLWK
UXEEHUWUHHV 



,PSDFWVRQELRGLYHUVLW\RIIRUHVWHFRV\VWHPDUH
PLQLPLVHG


(QGDQJHUHGSODQWDQGDQLPDOVSHFLHVDUHSURWHFWHG


7KHH[LVWHQFHRIDQDJUHHPHQWDPRQJFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUQRW
WRKXQWFHUWDLQDQLPDOVSHFLHVDQGFROOHFWFHUWDLQSODQWVSHFLHV



$EVHQFHRISURWHFWHGSODQWVDQGDQLPDOVVROGLQPDUNHW



&RPPHUFLDOKXQWLQJLVFRQWUROOHG


1RXVHRIILUHLQKXQWLQJ



0DLQWHQDQFHRIZDWHUKROHVQHVWVDQGVDOWVRXUFHLQWKHDUHD



3URGXFWLRQRIQRQWLPEHUSURGXFWLVVXVWDLQDEOH


+DUYHVWLQJGRHVQRWUHGXFHUHVRXUFHEDVH

&200(176
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'(6&5,37,21
6SHFLHVRIQRQWLPEHUZKLFKDUHKDUYHVWHGRUQHJDWLYHO\
LPSDFWHGGXULQJKDUYHVWLQJUHWDLQWKHLUDELOLW\WRUHJHQHUDWH
9HJHWDWLRQVWUXFWXUHLVPDLQWDLQHG



7KHH[LVWHQFHRIDOOQRUPDOVWUDWDLQWKHFOLPD[YHJHWDWLRQ



%DVDODUHDGLVWULEXWLRQLVQRUPDO



7KHFDSDFLW\RIIRUHVWHFRV\VWHPWRUHJHQHUDWHQDWXUDOO\
LVHQVXUHG


$OOJURZWKSKDVHRIJURXSRIVSHFLHVDUHUHSUHVHQWHG


6XIILFLHQWQXPEHUVRIWUHHVLQWKHLUVHHGOLQJVDSOLQJSROHVDQG
PDWXUHSKDVH



6XIILFLHQWQXPEHUVRIRWKHUNH\VSHFLHVLQYDULRXVJURZWK
VWDJHV



$QLPDOKDELWDWVDUHPDLQWDLQHGRUUHVWRUHG




)UHTXHQF\RIDQLPDORFFXUUHQFH
6SHFLHVULFKQHVVLVPDLQWDLQHG



(QULFKPHQWSODQWLQJLVFDUULHGRXWZLWKLQGLJHQRXVVSHFLHV

&200(176

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test

289

3. FOREST MANAGEMENT
C&I for Forest Management
The Brazilian Test of C&I for CMF
Version produced by Workshop Working Group
Marli Mattos, Almiro Rodrigues Almeida (FLONA), Ervano Soares Costa (Cachoeiro do Maró,
Fransisco Jose Barros Cavalcante (IBAMA), Francisco Pinto de Souza (Sao Pedro), Ismair
Brait (STR- Belterra), Johan Zweed (FFT), Jose Rosinaldo Sousa (Sao Pedro), Maria Socorro
Ferreira (CPATU/EMBRAPA), Renata Freire (PSA), Silmara de Cassia Luciano (Proj. Varzea/
IPAM), Tasso Azevedo (IMAFLORA), Walter Suiter (FSC/Brazil).
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)RUHVW0DQDJHPHQW& , WHVWHGLQWKHILHOG
7+(86(2)1$785$/5(6285&(6,1&/8',1*7+((;75$&7,212)
7,0%(5$1'1217,0%(5)25(67352'8&76$*5,&8/785$/$&7,9,7,(6
$1'),6+,1*,608/7,3/($1'6867$,1$%/<,17(*5$7('



1DWXUDOUHVRXUFHVPXVWRIIHUDYDVWUDQJHRIHFRQRPLFVRFLDOHQYLURQPHQWDO
DQGFXOWXUDOJRRGVDQGVHUYLFHV


([LVWHQFHRIQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHDQGHFRV\VWHPPDQDJHPHQWIRUPVWKDWDUHEDVHGRQ
PXOWLSOHXVH




4XDQWLILFDWLRQRIDFWXDOSURGXFWXWLOLVDWLRQDQGWKHLGHQWLILFDWLRQRIDOWHUQDWLYHIXWXUH
XVHVRISURGXFWVIURPGLYHUVHHFRV\VWHPV LJDSyIRUHVWIDOORZVODNHVHWF
([LVWHQFHRI]RQHV DUHDVGHILQHGIRUGLIIHUHQWLQWHQVLWLHVXVHLQWHQVLWLHVLQ
DFFRUGDQFHZLWKUHVRXUFHSRWHQWLDO 



9HULILFDWLRQRIXVHVGHILQHGIRUGLIIHUHQW]RQHVDUHEHLQJUHVSHFWHG



0DSSLQJRIWKHµSULQFLSOHODQGXVHV¶ZLWKWKHXVHRIPDSVDQGVDWHOOLWHLPDJHV



2EVHUYDWLRQFRPPXQLFDWLRQDERXWFRQVHUYDWLRQRIPDQDQFLDLV



,QFOXVLRQRIµ,QGLDQEODFNVRLOV¶LQWKHFRPPXQLW\UHVHUYH



&ODULW\RIWKHTXDOLWDWLYHDQGTXDQWLWDWLYHSRWHQWLDORIPDQDJHGQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHV LQ
HFRQRPLFDQGSURGXFWLYLW\WHUPV 




6XUYH\RIUHVLGHQWSRSXODWLRQ¶VNQRZOHGJHRQKDUYHVWHGDQGRUPDQDJHGVSHFLHV
DQGRQWKRVHVSHFLHVRISRWHQWLDOHFRQRPLFYDOXH LQFOXGLQJVSHFLHVIRUPHUO\
H[SORLWHGWKDWFRXOGUHJDLQHFRQRPLFLPSRUWDQFHLQUHVSRQVHWRIXWXUHLQFUHDVHVLQ
PDUNHWGHPDQG 
7LPEHUH[SORLWDWLRQLVXQGHUWDNHQRQDVXVWDLQDEOHEDVLV



([LVWHQFHRIDPDQDJHPHQWSODQDQGDQQXDOSODQV


3DUWLFLSDWLRQRIWKHFRPPXQLW\LQGHFLVLRQVRQZKLFKWUHHVWRH[WUDFWWKDWWDNHLQWR
FRQVLGHUDWLRQWKHVSHFLHVDQGGLDPHWHURIWUHHV



'HILQLWLRQRIWKHFXWWLQJF\FOHWKHDQQXDODUHDH[SORLWHGKDUYHVWLQJLQWHQVLW\
PLQLPXPGLDPHWHUIRUUHVSHFWLYHVSHFLHVPDSSLQJRIDOOWKHVSHFLHV 
LQYHQWRU\ DQGFKURQRORJLFDOFDOHQGDURIHYHQWV



