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Tropical forest countries in 2008

There are approximately 2 billion hectares of forests in tropical countries.

At least 1,265 million hectares of these are public forests, owned by the state (about
the size of U.S. and India combined) (includes both government-administered forests and
areas designated for communities and indigenous people.)

At least 356 million hectares of forest land are owned by communities and
indigenous peoples (larger than the size of India) (18% of the forests in tropical
countries).

At least 433 million hectares of forest land are owned by or public land designated
for communities and indigenous peoples (twice the size of Saudia Arabia, four
times the size of Bolivia) (22% of the forests in tropical countries)

At least 227 million hectares of forest land are owned by individuals or firms (about
the size of Argentina) (11% of the forests in tropical countries).

At least 73 million hectares of forest land are under industrial concession in 5 Central
African ITTO producer countries (about twice the size of Germany).

Forest tenure distribution by tenure category in 30 tropical forest countries with
complete data for 2002 and 2008 in all tenure categories
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Note: Percentages indicate the share of forests under a given tenure category in a given year (i.e. 18% of
tropical forests in 2008 were owned by communities & indigenous peoples.)
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Regional comparisons:

Amazonia vs. Congo Basin

= Compared to the Amazon region, where almost a third of forests are now designated for
or owned by communities and Indigenous Peoples to communities, forest tenure reform
in the Congo Basin is proceeding very slowly.

= At the current rate of reform in the Congo Basin, we estimate that it would take these
countries over 260 years to catch up with the Amazon (by achieving the same
proportional control of forests by communities as in the Amazonian countries.)

= However, if they were to tackle reforms with the speed that the Amazonian countries
have over the past decade, this goal would be met in less than 16 years.

Significant changes seen across the regions

= The absolute area of publicly-claimed forest land administered by government decreased
in Latin America by 50%, while remaining constant in Asia & Pacific and actually
increasing somewhat in Africa.?

= The absolute area of publicly-claimed forest designated for use by communities and
indigenous groups in Latin America and Asia increased significantly (59% and 45%,
respectively). This category also increased in Africa, although it began from a very small
base in 2002.

= The absolute area of private community and indigenous land increased significantly only
in Latin America (47%); while Asia and Africa register increases, they are very slight.

= The absolute area of forest land owned by individuals and firms fell significantly in Asia (-
41%) while rising tremendously in Latin America (+214%). This category remained
virtually constant in Africa.

Legal reforms by region

=  Of the twenty countries whose recent legal reforms are described in Table 4 of the main
report, 8 are in Africa, 6 in Latin America and 6 in Asia & Pacific.

Africa:

e The absolute area of publicly-claimed forest land administered by government in 14
African tropical forest countries has increased from 423 Mha in 2002 to 455 Mha in
2008 (+8%)."

e The absolute area of publicly-claimed forest designated for use by communities and
indigenous groups in these countries has increased from 1.83 Mha in 2002 to 7.67 Mha
in 2008 (+320%).

o The absolute area of private community and indigenous land in these countries has
increased from 0 Mha in 2002 to 2.05 Mha in 2008.

e The absolute area of forest land owned by individuals and firms in these countries has
increased from 0 Mha in 2002 to 0.24 Mha in 2008.

e In 8 of the 14 countries there was a net increase in the total area of forest land not
administered by government.

! This is not using an exponential, compounding rate of growth due to data constraints. Instead, it is
extrapolating from the average annual growth in community forest areas (“communities” being shorthand
for sum of columns 2 and 3) from 2002-2008, as a percentage of total forest area in each region. Included
in calculation are those with only minor amounts technically in the Amazon watershed such as Suriname and
Guyana...but we are including all of these countries forests as part of "Amazon." 7 countries: Brazil,
Colombia, Venezuela, Ecuador, Bolivia, Guyana, Suriname. Congo Basin is DRC, CAR, Gabon, Cameroon,
Congo Brazza.

2 The net total increase of public gov't administered land that is seen in Africa is due to changes in total
forest area reported by Sudan and DRC (see main table on page 7).



Forest Tenure Distribution in Africa, 2008
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Note.: 8 complete cases: DRC, Sudan, Angola, Zambia, Tanzania, CAR, Congo, Gabon, Cameroorn,
Mozambique, Chad, Nigeria, Cote d'lvoire, Niger, Togo. Accounts for 84% of African tropical forests.

