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Definition

Forest transition refers to a geographicForest transition refers to a geographic 
theory describing a reversal or 
t d i l d t d f iturnaround in land-use trends for a given 
territory from a period of net forest area 
loss (i.e., deforestation) to a period of net 
forest area gain
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Critiques on forest transitionq

The forest transition: 
Economic development pathway (per capita 
GDP, etc.)

Forest Scarcity pathway (land value, scarcity 
of forests, land price, etc.). 

2013/2/26 4



Critiques on forest transitionq

Forest transition can be understood:Forest transition can be understood:
Inverted U curve

Change of land use pattern driven by 
globalization, modernization, industrialization, 

d b i tiand urbanization

Many others, including Marco-level political 
(political commitment, war, economic 
transition), social (job etc.) and governmental 
fi i l (d fi it) d d l t t tfinancial (deficit) and development strategy.
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History and Culturey

Japan China KoreaJapan, China, Korea
high populated – Forest transition

Forest transition occurred before economic 
took off (industrialization, urbanization)

Hard to explain
Culture

Traditional knowledge
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Global Governance on forests

Legality (FLEGT Lacy Act)Legality (FLEGT Lacy Act)
UNFF/NBFI (note: Forestry Policy and 
Economics in supporting of good pp g g
governance)

NFP
Climate Change

REDD
WB/Forest Carbon Partnership FacilityWB/Forest Carbon Partnership Facility
UN-REDD (9 piloting countries)

Africa: Cango, Tanzania, Zambiag , ,
Indonesia, Papua New Guinea, Vietnam
Bolivia, Panama, Paraguay
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Governmental intervention

Decentralization community forestryDecentralization – community forestry, 
tenure reform

Reducing forest charge

Increasing governmental expenditure onIncreasing governmental expenditure on 
forestry development

Advancing forestry science andAdvancing forestry science and 
technology
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Social movement

C SCivil Society and private sector
CSR

Forest certificate

Green movementG ee o e e t
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Overall objectivej

identify factors that can help to reduce 
deforestation induce rehabilitation anddeforestation, induce rehabilitation and 
foster sustainable forest management
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Specific objectivesp j

To assess the underlying processes thatTo assess the underlying processes that 
explain these forest cover changes 

To characterize the implications for 
forests’ environmental and economic 
benefits

To enhance the regional capability andTo enhance the regional capability and 
capacity in reducing deforestation, induce 
rehabilitation and foster sustainablerehabilitation and foster sustainable 
forest management.  
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Countries selected for case studyy

East Asia: China South Korea JapanEast Asia: China, South Korea, Japan

South Asia: India

Southeast Asia: Indonesia, Malaysia, 
Philippines and VietnamPhilippines and Vietnam
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Outputsp
Not so abstracted, however,

8 t i t di f t8 countries case studies, forest coverage:
Increased (Japan, Korean)

R id i (Chi I di Vi t )Rapid increase (China, India, Vietnam)

Likely increase (Philippines, Malaysia)

Loss (Indonesia Laos)Loss (Indonesia, Laos)

2 comparative studies
Issues to be discussed for comparative study (TBD)Issues to be discussed for comparative study (TBD)

Marco level (Culture aspect (Confucius culture, and 
others) + Globalization (free trade) issues + (illegal 
logging) + (certification)

Micro level {Decentralization (China + India) vis 
(Malaysia + Indonesia + Philippines)(Malaysia + Indonesia  + Philippines)
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Other outputsp

Conference presentations, andConference presentations, and 
educational materials. 

H man capacit b ilding b in ol ingHuman capacity building by involving 
young
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Methodologygy
Team

Multinational (RUC, APAFRI, SNV, TU, UPLB, University ( y
of Tsukuba, Bogor Agriculture University, etc).

Multi-disciplinary: economics, political sciences, 
sociology, forestry sciences, environmental sciences.

Diversification of age, gender, and nationality 

Share learning (participatory approach)
Volunteer, training + workshop + field survey, g p y

Developing collaboration with FAO, IUFRO, UNDP, etc.