7KHWLPEHUPDQDJHPHQWSODQPXVWWDNHLQWRDFFRXQWVSHFLHVZLWKDOWHUQDWLYHXVHV
IRUERDWFRQVWUXFWLRQKRXVHFRQVWUXFWLRQQRQWLPEHUSURGXFWVDQGRWKHUV 
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)RUHVW0DQDJHPHQW& , WHVWHGLQWKHILHOG
$SSOLFDWLRQRIORZLPSDFWWHFKQLTXHV



2EVHUYDWLRQRIPHDVXUHVWRFRQWUROPLQLPLVHHURVLRQFRPSDFWLRQDQGVLOWDWLRQ
DVVRUHDPHQWR RIZDWHUFRXUVHVGXULQJWKHFRQVWUXFWLRQDQGXWLOLVDWLRQRIURDGV



7LPEHUH[WUDFWLRQLQXSODQGIRUHVWPXVWQRWWDNHSODFHGXULQJSHULRGVRIKLJKUDLQIDOO



/DUJHRSHQLQJVLQWKHIRUHVWGRQRWH[LVW



([LVWHQFHRISODQVIRUGLUHFWLRQDOIHOOLQJRIWUHHVWRUHGXFHJDSVL]HVDQGGDPDJHWR
RWKHUSRWHQWLDOO\KDUYHVWDEOHWUHHV WKDWIDYRXUDUUDVWH 



1RHYLGHQFHLQH[LVWHQFHRIKLJKWUHHVWXPSVH[FHVVLYHH[WUDFWLRQORVVHV SHUGDV
H[FHVVLYDVQRDUUDVWH VSOLWV UDFKDGXUDV FDXVHGGXULQJIHOOLQJRUIHOOHGWUXQNVOHIW
LQWKHIRUHVW



/LDQDVDUHFXWIURPWUHHVWDOOLHGIRUKDUYHVWLQJRQH\HDUEHIRUHKDUYHVWLQJLVWRWDNH
SODFH



2EVHUYDWLRQRISODQWVRIVSHFLHVRILQWHUHVWLQYDULRXVVWDJHVRIGHYHORSPHQW



$SSOLFDWLRQRIVSHFLILFVLOYLFXOWXUDOWUHDWPHQWV OLDQDFXWWLQJHOLPLQDWLRQRI
FRPSHWLWLYHDQGRWKHU " SODQWV LQDFFRUGDQFHWRDQQXDOSODQRIRSHUDWLRQV


&XWWLQJRIOLDQDVWROLEHUDWHWKHJURZWKDQGSURPRWHWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIWUHHV
GHVWLQHGIRUWLPEHUSURGXFWLRQ



2EVHUYDWLRQDQGUHJLVWUDWLRQRIUXOHVFRQFHUQLQJWKHPDQDJHPHQWRIVSHFLHV¶
UHJHQHUDWLRQ



7KHH[SORLWDWLRQRIQRQWLPEHUIRUHVWSURGXFWV 17)3 LVEDVHGRQVXVWDLQDEOH
SUDFWLFH


([LVWHQFHRIPDQDJHPHQWSODQVDQGDQQXDOSODQV


(VWLPDWHRIWKHTXDQWLWDWLYHSRWHQWLDORIHDFKSURGXFW



'HILQLWLRQRIWKHDUHDIRUWKHKDUYHVWLQJRIHDFKSURGXFWLQDFFRUGDQFHZLWKLWV
HFRQRPLFYLDELOLW\



3DUWLFLSDWRU\PDSSLQJRI17)3UHVRXUFHV



&KURQRORJLFDOFDOHQGDURIDFWLYLWLHV



0DWUL[ WDEOH LQFOXGLQJWKHSULQFLSOHXVHVRISURGXFWVWKHWRROVDQGHTXLSPHQWXVHG
LQKDUYHVWLQJH[WUDFWLRQKDUYHVWLQJWHFKQLTXHVWLPHVSHQWDQGILQDQFLDOUHWXUQE\
SURGXFW



$SSOLFDWLRQRIORZLPSDFWWHFKQLTXHV


.QRZOHGJHDQGDSSOLFDWLRQRIWKHEHVWKDUYHVWLQJSUDFWLFHV



1RREVHUYDWLRQRIUHVLGXDOWUHHVWKDWKDYHGLHGRUKDYHEHHQGDPDJHGDVDUHVXOWRI
KDUYHVWLQJDFWLYLWLHV



3UHYHQWLRQDQGFRQWURORIIRUHVWILUHV ZLWKUHVSHFWWRKRQH\JDWKHULQJKXQWHUV¶
FDPSLQJILUHVFOHDUDQFHDURXQGWKHEDVHRI%UD]LOQXWWUHHVHWF



$SSOLFDWLRQRIVLOYLFXOWXUDOWUHDWPHQWV


.QRZOHGJHDQGDSSOLFDWLRQRISUDFWLFHVWKDWIDYRXUSURGXFWLRQ OLQHDQGSDWK
ZHHGLQJOLEHUDWLRQFXWWLQJRIOLDQDVHOLPLQDWLRQRIVSURXWVHWF



2EVHUYDWLRQDQGUHJLVWUDWLRQRIUXOHVFRQFHUQLQJWKHPDQDJHPHQWRIVSHFLHV¶
UHJHQHUDWLRQ
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)RUHVW0DQDJHPHQW& , WHVWHGLQWKHILHOG
+DUYHVWLQJSUDFWLFHVIRUHDFKVSHFLHVDUHFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKHUHVSHFWLYHVSHFLHV¶
SURGXFWLYHSRWHQWLDO



'HILQLWLRQRIWLPLQJVHDVRQDOLW\DQGIUHTXHQF\RIKDUYHVWLQJIRUHDFKVSHFLHV



'HILQLWLRQRIKDUYHVWLQJLQWHQVLW\ FROOHFWLRQRIIUXLWVSHUWUHHLQGLYLGXDOLQVHUWLRQVSHU
VWHPQXPEHURIVWHPVFXWSHUOLDQDRUHSLSK\WHQXPEHURIµSDLQHLVGHFRUWH¶
FXWWLQJSDQHOV SHUUXEEHUWUHHHWF