Table 1: Comparison of the area of public industrial concessions and community
forest land in the Central African ITTO Producer countries
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= 73 Mha for concessions, 1.6 Mha for communities

= There are about 46 times more forest area allocated to public industrial concessions
than to communities.

= As of 2008, public forest land designated for use by communities is only seen in two
countries, Rep. of Congo and Cameroon. There are no forest areas privately owned
by communities and indigenous peoples.

= Alittle less than two-thirds (64%) of the concession areas are allocated to industrial
logging, and one third (33%) to mining, mostly for diamonds.




Asia and Pacific:

e The absolute area of publicly-claimed land administered by government in 8 Asian
tropical forest countries has virtually remained constant, shifting from 410 Mha in
2002 to 411 Mha in 2008.

e The absolute area of publicly-claimed designated for use by communities and indigenous
groups in these countries has increased from 12 Mha in 2002 to 18 Mha in 2008
(+45%).

e The absolute area of private community and indigenous land in these countries has
increased from 143 Mha in 2002 to 146 Mha in 2008 (+2%).

e The absolute area of forest land owned by individuals and firms in these countries has
decreased from 36 Mha in 2002 to 21 Mha in 2008 (-41%).

e In 4 of the 8 countries there was a net increase in the total area of forest land not
administered by government.

Forest Tenure Distribution in Asia & Pacific, 2008
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Note: 8 complete cases: China, Australia, Indonesia, India, Myanmar, PNG, Thailand, Cambodia.
Accounts for 82% of tropical forests in Asia and the Pacific.



Latin America:

e The absolute area of publicly-claimed forest land administered by government in 8 Latin
American tropical forest countries has decreased from 453 Mha in 2002 to 227 Mha in
2008 (-50%0).

e The absolute area of publicly-claimed forest designated for use by communities and
indigenous groups in these countries has increased from 29 Mha in 2002 to 46 Mha in
2008 (59%).

e The absolute area of private community and indigenous land in these countries has
increased from 105 Mha in 2002 to 155 Mha in 2008 (47%).

e The absolute area of forest land owned by individuals and firms in these countries has
increased from 64 Mha in 2002 to 201 Mha in 2008 (+214%).

e In 6 of the 8 countries there was a net increase in the total area of forest land not
administered by government.

Forest Tenure Distribution in Latin America, 2008
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Note. 8 complete cases: Brazil, Colombia, Bolivia, Venezuela, Guyana, Suriname, Ecuador, Honduras.
Accounts for 82% of tropical Latin American forests.



Table 2: Forest tenure distribution: global versus tropical, 2008

Public: Private:
Administered by Designated for use | Owned by Owned by
government by communities communities and individuals and
and indigenous indigenous peoples | firms
peoples
Global 75% 2% 9% 14%
Tropical 65% 5% 18% 13%

Forest Tenure Distribution in Tropical Countries, 2008
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@ Owned by communities & indigenous groups O Owned by individuals & firms

Note: 30 complete cases, as listed in Tablel. Accounts for 85% of the world's tropical forests.

Global Forest Tenure Distribution, 2008
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Source: Sunderlin et al. 2008.
Note: 25 complete cases. Accounts for 82% of the world's forests. Russia represented separately due to size -- all
Russian forests are government administered.



Table 3: Forest tenure distribution in 39 tropical forest countries

Notes: All figures expressed in million hectares (Mha),; numbers have been rounded. Except where noted, data
sources for the 2002 data can be found in the 2002 publication Who Owns the World's Forests?" Data for countries 1-
24, 28-29, 34-35 & 38 originally reported in Sunderlin et al 2008.

