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Master Plan for the Rehabilitation and Revitalization of the EMRP Area

Preface

The Master Plan for the Rehabilitation and Revitalization of the Ex-Mega Rice Project area has been
completed following the request of the Governor of Central Kalimantan for assistance from the
Government of the Netherlands.

At the request of Bappenas, the Master Plan team has used Presidential Instruction (Inpres) No 2/2007
as a key reference but has been asked to consider ways in which Inpres 2/2007 could be improved
based on new knowledge generated during the Master Plan project and, in particular, to “avoid the
mistakes of the past”’. The Master Plan team has therefore considered the best means of achieving the
overall goal of the Inpres 2/2007 as stated by the President of Indonesia at the time Inpres 2/2007 was
announced (see Box).

“We want to rehabilitate and conserve a large part of the peat and land area and restore its
condition. By doing this, we can prevent further degradation of the environment and restore
the ecosystem. The second objective is to develop and optimize local agriculture in the
remaining part of the area. Central Kalimantan is one of the provinces prone to forest fires.
From year to year, it has been a source of the haze in our country. We really hope that this will
decrease significantly as well as the other major problem of flooding. It is hoped that
employment and agriculture can reduce poverty in the area. And, importantly, carbon dioxide
emissions from Central Kalimantan will be reduced so that our atmosphere is more protected
from global warming and climate change.”

Dr. H. Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono, 16 February 2007 on announcing Inpres 2/2007.

The Master Plan team, drawing on international and national expertise including the University of
Palangkaraya, has worked between October 2007 and October 2008 to collect existing and new data
on the area, complete a range of analyses and work together with government and key stakeholders. A
number of organizations made significant contributions to the formulation of the Master Plan including
the Central Kalimantan Peatlands Project coordinated by Wetlands International and CIMTROP-
UNPAR, who undertook surveys and provided important inputs to the Master Plan. CARE Indonesia
provided a key role in leading community consultations held in nineteen sub-districts on the
rehabilitation and revitalization of the EMRP area, which provided important information on community
priorities. Bappenas, the three Working Groups of Inpres 2/2007, the Provincial Government of Central
Kalimantan and District Governments of Pulang Pisau, Kapuas, Barito Selatan and Palangkaraya have
assisted greatly through sharing information, knowledge and experience of the area.

Between July and October 2008, the draft Master Plan was presented to the three Working Groups of
Inpres 2/2007 (Conservation, Cultivation and Community Empowerment), the Provincial Government of
Central Kalimantan and other district stakeholders, the district governments of Pulang Pisau, Kapuas,
Barito Selatan and Palangkaraya. Based on feedback from these meetings and expert reviews, the
Master Plan was revised to produce a final draft version.

This Master Plan Summary Report is a condensed version of the Master Plan Main Synthesis Report
and is aimed to be an accessible document for policy makers and others. In addition to this, a series of
Master Plan Technical Reports have been completed.

The Master Plan team would like to thank all those who have given their time and knowledge during the
planning process and hope that this Master Plan can provide a helpful guide to the rehabilitation and
revitalization of this vast area and for the prosperity of the people living there. The Master Plan team
takes full responsibility for any shortcomings in this Master Plan.

The Master Plan Team
31 October 2008
Palangka Raya
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Overview of the Master Plan

1.

The Master Plan for the Rehabilitation and
Revitalization of the Ex-Mega Rice Project
(EMRP) Area presents a strategic
framework and guidance for the
implementation of Presidential Instruction
2/2007.

The area is a river delta of 1.4 million
hectares dominated by more than 900,000
ha of peat with roughly 450,000ha being
more than 3m deep. Deep peat (>3m) is
protected under Presidential Decree
32/1990 and more than 400,000ha of the
peat area >1m deep is now degraded and
without forest cover.

Poverty is relatively high and the
biophysical conditions remain challenging
for agriculture. It is proposed that Inpres
2/2007 targets 227 villages and 450,000
people living within and around the EMRP
area.

The Master Plan identifies seven key
challenges for the rehabilitation and
revitalization of the area: (1) wildfires, (2)
peatland management and rehabilitation,
(3) conservation and environmental
management, 4) agriculture, (5)
community and socio-economic
development, (6) institutional and
organisational capacity and (7) climate
change.