)LVKLQJDFWLYLWLHVDUHFDUULHGRXWRQDVXVWDLQDEOHEDVLV


([LVWHQFHRIUXOHVDQGQRUPVIRUORZLPSDFWILVKLQJ


6HDVRQDOFRQVLGHUDWLRQVJLYHQWRILVKLQJ



1RHYLGHQFHRIWKHXVHRISUHGDWRU\ILVKLQJWHFKQLTXHV WKHXVHRIDUUDVWDRSRLVRQ
SODQWVVXFKDVWLPERERPEVILQHPHVKILVKLQJQHWVHWF



1RFDSWXUHRILQGLYLGXDOILVKWKDWDUHEHORZWKHPLQLPXPVL]HDVGHILQHGE\ILVKLQJ
ODZVH[LVWLQJIRULPSRUWDQWFRPPHUFLDOILVKVSHFLHV



1RILVKLQJLVGRQHGXULQJWKHSLUDFHPD ZKHQILVKPLJUDWHWRVSDZQLQJORFDWLRQV
SHULRG



7KHUHVWULFWLRQRIFRPPHUFLDOILVKLQJLQVSDZQLQJORFDWLRQV



3URKLELWLRQRIWKHXVHRIILVKLQJQHWVDQGDUUDVWDRLQODNHVDQGWKHDYRLGDQFHRI
GLYLQJIRUILVK



0DQDJHPHQWRIQDWXUDODUHDVWRLQFUHDVHILVKSURGXFWLRQ




([LVWHQFHRIQDWXUDOILVKQXUVHULHV VSDZQLQJORFDWLRQV 
$JULFXOWXUDOSUDFWLFHVDUHXQGHUWDNHQLQDPDQQHUDLPHGDWPLQLPLVLQJWKHLU
LPSDFWRQIRUHVW



([LVWHQFHRIUXOHVDQGQRUPVIRUDJULFXOWXUDOFXOWLYDWLRQ


)DOORZSHULRGVDUHORQJHQRXJKWRSHUPLWVXIILFLHQWDFFXPXODWLRQRIELRPDVV



'LVWULEXWLRQRISURGXFWLYHDQGUHSURGXFWLYHDFWLYLWLHV E\W\SH XVLQJWKHDQQXDO
FDOHQGDU



&OHDUDQFHRISULPDU\IRUHVWIRUDJULFXOWXUDOODQGXVHLVEHLQJDYRLGHG


$UHDVRISULPDU\DQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWFRQYHUWHGWRDJULFXOWXUH



0DSSLQJRIYHJHWDWLRQFRYHUIRUGLIIHUHQW\HDUVXVLQJVDWHOOLWHLPDJHV



7KHVL]HRIDQQXDODJULFXOWXUDOODQGKROGLQJVLVQRWLQFUHDVLQJ




0DSSLQJRIYHJHWDWLRQFRYHULQGLIIHUHQW\HDUVXVLQJVDWHOOLWHLPDJHV
7KHFRPPXQLW\SRVVHVVHVUXOHVDQGUHJXODWLRQVIRUWKHFRQWUROOHGXVHRIILUHLQWKH
SUHSDUDWLRQRIDJULFXOWXUDODUHDVWKHFOHDQLQJRISDVWXUHVDQGLQRWKHUDFWLYLWLHV





)LUHDFFLGHQWSUHYHQWLRQDQGFRQWUROWHFKQLTXHV LQFOXGLQJFRQVXOWDWLRQDQG
DJUHHPHQWEHWZHHQQHLJKERXUVRQWKHFKRLFHRIDUHDWREHVODVKHGDQGEXUQWDQG
LQWHQGHGGD\RIEXUQLQJWKHDSSURSULDWHFKRLFHRIVHDVRQDQGKRXUIRUEXUQLQJWKH
FXWWLQJRIILUHEUHDNVGLUHFWLQJWKHILUHDJDLQVWWKHZLQG DUHHIIHFWLYHO\DSSOLHG
$SSOLFDWLRQRIORZLPSDFWWUHDWPHQWVDQGKXVEDQGU\PHWKRGV LQWKHFRQWURORISHVWV
DQGGLVHDVHVSUXQLQJHWF



$GHTXDWHXVHRISHVWLFLGHV FRUUHFWGRVDJHXVHRISURWHFWLYHHTXLSPHQWDGKHUHQFH
WRXVHLQVWUXFWLRQVHWF
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)RUHVW0DQDJHPHQW& , WHVWHGLQWKHILHOG



.QRZOHGJHDQGDSSOLFDWLRQRIDOWHUQDWLYHDJULFXOWXUDOSUDFWLFHV



7KHFRPPXQLW\KDVGHYHORSHGPHFKDQLVPVIRUPRQLWRULQJDQGFRQWUROOLQJ
SURGXFWLYHDFWLYLWLHV


([LVWHQFHRIFRPPXQLW\PHFKDQLVPVIRUSDWUROOLQJDQGFRQWUROOLQJWKHYDULRXV
VWDJHVRIWLPEHUH[WUDFWLRQXQGHUWDNHQHLWKHUE\FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVRUE\
RXWVLGHUV




9HULILFDWLRQRIWKHUHJLVWUDWLRQRIWKHµVDOHVFRQWUDFW¶LQDµFDUWRULR¶WKDWSHUPLWV
LQWHUUXSWLRQLQWKHFDVHRIWKHYLRODWLRQRIWKHWHUPVFRQWDLQHGLQLWVFODXVHV OHJDO
WLWOHRIODQGWHQXUHLQYHQWRU\UHTXLUHPHQWVURDGDQGLQIUDVWUXFWXUDOSODQQLQJ
VWDQGDUGVIRUWKHFRQGLWLRQRIURDGVDQGH[WUDFWLRQWUDFNVGHILQLWLRQRIVSHFLHVWREH
H[SORLWHGKDUYHVWLQJPHWKRGVVKHGGLQJRIWR[LFPDWHULDOVLQWRZDWHU
FRXUVHVUHVHUYRLUVUHGXFWLRQRIZDVWHSURGXFWLRQGXULQJKDUYHVWLQJREVHUYDWLRQRI
ZRUNHUVOHJDOULJKWVHWF
([LVWHQFHRIFRPPXQLW\PHFKDQLVPVIRUSDWUROOLQJDQGFRQWUROOLQJWKHH[WUDFWLRQRI
17)3VE\FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVDQGRURXWVLGHUV WKLUGSDUWLHV 




2EVHUYDWLRQRILQWHUQDOUXOHVDQGDJUHHPHQWVRQWKHSDWURODQGFRQWURORIPHWKRGV
SUDFWLFHVXVHGWRH[WUDFW17)3V
0RQLWRULQJDQGFRQWURORIILVKLQJXQGHUWDNHQE\FRPPXQLW\PHPEHUVDQGRU
RXWVLGHUV WKLUGSDUW\ 