Country Public Private
Government Reservgq for Owned by communities & | Owned by individuals
. communities & .- .
Administered — indigenous groups & firms
indigenous groups
2002 2008 2002 2008 2002 2008 2002 2008
1 | Brazil 295.26" 88.56" 11.68" 25.62" 74.50 109.13" 57.30 | 198.00"
2 | China 76.06" | 7285 0.00 0.00 103.50° 99.94™ 0.00 0.00
3 | Australia 114.57" | 109.30" 0.00 0.00 13.63" 20.86™" 28,681 | 17.24"
4 DRC* 109.20 133.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5 Indonesia™ 104.00 121.89 0.60 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.71
6 | Peru™ nd 42.34 8.40 2.86™" 295 12.62°V nd 5.29™
7 India™" ] 53.60 49.48 11.60 17.00m 0.00 0.00 5.20 1.07-
8 Sudan™"" 40.60 64.68 0.80 2.82°" 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05%%
9 Mexico™ 2.75 nd 0.00 0.00 44.00 38.71% 8.30 nd
10 | Colombia 36.46 33.23%" 0.00 0.00 24.50 27.50*" 0.00 0.00
11 Angolaxxxv 59,73 59.10™ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
12 | Bolivia®™™" 28.20 22.88™% 16.60 19.52" 280 9.04" 5.40 1.10™
13 | Venezuela 49,51 47.70™ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00" 0.00 0.00
14 | Zambia 44,68 4244 0.00 0.10™ 0.00 0.00™ 0.00 0.00
15 Tanzania 38.50 31.79 0.40 1.58" 0.00 2.05" 0.00 0.06
16 | Argentina 5.70 nd 0.00 nd 0.00 nd 22.20 nd
17 Myanmar'"' 34_55“\/ 32.18 0.00 0.04" 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
18 PNG" 0.80 0.26 0.00 0.00 25.90 25.51 0.00 0.00
19 CARM™ 22.90 22.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
20 Congo 22 0" 22.01™ 0.00 0.46" 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
21 Gabon™ 21.00 21.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2o | Cameroon 22 80 20.11" 0.00 114" 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
23 | Malaysia nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
24 | Mozambique™™ nd 17.26 nd 0.00 nd 2.00 nd 0.00
25 | Guyana 15.40" 13.68"" 0.00 0.00 1.40™" 2.36™" 0.00 0.00
26 | Suriname 14.70™* 14.70™ 0.51" 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03
27 | Thailand™® 15.04™% | 14.57"V 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.00 1.96™ 1.05
28 | Mali™ nd 15.90 nd 0.71 nd 0.00 nd 0.00
29 | Chad™" 12.32 11.22"0 0.00 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
30 | Nigeria 13.14 11.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
31 | Ecuador 9.67%™ 3.94%% 0.00" 0.00"* 2.17 6.83" 0.00 0.04%
32 | Cambodia 11.48™ | 10.76"* 0.06™" 0.30" 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
33 | Cote d'lvoire 10.33 10.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.12
34 | Senegal nd 12,777 nd 0.99"° 0.00 0.00™ 0.00*" 0.06™"
35 | Burkina Faso™ 6.69 6.35% 0.23 0.39 0.00 0.00 nd 0.05
36 | Honduras™" 407" 2.60"" 0.00 0.27° 0.00 0.11 1.36 1.86
37 | Niger 4.74° 4.13% 0.63%" 0.87% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00™" 0.01%"
38 | Gambia nd 0.41 nd 0.02% 0.02% 0.03™" 0.00" 0.00%"
39 | Togo™ 0.49 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Subtotal (30 complete
cases) 1285.86 1093.96 42.88 71.37 248.40 303.36 99.93 222.34
Total (all 39 cases) 1301.00 1188.98 51.50 76.34 294.50 356.72 130.43 227.74




Definitions of cateqgories

Public lands administered by government: typically include all forests in the legal forest estate that
are owned and administered exclusively by the government and that are not designated for use by
communities or indigenous peoples. Note that this category includes some protected areas and forest
lands awarded as concessions for logging, agroindustrial or silvicultural plantations, and mining.

Public lands designated for use by communities and indigenous peoples are lands set aside on
a semi-permanent but conditional basis. According to the 2002 publication: “governments retain
ownership and the entitlement to unilaterally extinguish local groups’ rights over entire areas. Under this
arrangement, local groups typically lack rights to sell or otherwise alienate land through mortgages or
other financial instruments. Although the distribution of rights between government and community in
this category is different in almost every country, governments invariably retain strong authority to
extract and manage forest resources.”

Private lands owned by communities or indigenous peoples refers to forest lands where rights
cannot be unilaterally terminated by a government “without some form of due process and
compensation.” In theory, private land owners typically “have rights to access, sell or otherwise alienate,
manage, withdraw resources and exclude outsiders.” However in the real world, there are some
situations where not all of these rights are awarded to private land owners, and others where some of
these rights are conferred to people on public, designated for community-use forest land. For this reason,
the legal right of the government to terminate a land right with or without due process and compensation
serves as the chief criterion for distinguishing public from private forest tenure. Note that in some cases
where private lands are said to be owned by communities or indigenous peoples, the state is considered
to be the ultimate owner under statutory law, though the communities and indigenous peoples are
recognized as the lawful right holders.