Research itselfResearch itself
Regional, national, community level

Quantitative and qualitativeQuantitative and qualitative
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Outputs for each countryp y
Country transition study report

Korean almost ready (with CIFOR)
Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines, India and 
Vietnam (lots of information)Vietnam (lots of information)
China, Japan, Laos (no specific research)

At least 1 Research articles for SCI JournalsAt least 1 Research articles for SCI Journals, 
as focus :

Kurzniz curves model: China KoreanKurzniz curves model: China, Korean
Competing land use model: Malaysia
Illegal logging: IndonesiaIllegal logging: Indonesia
REDD: Vietnam
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Important milestone for the teamp

November 4-8, Xi’an China: co-team meeting;November 4 8, Xi an China: co team meeting;

Outline or key points for 2 comparative model 
due end November;due end November;

Draft of country report due by January;

February 25-28, 2013, Indonesia

Final draft of country report due end of Mayy p y

Comments from Core team, and assisting 
editing during in May and Juneediting during in May and June

Final Report July Due
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Comparative studyp y
Core team: Prof. Youn, Wil, Liu, Ellyn, Park, 
H i Li hHexing, Lingchao.

Model:
Macro issues: pathway, politics, policy

Micro issues: land use competition,Micro issues: land use competition, 
decentralization, tenure, local culture, etc.

Define models:Define models:
Availability of data from participating country (try to 
abstract from country report from core team)

November Yangling (Kyoto, Japan) – revisiting the 
models core team
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Objective of my supporting visitj y pp g

To assist leading author to refine outline 
and key points of country report and y p y p
related case research;

To understand what are the key drivers ofTo understand what are the key drivers of 
forest lose and increase in your countries;

T d fi l fTo prepare and refine a proposal for 
comparative study
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Preparationp

We have developed a learning orientated p g
research on the process (team building, 
mutual understanding, proper agemutual understanding, proper age 
structure, enthusiasm, and multi-cultural 
working style access to information) –working style, access to information) –
capacity building

W h t i d t dWe have tried many ways to do 
comparative analysis, but mostly with 
poor feasible.
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Preparation for comparative analysisp p y
Recommendation from Kyoto technical 
team meeting:team meeting:

Comparative analysis will be conducted by:
Q lit ti l i (P f Wil D J d Y )Qualitative analysis (Prof. Wil De Jong and Youn)

Quantitative analysis (Liu Jinlong, and my team)

Q lit f l i h il li th litQuality of analysis heavily relies on the quality 
of your report finally, and your collaboration with 
the core team during in doing your study forthe core team during in doing your study for 
country report

The analysis will be leading by technical teamThe analysis will be leading by technical team, 
and you are welcomed to join in this analysis.
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Countries have been visited

India

Japan

KoreaKorea
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Gapsp

Defined and decided approach for doingDefined and decided approach for doing 
comparative analysis

Clear output for doing analysis
Journal article (one for each)( )

A comprehensive report (Asia-Pacific)

Poor understanding situation of followingPoor understanding situation of following 
countries:

Vi t LVietnam, Laos
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What will be next?

Team will be ready to be with you forTeam will be ready to be with you for 
preparing your country report, for us to 

d t d t hi h iunderstand your country, which is 
essential for doing comparative analysis

We may require some data from your 
country for doing qualitative analysis?y g q y

Countries are going to visit:
Laos VietnamLaos, Vietnam
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Refining your country report and g y y p
involving in comparative analysis

RUC is happy to home you and your 
younger researchers for this studyyounger researchers for this study

Core Team members + Misun

India

DPRK (2 persons)

?
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China case studyy

Works have been carried out:Works have been carried out:
Quite comprehensive and complete data from 
the state levelthe state level

Mission trips to Hunan
One provincial level dataOne provincial level data

2 countries level data

A few case villagesA few case villages

First draft country report (at September last 
year)year)

Second draft country report completed 
yesterdayyesterday
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Gapsp

Inverted U curve analysis (almost done)Inverted U curve analysis (almost done)

One more county case to demonstrated 
how government intervened in forest 
management in collective forest land or g
private forests, and consequences to 
forest transition.
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What will be next

Completed case study to support 
documentdocument

Refining this document and final draft by 
End of AprilEnd of April
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What will be next – central focus

Definitely technical team has a consensusDefinitely technical team has a consensus 
that we will do our best to continue this 
tteam

Preparing for post project phasep g p p j p
New project

New approach of collaborationNew approach of collaboration

Your opinion?
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Issues to be decided

Th k ！Thanks！
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