&RPPXQLW\LQWHUYHQWLRQPHFKDQLVPVWRSUHYHQWRUFXUWDLORYHUILVKLQJDQGWKHXVHRI
SUHGDWRU\ILVKLQJWHFKQLTXHVE\RXWVLGHUVXSDQGGRZQVWUHDPIURPWKHFRPPXQLW\



([LVWHQFHRIILVKLQJDJUHHPHQWVEHWZHHQFRPPXQLWLHV



7KHFRPPXQLW\KDVPHFKDQLVPVWRFRQWUROWKHFROOHFWLRQDQGVDOHRIDQLPDOVDQG
RUQDPHQWDOSODQWV




2EVHUYDWLRQRIWHFKQLTXHVXVHGLQWKHFROOHFWLRQDQGVDOHRIDQLPDOVDQGRUQDPHQWDO
SODQWV
7KHEHQHILWVGHULYHGIURPSURGXFWLYHDFWLYLWLHVKDYHVHUYHGDVDQLQFHQWLYHWR
SHUSHWXDWHWKRVHDFWLYLWLHVLQDVXVWDLQDEOHPDQQHU



([LVWHQFHRIFRQWLQXDOHIIRUWWRGLYHUVLI\DQGLQFUHDVHYDOXHDGGLQJSURFHVVLQJ
FDSDFLW\ZLWKWKHDLPRILQFUHDVLQJWKHJURVVDJJUHJDWHYDOXHRIWKHSURGXFWV




([LVWHQFHRIYDOXHDGGLQJSURFHVVLQJVWUXFWXUHVDQGHTXLSPHQW
.QRZOHGJHRIPDUNHWVIRUIRUHVW DQGDJULFXOWXUDO SURGXFWV



7KHYDOXHRISURGXFWVLVSHUFHLYHGDVDQLQFHQWLYHIRUWKHLUVDOH



7KHFRPPXQLW\LVNQRZOHGJHDEOHRQPDUNHWDOWHUQDWLYHVIOXFWXDWLRQVDQGGHPDQGV



([LVWHQFHRIFRPPXQLW\PHFKDQLVPVIRUWKHFRPPHUFLDOLVDWLRQRISURGXFWV


,QIUDVWUXFWXUHDQGWUDQVSRUWDFFHVVLEOHWRWKHFRPPXQLW\ ERDWSDWKVURDGVHWF 



([LVWHQFHRIFRPPXQLW\UXQµFDQWLQDV¶ RUµUHYHQGDV¶ZKLFKDUHFRRSHUDWLYHO\UXQ
WUDGLQJSRVWV WKDWVHOOIRUHVWIDUPHUV¶SURGXFWVDQGSXUFKDVHLQSXWV



.QRZOHGJHDELOLW\RQWKHFRVWVRISURGXFWLRQ GHSUHFLDWLRQFRVWRIHTXLSPHQWUH
LQYHVWPHQWVPDLQWHQDQFH 




5HODWLRQVKLSEHWZHHQWKHFRVWVRISURGXFWLRQ H[LVWLQJHTXLSPHQWXVHIXOOLIHRI
H[LVWLQJHTXLSPHQWWLPHRIDFTXLVLWLRQIRUPVRIPDLQWHQDQFHHWF 
([LVWHQFHRIFRPPXQLW\PHFKDQLVPVWRJHQHUDWHSURGXFWLRQ "



2EVHUYDWLRQRIFRPPXQLW\PHWKRGVDQGIRUPVRIPDQDJLQJSURGXFWLRQ
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)RUHVWFRQYHUVLRQWRDFFRPPRGDWHDJULFXOWXUHDQGVRFLDOFKDQJHGRHVQRW
SRVHXQGXHSUHVVXUHRQWKHQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHEDVH


$JULFXOWXUDOODQGFOHDULQJLVODUJHO\FRQILQHGWRIDOORZVDQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVW


)DOORZSHULRGVDUHORQJHQRXJKWRSHUPLWUHFXSHUDWLRQRIVRLOIHUWLOLW\


6SHFLHVLQGLFDWLYHRIVRLOIHUWLOLW\DUHFRPPRQO\IRXQGLQIDOORZVDQGVHFRQGDU\
IRUHVWDUHDV



1RXQDFFHSWDEOHORQJWHUPGHFOLQHVLQFURS\LHOGV



&URSVDQGFURSSLQJURWDWLRQVPDNHHIILFLHQWXVHRIVRLOIHUWLOLW\



0L[HGFURSSLQJDQGFURSSLQJVHTXHQFHVKHOSHQVXUHIRRGVHFXULW\WKURXJKRXWWKH
\HDUDQGPDNHSURYLVLRQVIRUFURSIDLOXUH



7KHUDWHRIQDWXUDOIRUHVWFRQYHUVLRQLVORZ


7KHUHGXFWLRQLQDUHDFRYHUHGE\QDWXUDOIRUHVWRYHUDJLYHQLQWHUYDORIWLPH




%HWZHHQSHUFHQWRIWKHWRWDOFRPPXQLW\ODQGFRQVWLWXWHVWKHQDWXUDOIRUHVWV
DQGSHUFHQWPDNHVXSIDUPIDOORZDQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWV
3URYLVLRQVPDGHWRUHVHWWOHQHZHQWUDQWVDQGLPPLJUDQWVLQWRWKHYLOODJHVZLWKRXW
FDXVLQJXQGXHSUHVVXUHVRQWKHQDWXUDOIRUHVWV