Private lands owned by individuals or firms are those where the rights cannot be unilaterally
terminated by a government without due process or compensation.

" This large increase results from an increase in total forest area reported by Sudan and DRC in FAO 2006a (rather
than a reallocation of communal- or privately-owned forests to the government.

" White and Martin 2002:25-26.
I Countries are presented in descending area of forest cover as determined in FAO 2006a.

¥ The total area of forests administered by government is an estimation and is calculated as follows: The sum of
Areas Protegidas and Terras Devolutas was reduced by the area of owned by communities and indigenous groups
and the area designated for use by communities and indigenous groups. Data for Areas Protegidas and Terras
Devolutas are drawn from:

Lentini, Marco, Adalberto Verissimo, and Leonardo Sobral. 2003. Fatos Florestais da Amazonia 2003. Belém: Imazon.
p21. http://www.imazon.org.br/upload/im_livros_002.pdf.

Terras devolutas are defined as belonging to the State (Bens da Unido).
Government of Brazil. 1988. Constituicdo da Republica Federativa do Brasil De 1988. Artigo 20.
http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/Constituicao/Constitui%C3%A7a0.htm

Y Government-administered areas include the following national classifications: in Federal forests: Estacdo Ecologica,
Parque Nacional, Reserva Biologica, Reserva Ecologica, Area de Relevante Interesse Ecologico, Terra arrecadada and
Floresta Nacional, and in State forests: Estacdo Ecoldgica, Monumento Natural, Parque Estadual, Reserva Biologica,
Reserva Ecoldgica, Refugio de Vida Silvestre and Floresta Estadual. Data are drawn from the July 2007 Cadastre of
Federal Forests, which is incomplete but the most updated and reliable source.

Azevedo, Tasso. 2007. Plano Anual de Outorga Florestal. Brasilia: Servigo Florestal Brasileiro. Accessed 19 April 2008.
http://www.ibama.gov.br/cenaflor/download.php?id_download=32

Servigo Florestal Brasileiro (SFB). 2007. Distribuicédo das Florestas Publicas por Destinagdo. Accessed 25 February
2008. http://www.mma.gov.br/estruturas/sfb/_arquivos/imagem_florestas_publicas_destinacao.jpg




Instituto Socioambiental (ISA). 2007. Unidades de Conservacdo na Amazobnia Legal. Accessed 5 May 2008.
http://www.socioambiental.org/uc/quadro_geral

Vi Designated for use by communities and indigenous groups includes the following national classifications and refers
to the legal Amazon only:

In Federal forests: Reserva de Desenvolvimento Sustentavel, and Reserva Extrativista; and

In State forests: Floresta Extrativista, Floresta de Rendimento Sustentado, Reserva de Desenvolvimento Sustentavel,
Reserva Extrativista, and Projeto de Desenvolvimento Sustentavel.

Data drawn from ISA DATA and provided by Ehringhaus, Christiane. 2008. Personal communication. 13 May 2008.

Vil Designated for use by communities and indigenous groups includes the following national classifications and refers
to the legal Amazon only:

In Federal forests: Reserva de Desenvolvimento Sustentavel, and Reserva Extrativista, and

In State forests.” Floresta Extrativista, Floresta de Rendimento Sustentado, Reserva de Desenvolvimento Sustentavel,
Reserva Extrativista, Projeto de Desenvolvimento Sustentavel.

Azevedo 2007.

SFB 2007.

ISA 2007.

Vil Refers to Terras Indigenas (SFB 2007).

X Refers to legal forest reserves on private lands.

International Tropical Timber Organization (ITTO). 2005. Status of tropical forest management 2005. Yokohama:
ITTO. p209. http://www.itto.or.jp/live/Live_Server/1222/SFMTropics2005.zip
* Refers to State tree ownership in 2001. All land in China is under State or Collective ownership.

