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2005
/ Dege nper - Montreal - COP tasks SBSTA witn 2 year process
of analysis of RED
20096
August - Rorne - 1st REDD worrshop - focused on scientifc
ancd tecnnical issues
2007

+ Marcn - Cairns - 2nd REDD worrsnop - focused on
rnonitoring anc policy issues

(‘ r) (‘

+ May - Bonin - SBSTA adopts draft decision text for REDD
(rnost text in bracreis)

+ Ball - SBSTA text encol Urages 2 and instructs pilot activities,
includes rlegrgl_dcn_rJom sets 2 year prograrn of wore to

colncice witn post-201
inclucles REDD In Its 2
frarmeaework

olicy process; Ball Action Plan
orocess t

20
/ee r process toward posit-2012
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+ 3rd SBSTA REDD worksnog in Je te 2008, date thdl

ecermper - Poznarn - JP 14 - key rmeeting to frame REDD

as 2 policy rmecnanisrn within UNFCCC
+ Likely tri-moritnly meetings of post-2012 Ad Hoc Working
Group (sorne will Include REDD)

2009

-

Continuation of reetings of Ad Hoc Working Group
Likely additional SBSTA REDD worksnops

ecermnper - ooemmrlgem - frarmework for A/Org Protocol

successor snould pe outlined, including role of REDD



USA -0 bs"rmct]v@ i) BeJ. In general try to focus on past activities
ancd avold any discussion of financing or developing courniries
taxing rrngrJrJJrLJ action on clirnate

EU - Annex | cnampion of REDD; supportive of range of
\Oprozcnes, p Ls'rmg for pilot activities, national approacn and
incing for capacity ouilding
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srazil - supportive of REDD In general, opposed to markei-nas
OO0z
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CIRN - drivers of REDD process; pusning for r*rerJJ' for early action,

national approach, pilot activities, rmarket mechanisrn with
fungiole credits ﬂCoalltlon for Rainforest Nations

N

- Bangladesn, Bolivia, Ceniral African Republic, amaroon, Chile, Congo, Colornbia, Costa Rica, DR Congo,
Dominican Republic, Ecuacor, £l Salvador, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana, Guatermala, Fonduras, Indonesia, Kenya,
Lesothno, Malaysia, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Panara, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Sarmoa, Solormon
Islands, Thailand, Uruguay, Uganda, and Yanuatu



Couritry positions cont'd

» Africarn couniries - COMIFL
favor of REDD; pusnir J Uf
rarnge of approzches, capacit

» India - supportive of REDD; seeking to Iinclucde net
accolunting - credit for reforestation and regrowin

» China - neltner strongly opposing nor supporting

» Mexico - aligned with several otner latin countries
s J Panarna, Colompla) in support of a
project ased 20DIOECT)

» Japan - generally in support of REDD
» Canada - generally In support of REDD
» Australia - In support of REDD
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J OS] 'rry reportine

Tier 1 - employs basic method provided in JPCC Guidelines and default ernission
factors provided in the IPCC G Guidelines

4

—

Isually use activity data that are spatially coarse, such as nationally or

JJJ ally awailaple estirmates of deforestation rat wgricultural grocuction

startistics, and global land cover rmaps

Tier 2 - applies ernission factors and activity data whnich are defined by the
country for the most importarnt land uses/activities
» can also apply stock rnrlmge memorlologjes pased on country-specific data

i) zifel are Ty pl cally used to correspond witn

fficients for specific regions arnc I specialised land-use

-

U1

+ FHigner resolution ac
country-defined co
cafegories

Tier 3 - nigher order rmetnods including models and inventory measurernent
systerns tailored to address national circurnstarnces, repeated over tirme, and
cdriven by high-resolution activity data and disaggregated at sub-national to fine
gricl scales

+ rmay pe GlS-pased cornpinations of age, class/groduction data systerns Wit

connections to soil mocdules, integrating sev errll types of rnonitoring

(13
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Degradation Is in (COMIF
ol

Consideration of role of Conserva‘tion, sustalnable manacgernent of
forests, and ennancermnent of forest carpon stocks in developing
countries (Incia)

Strengtnen and support ongoing efforts to recluce ermissions frorm
cleforestation and forest degradation on a voluntary pasis (Brazil)
Explore a range of actions, identify options and undertare efforts,
including dernonstration activities, to gldrlress the drivers of
cleforestation relevarnt to thelr national circurnstances, witn a view o
recducing ernissions frorm defo rea£e tior) el forest deg raclattion aric thus
ennancing forest carpon stocks due to sustainaple managernent of
forests
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Ball Text cont’c
support capacity-pullding, provice tecnnical
assbtame) fElQJJJﬂcLEd the transfer of
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Raclar n the Sourceogogok

Optical mid-resolution data have been the primary tool for deforestation monitoring. Other,
newer, types of sensors, e.g. Radar (ERS1/2 SAR, JERS-1, ENVISAT-ASAR and ALOS
PALSAR) and Lidar, are potentially useful and appropriate. Radar, in particular, alleviates
the substantial limitations of optical data in persistently cloudy parts of the tropics. Data
from Lidar and Radar have been demonstrated to be useful in project studies, but so far,
they are not widely used operationally for tropical deforestation monitoring over large areas.
Over the next five years or so, the utility of radar may be enhanced depending on data
acquisition, access and scientific developments.
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[1] Mumber of observotions: 275
[1] Sum of weighted sum of raow, column weights: 1 , 1
[1] Summory of weighted noive stotistics
[1] Qverall accuracy, stdew, CWA: B.9855 , B.A175 , 1.9
[1] 98% confidence limits for accurocy:8.5691...8.9419
[1] Uszer's weighted accuracy
Al F R R WL
B.5579 A.9254 1.8808 1.86088 A.6667
[1] Producer 's weighted reliability:
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[1] Summary of weighted kappa statistics
[1] Overall weighted koppo, stdew, & CVE: B.83Y2 , B.83606 , 3.6
[1] 95% confidence limits for weighted kappa:@.7757...8.5955
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Cpzle NP, Western Ugancla
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Bloomberg.com

=

Deforestation accounts for 20 percent of global carbon dioxide emissions each year, the
newspaper added.

To contact the reporter on this story: James Kraus in Mew York at jkraus2 @bloomberg.net .

Last Updated: January 3, 2008 04.:34 EST



ALOS/PALSE ri emerges as 2l

ey remote sensing tool to support
REDD - Thany you Japan ancl J
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v Cost function for irnprovernents with tirne series
v Synergy with optical systerns
+ All analysis must be cornpatiole with the IPCC definitions and guidelines
v Snould we reprocess JERS—_ GREM with terrain correction?
+ Data Availapility now:

l

v Gaps in the opservaiions - now carn tnhose pe autornatically detected
and filec
v Cost and access policy to the ALOS data
+ Data rlvrulrnmhr/ Jong terrn (In particular during the cornrnitrnent

period):
o CONTINUITY, CONTINUITY, CONTINUITY
v Revise/optimize opservetions streitegy to rmeet REDD needs
|_ r

v Can tne space eyrm@; rleJJgn e coordinated L-pand SAR EO olan
is t

which rneets tnhe momformg needs for REDD?



Conclusions corrt'd
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v Simple data interpretation pooklet with irmnage exarnples.
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Alaska satellite Facility
JASA-EORC
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