9HU\OLWWOHRUQRDFFHVVLVSURYLGHGE\WKHYLOODJHDXWKRULWLHVWRVHWWOHQHZHQWUDQWV
DQGLPPLJUDQWVLQWKHQDWXUDOIRUHVWVGLUHFWO\



1XPEHURIQHZHQWUDQWVZKRHVWDEOLVKIDUPVLQWKHQDWXUDOIRUHVWVLVNQRZQDQG
FRQWUROOHG



0LJUDWLRQWUHQGV
7KHFRH[LVWHQFHDQGRUFRHYROXWLRQRIIDUPLQJIDOORZDQGQDWXUDOIRUHVW
PDQDJHPHQWV\VWHPVPDLQWDLQVRULQFUHDVHVELRGLYHUVLW\
7KHODQGXVHV\VWHPLVLQWHJUDWHGFRQVLVWLQJRIDGLYHUVLW\RIVXEV\VWHPVWKDW
HQVXUHVRYHUDOOELRGLYHUVLW\LVUHODWLYHO\KLJKFRPSDUHGWRWKDWRIDQ\RQHRIWKH
VXEV\VWHPV
([RWLFVSHFLHVGRQRWSRVHDWKUHDWLQQDWXUDOIRUHVWDUHDV
'XULQJIDUPVLWHSUHSDUDWLRQYDOXDEOHWUHHVDUHSURWHFWHG
&RQWUROOHGXVHRIILUHLQVLWHSUHSDUDWLRQ
0DQ\WLPEHUQRQWLPEHUDQGSODQWVSHFLHVDUHSUHVHQWRQIDUPIDOORZDQG
VHFRQGDU\IRUHVWODQG
0RVWPHPEHUVRIWKHYLOODJHFRPPXQLW\UHFRJQLVHDQGVHHNWRPDLQWDLQWKH
JOREDOYDOXHRIWKHLUIRUHVWDVGHWHUPLQHGE\LWVPXOWLSOHXVHV
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&5,7(5,$$1',1',&$72562)6867$,1$%,/,7<
7KHYLOODJHUVKDYHVXIILFLHQWNQRZOHGJHRIWKHFRPSRVLWLRQDQGGLVWULEXWLRQ
GLIIHUHQWIRUHVWW\SHV







7KHIRUHVWERXQGDULHVDQGWKRVHZLWKQHLJKERXULQJYLOODJHVDUHNQRZQDQG
UHVSHFWHGE\DOOFRQFHUQHG
7KHDQFHVWUDOQDPHVRIWUHHVULYHUVDQGRWKHUODQGPDUNVGHOLPLWLQJWKHIRUHVWV
DUHZHOONQRZQ
'LIIHUHQWIRUHVWW\SHVVXFKDVVZDPSDQGVHFRQGDU\IRUHVWVLQGLFDWRUVSHFLHV
VSHFLHVULFKDUHDVRIWKHIRUHVWYDOXDEOHWLPEHUVSHFLHVVKUXEVKHUEVWKH
VWUHDPVILVKVSHFLHVDQGWKHLUORFDWLRQLQWKHIRUHVWVDUHNQRZQZLWKDKLJK
GHJUHHRISUHFLVLRQ
7KHQDWXUDOIRUHVW·VUROHLQFRPPXQLW\KHDOWKFDUHLVEHLQJFRQVFLRXVO\
SUHVHUYHG



7KHYDULHW\RIIRUHVWSURGXFWVRIQXWULWLRQDOYDOXHWKDWVXSSOHPHQWORFDOGLVKHVDQG
PHDOV


+DUYHVWLQJSUHVVXUHIRUIRUHVWIRRGVLVDOOHYLDWHGE\LWVVSUHDGRYHUGLIIHUHQWIRUHVW
W\SHV



&RQWULEXWLRQPDGHE\IRUHVWIRRGVWRORFDOGLHW



7KHFRPSHQGLXPRIPHGLFLQDOWUHHVVKUXEVKHUEVVQDNHVWRDGVHWFXVHGE\
ORFDOLQKDELWDQWVWRWUHDWVLFNQHVVHVDQGSK\VLFDOGLVRUGHUV


.QRZOHGJHSURYLGHGE\ORFDOLQKDELWDQWVGXULQJWKHFROOHFWLRQRIPHGLFLQDOSODQWV
E\PHGLFDODQGRWKHULQVWLWXWLRQV



:DWHUVKHGVDQGZDWHUZD\VDUHSURWHFWHGLQWKHLQWHUHVWVRIFRPPXQLW\KHDOWK



7KHXVHRIILUHIRUODQGFOHDUDQFHLVNHSWWRDPLQLPXPWRSUHYHQWUHVSLUDWRU\
LOOQHVV
'LIIHUHQWIRUHVWXVHUDQGLQWHUHVWJURXSVRIIRUHVWSURGXFWVFRH[LVW
KDUPRQLRXVO\



7KHLQWHUHVWVRIWKHYDULRXVFRPPXQLW\IRUHVWXVHUJURXSVFRPSOHPHQWHDFKRWKHU
DQGGRQRWDGYHUVHO\FRPSHWH





/RFDOVNLOOHQGRZPHQWHQKDQFHVGLYLVLRQRIODERXUZLWKLQWKHYLOODJHVHWWLQJ



,QWHUGHSHQGHQF\EHWZHHQGLIIHUHQWGLUHFWDQGLQGLUHFWIRUHVWXVHUJURXSV



)RUHVWEHQHILWVVXSSOHPHQWGLYHUVHVHFWRUVRIWKHUXUDOHFRQRP\


&RWWDJHLQGXVWULHVWKDWXVHLQGLJHQRXVVNLOOVH[LVWDQGHQFRXUDJHWKHZLVHKDUYHVW
DQGXVHRIIRUHVWUDZPDWHULDOV



(PSOR\PHQWSURYLGHGWRYLOODJHUVE\ORFDOFRWWDJHLQGXVWULHV



/RFDOO\SURGXFHGYDOXHDGGHGSURGXFWVIRUORFDOXVHDQGVDOH



9LOODJHUVH[SORLWUDZPDWHULDOVLQDVHQVLEOHDQGIUXJDOPDQQHUWRHQVXUHWKH
VXVWDLQDELOLW\RIORFDOFRWWDJHLQGXVWULHV



6HOHFWLRQRISODQWVSHFLHVDQGVWDQGDUGVRIFUDIWVPDQVKLSUHVXOWLQYDOXHDGGHG
SURGXFWVZLWKDORQJXVHIXOOLIHVSDQ HJPRUWDUVFDQRHVHWF 



3RVWKDUYHVWLQJSURFHVVLQJDQGVWRUDJHWHFKQLTXHVDUHDGHTXDWH
9LOODJHUVSDUWLFLSDWHZLWKRWKHUVWDNHKROGHUVLQWKHSURWHFWLRQRIWLPEHU
UHVRXUFHVLQWKHLUFRPPXQLWLHV




6WHSVDUHWDNHQE\ORFDOFRPPXQLWLHVWRDFWLYHO\SURWHFWWKHLUWLPEHUVSHFLHVIURP
H[SORLWDWLRQE\RXWVLGHUVZKRPD\RUPD\QRWEHEDFNHGE\WKHIRUHVWU\VHUYLFH


3URFHGXUHVIRUWKHUHVROXWLRQRIFRQIOLFWEHWZHHQRXWVLGHH[SORLWHUVDQGYLOODJHUV

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test

3

&

,

295

9

&5,7(5,$$1',1',&$72562)6867$,1$%,/,7<



9LOODJHUVH[SHOIRUHVWH[SORLWDWLRQFRPSDQLHVIURPWKHLUIRUHVWLIWKH\WU\WRH[WUDFW
WLPEHUZLWKRXWILUVWFRQVXOWLQJZLWKWKHYLOODJHFRXQFLO