Three future scenarios are analysed based
on (a) a business as usual scenario, (b) a
plantation scenario and (c) a rehabilitation
and revitalization scenario. The conclusion
is that only through a concerted effort to
rehabilitate and revitalize the area can
balanced development occur that leads to
regional economic  growth, poverty
alleviation as well as positive environmental
outcomes. Effective rehabilitation and
revitalization of the area can also lead to
significant reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions.

The strategic approach of the Master Plan
is based on three main pillars: (1)
rehabilitate and conserve forests and peat
lands, (2) provide an enabling environment
for increased productivity of agriculture and
(3) support the provision of basic
infrastructure and services.

A spatial zoning of the area is proposed

based on natural hydrological landscape

units that defines four main management

zones:

* Protection Zone (773,500 ha) - Deep
peat and biodiversity conservation.

10.

* Limited Development Buffer Zone
(353,500 ha) - Cultivation with limited
drainage and controls on existing
drainage to minimize negative impacts
on the hydrological function in the peat
and maintain water levels as high as
possible in the dry season.

* Development Zone (295,500 ha) -
Development in hydrological units
without significant peat.

e Coastal Zone (40,000ha) - Coastal
protection and limited development.

Six main programs are proposed: (1) Fire
prevention and management, (2) Spatial
management and infrastructure, (3)
Sustainable peatland management and
conservation, (4) Agricultural revitalization,
(5) Community empowerment and socio-
economic development and (6) Institutional
development and capacity building. Carbon
finance, in particular, through projects to
reduce emissions from the area can play
an important part in achieving successful
rehabilitation of the area.

It is considered vital that the following
principles in the implementation of
programs are adhered to: (1) an Adaptive
Management Approach, (2) an Integrated
Approach, (3) a Landscape Scale
Approach, and (4) a Community-based
Approach.

A summary matrix of the proposed

interventions is presented. The key short-

term actions and recommendations include:

* Review and revoke permits for oil palm
and other large-scale plantations that
are on deep (>3m) and preferably on
medium deep (1-3m) peat.

* Revise the Annexes of Inpres 2/2007
with new knowledge of the existing
conditions.

* Revise the EMRP area part of the draft
provincial spatial plan (RTRWP).

* Focus agricultural revitalization on
intensification, optimization and
diversification of existing farm systems

e Plan for only a limited expansion of
new agricultural areas with a reduction
in the target for new transmigrants

* Take immediate action to build up fire
prevention and management capacity
prior to the 2009 dry season.

* Further development of the knowledge
base is needed.

e Plan for an incremental program,
starting with pilots in priority areas and
learning by doing through an adaptive
approach.
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1. Introduction

In 1995, the Government of Indonesia initiated
the Central Kalimantan Peatland Development
Project — commonly known as the Mega Rice
Project — to convert up to one million hectares
of peat and lowland swamp for rice cultivation.
The project involved extensive construction of
thousands of kilometers of canals and has led
to serious degradation and deforestation of the
area as a result of drainage and wildfires. The
land proved largely unsuitable for rice
cultivation and roughly half of the 15,594
transmigrant families moved to the area have
now left. Local residents have suffered through
damage to the area’s natural resources and the
hydrological impacts of the project.

Recognising the need to address the situation,
the Government has called for the rehabilitation
and revitalization of the area through the
issuance of the Presidential Instruction (Inpres)
No 2/2007. Inpres 2/2007 contains three main
interventions: (1) a Conservation and
Rehabilitation Program, (2) an Agricultural
Development Program and (3) a Community
Empowerment Program, which proposes an
additional 46,500 transmigrant families to be
moved to the area. The Governor of Central
Kalimantan has been appointed as the person

BLOCKC
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Figure 1: The Ex-Mega Rice Project (EMRP) area
covers 1,462,000 hectares in the eastern part of
Central Kalimantan.

responsible for the implementation of the
Presidential Instruction with the intention that a
Master Plan be produced to provide an
integrated framework to rehabilitate and
revitalize the EMRP area. This Master Plan,
produced with the assistance of the
Government of the Netherlands, is the result.
Based on the most complete data available and
current plans by relevant departments, it
assesses the development and conservation
potentials of the area, generates a number of
development scenarios and provides strategic
guidance and a framework with priority actions
for the rehabilitation and revitalization of the
area in line with the goals of Inpres 2/2007.

2. Existing Conditions in the Area

The EMRP area falls within the boundaries of
four districts (Figure 1) - Kapuas (629,827ha of
the EMRP area), Pulang Pisau (618,543ha),
Barito Selatan (197,601ha) and Palangkaraya
(16,324ha) — and is home 350,000 people.