FAO. 2005c. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: China Country Report 051. Rome: FAO. p21.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=102

Xi Refers to State-owned forests. Data are drawn from the Sixth National Forest Inventory of China as presented in:

USDA. 2005. China’s Sixth Forest Resource Inventory Report 2005. GAIN Report Number CH5027. Beijing: USDA
Foreign Agriculture Service. p3. Accessed 19 May 2008. http://www.fas.usda.gov/gainfiles/200503/146119239.pdf

Xi Refers to collective forests and includes forests managed by households (34.5 Mha) (FAO 2005c:21).

Households enjoy tree ownership distinct from the collective, but the State or Collective retains ownership of the
forest land.

Li, Ping and Keliang Zhu. 2007. A Legal Review and Analysis of China’s Forest Tenure System with an Emphasis on
Collective Forestland. Washington DC: RRI and RDI. Accessed 19 May 2008.
http://www.rightsandresources.org/documents/index.php?publD=321

Xii Refers to Collective and Individual-Owned forests. Data are drawn from the Sixth National Forest Inventory of
China (USDA 2005).

XV United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) and FAO. 2000. Forest Resources of Europe, CIS, North
America, Australia, Japan and New Zealand. Geneva Timber and Forest Study Papers, No. 17. Contribution to the
Global Forest Resources Assessment 2000. New York and Geneva: UNECE and FAO. p109.
http://www.unece.org/trade/timber/docs/sp/sp-17.pdf

* Refers to native forests only. An additional 1.82 Mha of plantations exist but cannot be disaggregated into the
tenure classes used for native forest.

Montreal Process Implementation Group for Australia (MPIGA). 2008. Australia’s State of the Forests Report 2008.
Canberra: Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry (DAFF) Bureau of Rural Sciences. p155.
http://adl.brs.gov.au/forestsaustralia/_pubs/sofr2008reduced.pdf

I UNECE and FAO 2000:109.
i MPIGA 2008.
il UNECE and FAO 2000:109.
XX MPIGA 2008.

* FAO. 2006b. Forest Tenure Matrix: Democratic Republic of the Congo. Forest Tenure Assessment. Rome: FAO.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=13380&geold=12
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i EAO. 2006¢. Forest Tenure Matrix: Indonesia. Forest Tenure Assessment. Rome: FAO.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=10481&geold=82

i EAQ. 2005d. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Peru Country Report 201. Rome: FAO. p29.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=212

xiil Refers to Reservas del Estado (FAO 2005d:29).
XV Refers to Areas de Comunidades Nativas (FAO 2005d:29).

v Refers to Areas de predios privados independientes. These areas are titled to individuals, and they cannot be
considered completely forested. (FAO 2005d:29).

i EAO. 2006d. Forest Tenure Matrix: India. Forest Tenure Assessment. Rome: FAO.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=10481&geold=33.

These figures do not reflect the changes envisaged in the 2006 Tribal Rights Bill.

il EAQ, 2005e. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Sudan Country Report 107. Rome: FAO. p11.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=74

il Refers mostly to gum arabic forests managed by communities. The data cover Northern Sudan and parts of
Southern Sudan (Jonglei, Upper Nile and Unity states) (FAO 2005e:11).

XX Refers to community forests defined as “the forest owned by one individual” (FAO 2005e:11).

** The distribution of forest tenure in Mexico is widely understood as 80% in ejidos forestales, 15% in individual or
firm-owned forest, and the remaining 5% are state forests. Information from the Mexico Country Report to the FAO
shows that the percentage of ejidos forestales is approximately 59% of the total, while “other property” makes up
41%. Other property is not disaggregated into State and Individual/Firm.

FAO. 2005f. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Mexico Country Report 189. Rome: FAO. p21.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=176

i EAO 2005f:21.

Xl Calculated as the 2000 Total Forest Area of 60.63 Mha (based on FAO 2006a:201) reduced by the 24.5 Mha of
areas owned by communities and indigenous groups.

it calculated as the Total Forest Area of 60.73 Mha (based on FAO 2006a:201) reduced by the 27.5 Mha of areas
owned by communities and indigenous groups.

XV pefers to Trerras Indigenas and afro-descendants lands (ITTO 2005:218).

X While Angolan legislation has begun recognizing community lands acquired through customary systems, there is
no information yet available on the size and number of community titled areas.

Government of Angola. 2004. Lei n. 09/04. 9 November 2004. http://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/ang49570.pdf

xovi pefers to the 2000 total forest area (FAO 2006a:196). Assumes no areas designated for or owned by
communities and indigenous groups prior to 2002.