&ROOHFWLYHO\RUJDQLVHGSDWUROV



&RPSHQVDWLRQGHDOVDFFHSWHGE\WKHFRPPXQLW\LQH[FKDQJHIRUDOORZLQJWLPEHU
H[SORLWHUVWRH[WUDFWWLPEHUIURPWKHLUIRUHVWV



+DUYHVWVDUHVXVWDLQDEOH


+DUYHVWLQJWHFKQLTXHVDUHVXVWDLQDEOH


'HVWUXFWLYHKDUYHVWLQJRIOHDYHVVXFNHUVVWHPVURRWVEUDQFKHVHWFLVDYRLGHG
WRHQVXUHWKHLUDYDLODELOLW\DWWLPHVRIQHHG


7UHHEDUNVDQGRWKHUSODQWSDUWVDUHUHPRYHGZLWKRXWHLWKHUGDPDJLQJWKH[\OHP
DQGSKORHPRUJLUGOLQJWKHWUXQNVRWKDWWLVVXHUHJHQHUDWLRQLVHQVXUHG



:KHQSRVVLEOHRQO\PDWXUHSODQWSDUWVDUHKDUYHVWHG



'DPDJHFDXVHGWRQHLJKERXULQJSODQWVDQGYHJHWDWLRQE\KDUYHVWLQJDQGSRVW
KDUYHVWLQJSUDFWLVHV



)RUHVWIUXLWVDUHFROOHFWHGPRVWO\IURPWKHIRUHVWIORRUZKHUHWKHUHLVOHVVSUHVVXUH
RQWKHIRUHVWHFRV\VWHP



1DWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRIKDUYHVWHGVSHFLHVLVREVHUYHGDVVXIILFLHQWWRHQVXUHQR
GHFOLQHLQIXWXUHSURGXFWDYDLODELOLW\
7KHUROHRIVHDVRQDOLW\LQWKHXVHRIIRUHVWUHVRXUFHVDQGIDUPLQJDFWLYLWLHV
LVUHFRJQLVHG




)DUPODQGVDUHFOHDUHG VODVKHGDQGEXUQW MXVWEHIRUHWKHUDLQ\VHDVRQVRWKDW
FURSVDUHSODQWHGDWWKHULJKWWLPH


6LJQVRIEDGWLPLQJRUGHOD\VLQODQGSUHSDUDWLRQVXFKDVZDVWHRISUHSDUHGODQG
DQG\LHOGORVVHV



$WWHQWLRQSDLGWRFOLPDWLFDQGVHDVRQDOIDFWRUVLQWKHWLPLQJRIDJULFXOWXUDOILUHV



3ODQWSDUWVLQFOXGLQJEDUNDUHFROOHFWHGLQDSSURSULDWHVHDVRQV


3URGXFWVDUHFROOHFWHGGULHGDQGVWRUHGIRUODWHUXVH EHWZHHQVHDVRQV 



6ZDPSVDQGRWKHUIUDJLOHHFRV\VWHPVDUHQRWXQGXO\GLVWXUEHGGXULQJWKHUDLQ\
VHDVRQ




+XQWLQJE\WUDSSLQJDQGILVKLQJDUHQRWLFHDEO\UHGXFHGGXULQJGU\VHDVRQ
6SHFLHVKXQWLQJRIZKLFKLVUHGXFHGGXULQJWKHGU\VHDVRQ



6HDVRQDOYDULDWLRQLQILVKLQJWHFKQLTXHV



7KHFRQWLQXRXVH[LVWHQFHRIUDUHDQGYXOQHUDEOHVSHFLHVDVZHOODVRI
HFRQRPLFVSHFLHVLQWKHIRUHVWVLVDVVXUHG


7KHPXOWLSOHXVHVRIIRUHVWVSHFLHVDUHNQRZQDQGYDOXHGE\WKHYLOODJHUV


5DUHVSHFLHVRUVSHFLHVYXOQHUDEOHWRWKUHDWVDUHEHLQJSURWHFWHGIURPRXWVLGHUV
DQGIURPWKHSHRSOHZLWKLQWKHYLOODJH



5DUHDQGRUWKUHDWHQHGWLPEHUVSHFLHVDUHEHLQJSURWHFWHGGXULQJIDOORZRUIRUHVW
FRQYHUVLRQDQGGXULQJDJULFXOWXUDOVLWHSUHSDUDWLRQ





9LDEOHSRSXODWLRQVRIZLOGDQLPDOVDUHPDLQWDLQHG


0DQ\IDPLOLHVUHDUGRPHVWLFDQLPDOV



5HGXFWLRQLQEXVKPHDWFRQVXPSWLRQDWWULEXWDEOHWROLYHVWRFNUHDULQJ



/DQGDOORFDWHGWRJUD]LQJRUIRGGHUSURGXFWLRQ
/DZVDQGYLOODJHPDGHUHJXODWLRQVDUHHQIRUFHGE\YLOODJHUVWRPDLQWDLQKXQWLQJDW
VXVWDLQDEOHOHYHOV
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9LOODJHUVSURKLELWKXQWLQJLQWKHIRUHVWVE\RXWVLGHUV



$WWHPSWVDUHPDGHWRFRQWUROWKHVDOHRIEXVKPHDW



7KHUHJHQHUDWLRQRILPSRUWDQWLQGLJHQRXVVSHFLHVLVDVVLVWHG


6SHFLHVZKRVHUHJHQHUDWLRQLVSURWHFWHGRUHQFRXUDJHG


/LVWRIIRUHVWVSHFLHVLQFOXGLQJPHGLFLQDOSODQWVJURZLQJLQVRPHYLOODJHUV KRPH
JDUGHQVDQGIDUPV



/LVWRIVSHFLHVQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQRIZKLFKLVDVVLVWHG



/RFDWLRQDQGH[WHQWRIDUHDZLWKDVVLVWHGQDWXUDOUHJHQHUDWLRQIRUHDFKVSHFLHV



2ZQHUVKLSULJKWVWRSURWHFWHGDQGSODQWHGWUHHVDUHWUDQVIHUDEOH
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Criteria and Indicators for Community
Managed Forests
Forest Management Aspects - Post-Workshop Set
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&5,7(5,$$1',1',&$72562)6867$,1$%,/,7<
)25($&+/$1'86(6<67(0%(6735$&7,&(62)1$785$/5(6285&(6
0$1$*(0(17$5($33/,('



(DFKODQGXVHV\VWHPDUHORFDWHGRQVXLWDEOHVRLOV


/RFDONQRZOHGJHRQVRLOW\SHVDQGIHUWLOLW\IDOORZYHJHWDWLRQ


/RFDOQDPHIRUGLIIHUHQWVRLOW\SHV



.QRZOHGJHRQYHJHWDWLRQVSHFLHVDVVRFLDWHGWRVRLOIHUWLOLW\



$SSOLFDWLRQRIWKLVNQRZOHGJHWRRSHQQHZODGDQJV



7KHPDQDJHPHQWRIHDFKODQGXVHV\VWHPWDNLQJLQWRDFFRXQWDFKDUDFWHULVDWLRQ
DQGGHOLPLWDWLRQRISUHVHUYDWLRQDUHDDQGDUHDVRIGLIIHUHQWXVHLQWHQVLW\


3UHVHUYDWLRQDUHDVDUHFRPPXQDOO\RZQHGDQGDSSO\ORZLQWHQVLW\XVH


&RPPXQDOGHFLVLRQPDNLQJDSSO\WRXWLOLVHWKHDUHD



&RPPXQDOGHFLVLRQPDNLQJDSSO\WRFRQYHUWWKHDUHD



3UHVHQWRIFOHDUDQGGLVWLQFWERXQGDU\UHFRJQL]HGE\FRPPXQLW\



3HUPDQHQWDJULFXOWXUDOODQGVDUHLQGLYLGXDOO\RZQHGDQGDSSO\KLJKLQWHQVLW\XVH


/RZLQSXWVXVWDLQDEOHDJULFXOWXUHLVDSSOLHG



6RLOFRQVHUYDWLRQWHFKQRORJ\LVDSSOLHG



$JURIRUHVWU\WHFKQRORJ\LVDSSOLHG



6867$,1('<,(/'2)7(0%$:$1*$1'1$785$/)25(676


1DWXUDOIRUHVWVLVPDLQWDLQHGIRULWVSURGXFWLRQDQGHQYLURQPHQWDOYDOXHV


3URGXFWLYLW\RIQDWXUDOIRUHVWVLVPDLQWDLQHG


([WUDFWHGWLPEHUZDVWHLVDOORZHGWRGHFRPSRVHLQWKHIRUHVW



.QRZOHGJHRQIRUHVWDUHDVSRWHQWLDO LQFOWLPEHUQRQWLPEHUPHGLFLQDOSODQWVHWF



.QRZOHGJHRQGLVWULEXWLRQRISRWHQWLDOVSHFLHV



+DUYHVWLQJRQO\PDWXUHIRUHVWSURGXFWV



&RQYHUVLRQLQWRODGDQJVLVUHVWULFWHG


&RQYHUVLRQUHTXHVWSHUPLVVLRQIURPFRPPXQLW\PHPEHUV



$UHDVSHUPLVVLEOHIRUFRQYHUVLRQH[LVW



7UDGLWLRQDOFRQFHSWIRUFRQVHUYDWLRQLVH[LVW


³+XWDQ7XWXSDQ´H[LVW IRUHVWDUHDORFDWHGRQXSSHUVWUHDPRIZKLFKRQO\QRQWLPEHU
SURGXFWVLVDOORZHGWREHH[WUDFWHG 



³7DERR´IRUDUHDVWREHH[WUDFWHGH[LVW

Annex 3

298

3

&

,

9



/RZLPSDFWKDUYHVWLQJLVDSSOLHG


+DUYHVWLQJDIIHFWVPLQLPXPGLVWXUEDQFHV


([LVWHQFHRIVHHGOLQJVVDSOLQJVDQGSROHVRIH[WUDFWHGVSHFLHVVXUURXQGLQJFXWWLQJ
DUHDV



'LDPHWHUGLVWULEXWLRQRIFRPPHUFLDOVSHFLHVIROORZVQRUPDOGLVWULEXWLRQ



&URZQVWUXFWXUHUHVHPEOHQDWXUDOIRUHVWV



7LPEHUH[WUDFWHGLVWUDQVSRUWHGPLQLPDOO\LQDIRUPRIKDOIILQLVKHGSURGXFWV



7LPEHUFRQYHUWHGLQWRSODQNVLQWKHIRUHVW



0LQLPDOVRLOGLVWXUEDQFHFRPSDFWLRQLQVNLGGLQJDQGWUDQVSRUWLQJWLPEHU



(TXLSPHQWXVHGDUHDGDSWHGWRORFDOWHFKQRORJLFDONQRZOHGJH


7HFKQRORJ\WRPDNHKDUYHVWLQJWRROVH[LVWLQWKHDUHD



7HFKQRORJ\WRPDLQWDLQWKHWRROVH[LVWLQWKHDUHD



0LQLPDOGLVWXUEDQFHVRIDQLPDOVKDELWDW




+RQH\EHHWUHHVDUHNHSW ³VRPSXQNHODGDQWDSSDQJHWF´
+XQWLQJLVSUDFWLFHGRQO\IRUORFDOFRQVXPDEOHDQLPDOVDQGRUDQLPDOV
FRQVLGHUHGDVSHVWVWRWKHODGDQJV



+XQWLQJVHDVRQLVUHJXODWHG


+XQWLQJIRUVSHFLILFDQLPDOVLQVSHFLILFWLPHSHULRGH



$YRLGNLOOLQJEDE\DQLPDOVFKLFNV



%LUGQHVWVDUHNHSWLQLWVSODFH



7HPEDZDQJLVFDSDEOHWRVXSSRUWOLYHOLKRRGRISHRSOH


7HPEDZDQJSURGXFHVFRPPHUFLDOIUXLWVDQGRWKHUVXEVLVWHQFHQHHGV



7HPEDZDQJSURGXFHVFDVKLQFRPH



$FWLRQVWRLQWHQVLI\WHPEDZDQJ




3ODQWLQJFOHDQLQJWHQGLQJOLEHUDWLRQFXWWLQJJDSVWLPXODWLRQHWFH[LVW
'LYHUVLW\RIDJURIRUHVWU\SURGXFWVLVPDLQWDLQHG



6SHFLHVDQGJHQHWLFGLYHUVLW\LVPDLQWDLQHG


1XPEHURIVSHFLHVDQGYDULHWLHVH[LVWLQWHPEDZDQJ



1XPEHUDQGW\SHVRISURGXFWVXVHGLQDGDLO\OLIH HJILUHZRRGPHGLFLQHIUXLWV
VHHGVHWF



9HJHWDWLRQVWUXFWXUHUHVHPEOHQDWXUDOIRUHVW




$JHFODVVHVDQGGLDPHWHUGLVWULEXWLRQH[LVW
/RZLPSDFWKDUYHVWLQJLVDSSOLHG




&5,7(5,$$1',1',&$72562)6867$,1$%,/,7<

)UXLWVDUHKDUYHVWHGE\FOLPELQJ QRWFXWWLQJWKHWUHHV 
&RQYHUVLRQWHPEDZDQJLVOLPLWWHG

Final Subsets of C&I Generated by the Test
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&RQYHUVLRQLVDFFHSWDEOHIRUFRQVHUYLQJUHVRXUFHV