Vil EAQ. 2005g. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Angola Country Report 137. Rome: FAO. p12.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=13

il Bolivia is implementing a process known as saneamiento to clarify land rights. The figures presented here refer
are subject to change as the process continues.

FAO. 2005h. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Bolivia Country Report 146. Rome: FAO. p12.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=205

X Refers to Tierras fiscales, areas protegidas and reservas y concessiones forestales (FAO 2005h:12).

X Refers to Tierra Comunitaria de Origen lands claimed by communities and currently under saneamiento in lowland
areas as of 2007. Instituto Nacional de Reforma Agraria data provided by

Pacheco, Pablo. 2008. Personal communication, Scientist, Forests and Livelihoods Program and Forest Governance
Program, CIFOR. 9 May 2008.

Xi Refers to titled Tierras Comunitarias de Origen in lowland areas as of 2007.

Instituto Nacional de Reforma Agraria (INRA). 2008. Informe de gestion. La Paz: Ministerio de Desarrollo Rural y
Medio Ambiente.

Xl pacheco, Pablo. 2006. Acceso y uso de la tierra y bosques en Bolivia: sus implicaciones para el desarrollo y la
conservacién: Reporte para UDAPE. Unpublished report. p44.
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Xii pefers to the 2000 total forest area (FAO 2006a:201). Assumes no areas designated for or owned by communities
and indigenous groups prior to 2002.

IV EAO 2006a:201.

XV Titles for approximately 0.67 Mha have been granted to indigenous communities in non-forested areas and for
agricultural purposes.

Ministerio del Poder Popular para la Comunicacion y la Informacion (MINCI). 2005. Comunidades indigenas reciben
titulos de propiedad de tierras luego de 500 afios de exclusion. 12 October 2005. Caracas: MINCI. Accessed 31 March
2008. http://www.minci.gov.ve/pagina/28/8492/comunidades_indigenas_reciben.html

Vi Refers to the 2000 total forest area (FAO 2006a:201). No JFM areas existed prior to 2002.
Mutamba, Manyew. 2008. Personal communication. 22 April 2008.

il Refers to the 2005 total forest area reduced by the area designated for communities and indigenous peoples (FAO
2006a:201).

xvil pefers to Joint Forest Management areas. Data from the Zambian Forestry Department provided by:

Chendauka, Bwalya. 2008. Personal Communication, Principal Forestry Officer, Zambia Forestry Department Eastern
Province.

XX The Zambia Country Report to the FAO states that 3.47 Mha of other wooded lands (Hill woodland, Munga and
Termitaria vegetation and bush groups) are under customary ownership.

FAO. 2005i. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Zambia Country Report 062. Rome: FAO. p15.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=20

' FAO. 2006e. Forest Tenure Matrix: Tanzania. Forest Tenure Assessment. Rome: FAO.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=13380&geold=19.

With the Land Act of 1999 and the Village Land Act of 1999, village land in Tanzania became the property of the
communities including forested village lands. The figures in Table 1 reflect only the forested village lands legally
reserved by the communities. The central government continues to exercise control over unreserved forest areas,
and an accurate estimation of the forested village land is not available.

Government of Tanzania. 1999a. Village Land Act 1999. http://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/tan53306.pdf
Government of Tanzania. 1999b. Land Act 1999. http://faclex.fao.org/docs/pdf/tan23795.pdf

I Refers to Joint Forest Management (FAO 2006e).

i Refers to Community Based Forest Management (FAO 2006¢).

i EAO. 2005j. Global Forest Resources Assessment 2005: Myanmar Country Report 107. Rome: FAO. p11l.
http://www.fao.org/forestry/webview/media?mediald=8859&geold=40

' FAO 2005j:11.
V Refers to 30-year renewable community forest concessions (FAO 2005j:11).

M Calculated based on information on the total forest area and tenure distribution found in:

Overseas Development Institute (ODI). 2007a. What can be learnt from the past? A history of the forestry sector in
Papua New Guinea. Papua New Guinea Forest Studies 1. London: ODI.
http://www.odi.org.uk/fecc/resources/reports/png_paperone_history.pdf

ODI. 2007b. Issues and opportunities for the forest sector n Papua New Guinea. Papua New Guinea Forest Studies 3.
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