&RQYHUVLRQLVIROORZHGE\GHYHORSPHQWRIWHPEDZDQJLQRWKHUDUHDV



/RZLQSXWVXVWDLQDEOHDJULFXOWXUHLVDSSOLHG


5XEEHUJDUGHQLVLQWHQVLILHG


$SSO\KLJK\LHOGLQJDQGORFDOO\DGDSWHGSODQWLQJPDWHULDOV



5HJXODUVSDFLQJWRVXSSRUWEHWWHUWHQGLQJDQGWDSSLQJ



7HQGLQJOLEHUDWLRQFXWWLQJ



%LRORJLFDOSHVWPDQDJHPHQWFRQWURODSSOLHG



3HULRGLFIDOORZVWRSURGXFHPRUHODWH[H[LVW



3DQHOGDPDJHUHGXFHG



$JHFODVVHVH[LVW


$JHGLVWULEXWLRQH[LVW



'LDPHWHUFODVVGLVWULEXWLRQH[LVW



)LUHPDQDJHPHQWWRRSHQODGDQJVLVDSSOLHG


)LUHEUHDNLVPDGHEHIRUHEXUQLQJ



%XUQLQJWDNLQJLQWRFRQVLGHUDWLRQZLQGGLUHFWLRQDQGLWVYHORFLW\



%XUQLQJIURPWKHERWWRPSDUWWRWKHVORSHDUHD



%XUQLQJLVJXDUGHG



$EVHQFHRIGDPDJHSODQWVFDXVHGE\XQFRQWUROOHGILUH
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Annex 4:
The Justification Form
Developing and Testing Criteria and Indicators for
Community Managed Forests

Cameroon Test, SOLIDAM
Attribute Assessment Form for Selected Criteria and Indicators
Consultants

Criterion No.:

initials:
Indicator No.:
Source:
Sources: Brazil Set = BS; Ivory Coast Set = IC; WWF Canada = WC;
Team = TT; Community = C.

Criterion / indicators main disciplinary field
Overlap into other disciplinary fields

Attributes

Obs.: Please use a scale of 1-5 when answering, if indicated.
1. Is the criterion / indicator easy (1) - difficult (5) to detect?
2. Is the criterion / indicator easy (1) - difficult (5) to measure?
3. Is the criterion / indicator likely to generate comparable
results at different Community Managed Forest sites?

YES / NO

4. How dependent is its evaluation on the interpreters
judgement and values?

very / moderately / not at all

5. Are appropriate response curves to change and threshold
levels for the criterion / indicator known?

YES / NO

If not, can they be easily calculated?

YES / NO

6. How sensitive to change is the criterion / indicator?

very / moderately / slightly

7. Can the criterion / indicator easily be used for monitoring?
Enter the selected criterion or indicator:

YES / NO
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Annex 5
The base sets and guidelines used by the test
teams
The Base Sets and Guidelines on which the CMF C&I test teams drew included
the following:
Biodiversity Support Program. 1993. Guiding principles and recommendations for African
integrated biodiversity conservation and sustainable development. In: Biodiversity Support
Program, African biodiversity: Foundation for the future. Professional Printing, Beltsville,
Maryland.
CIFOR. 1997. Possible source themes for Criteria and Indicators for Community Managed
Forests. Unpublished.
FAO. 1995. Indicators of sustainability. In: Resource management for upland areas in
Southeast Asia.
Forest Stewardship Council. 1996. Principles and Criteria for forest management.
Lammerts van Bueren, E. and Blom, E. 1997. Hierarchical framework for formulation of
sustainable forest management standards. The Tropenbos Foundation, Wageningen, The
Netherlands.
Lembaga Ekolabel Indonesia (LEI). The Criteria and Indicators for sustainable
natural forest management on Forest Management Unit level. LEI webpage at
http://www.iscom.com/~ekolabel.
Pierce, A. 1996. Issues pertaining to the certification of non-timber forest products. A Forest
Stewardship Council Discussion Paper, 1 May. Forest Stewardship Council.
Prescott-Allen, R. 1996. Barometer of sustainability. In: IUCN, An approach to assessing progress
towards sustainability. Tools and Training Materials Series 2-8317-0342-5.
Ravi Prabhu, R. et al. 1996. Sets of Principles, Criteria, Indicators and Verifiers resulting from
tests conducted in Ivory Coast and Brazil. In: Testing Criteria and Indicators for the
sustainable management of forests: Phase 1 Final Report. CIFOR.
Smart Wood. 1995. Standards for non-timber forest products certification: The case of Brazil
nuts (Bertholletia excelsa h.b.k.) and rubber (Hevea brasiliensis), Version # 2.0, 16th
August Richmond, Vermont.
Stevens, P. 1997. Measuring the sustainability of forest village ecosystem concepts and
methodologies: A Turkish example. CSIRO, Australia.
Stortenbeker, C.W. et al. 1997. First draft of process of revision of DDB Principles, Criteria and
some Indicators. Tropenbos, The Netherlands.
Zimmermann, R. 1992. Provisional assessment guidelines used in connection with smallholder
eco-timber projects in Papua New Guinea (November-December). Smart Wood,
Richmond, Vermont.
Zweede, J., Kressin, J., Mesquita, R., Silva, J.N.M., Viana, V.M. and Colfer, C. 1995. Final
Report - Test Brazil October 22 - November 21, 1995. CIFOR Project on testing Criteria
and Indicators for the sustainable management of forests. CIFOR, Bogor, Indonesia.
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Justify your selection of this criterion or indicator:

Please name (give the ref. of) other criteria or indicators found to overlap or most closely resemble
the criterion or indicator recommended above:
Brazil Set
I. Coast Set
WWF-Canada
FSC

Recommendation for the above criterion or indicator:

High:
Normal:

The research results of 3 field tests of Ecological,
Managerial and Socio-economic Criteria and Indicators of
Sustainability and Equity of Community Managed Forests,
undertaken in consultation with forest communities in
Central Province, Cameroon, West Kalimantan, Indonesia
and Par‡, Brazil.