Biophysical Conditions

The EMRP area is a river delta landscape
dominated by peat. Peat of more than 0.5m
depth covers about 920,000 ha of the EMRP
area of which about 450,000ha has a depth of
more than 3 metres (Figure 2). This deep peat
is legally designated for protection under
Presidential Decree 32/1990. The remaining
532,000 hectares consists mainly of mineral
soils. Traditional settlements are mostly found
along the riverbanks and levees, which are
suitable for agriculture based on local water
management and agricultural practices.

The hydrology of the area is determined by
(i) the sea tides entering the area, (ii)
upstream river flows into the area and (iii)
rainfall in the area. The upstream areas of the
rivers within the EMRP towards the main SPI
canal are mostly non-tidal and their flows more
seasonal being determined by river flows. River
flooding is particularly problematic in these
areas, especially along the Barito River, and
needs management interventions including
improved upstream watershed management. In
parts of the south of the area tidal flooding
occurs which has the potential for tidally
irrigated agriculture. Drainage associated with
the MRP has created problems with flooding in
some areas during the wet season and water
shortages during the dry seasons. Further peat
subsidence in the area through inappropriate
development and drainage may lead to floods
becoming a more widespread problem.

Peat domes exist between the main rivers
but subsidence of peat near to the canals
has caused the formation of ‘mini peat
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domes’. These domes are caused by drainage
impact of the canals on the peat being highest
near to the canals, which has led to high rates
of peat decomposition near to the canals. The
result is that dry season canal water levels can
be two metres or more below the highest parts
of the peat dome.

SOUTH KALIMANTAN
PROVINCE

Peat depth (m)
micersl sols ard pext <05m

L

BOS « MAWAS .3
Resteepest B >3

Figure 2 — Peat depth map with sampling
locations for the EMRP area. The map shows
peat >3m deep (red area) with peat depth zones
of 2-3m, 1-2m and 0.5-1m. The pink area
represents mineral soils and shallow peat <0.5m.

Hydrological assessments of the peatland
suggest that groundwater levels are
generally determined by local rainfall and
evapotranspiration — groundwater flows are
relatively limited. The creation of the
extensive canal systems and associated forest
loss and degradation damaged the natural
‘hummock-hollow’ micro-topography over large
areas. Even though the impact on groundwater
depths is greatest near canals, the overall
degradation and drainage has resulted in faster
surface run off of rainfall from the peatlands
and created a drier, fire prone landscape.

Current land cover is dominated by forest,
shrubland, degraded forest, agricultural
land (including tree crops) and burnt forest
and shrubs. Healthy and partially degraded
forests, cover about 550,000ha or 38% of the
total area, while severely degraded forests
cover a further 14%, shrublands and

grasslands cover 37%, and agricultural land
makes up the balance with 12%. Overlay of the
land cover map (Figure 3) with the peat depth
map (Figure 2) suggests that roughly
400,000ha of peat more than 1 metre depth is
now without forest cover.

The area still has significant biodiversity
value, especially in the remaining peat
swamp forests and the mangroves in the
coastal area. Important species are found
including the false gavial (Tomistoma
schlegelii) and a significant population of the
orangutan (Pongo pygmaeus).

Legend

- Riverine-Riparian forest Grassland and ferns

- Peat swamp forest - Recently burnt forest

- Swamp forest I Recently bumt shrubs
Mangrove ] Dryland agriculture

I Tree crops

Mangrove, degraded
- Severely degraded forest, woodlands
Shrubs - Water bodies

- Shrubs, sedges, flooded - Settlement
Figure 3: Land Use and Land Cover Analysis and

Classification for the EMRP Area (based on
SarVision 2008).

Fire is the most critical cause of forest
degradation in the EMRP area. Drainage of
peat and loss of forest cover has created ideal
conditions for outbreaks of fire, which not only
have created haze problems throughout the
region (with associated health problems and
economic losses) but contribute to global
climate change. Almost all areas of the EMRP
that are now non-forested have been burnt at
some time between 1997 and 2006.

Sawah (productive / abandoned)
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Socio-economic Conditions

The area’s economy is dominated by
agriculture and a diversity of farming systems
are found - rice based, tree crop based, and
livestock based - depending on local conditions
and the social groups involved. Significantly,
the poverty levels of 36% in the EMRP area are
the highest for the whole province, particularly
in the transmigration settlements established as
part of the Mega-Rice Project where poverty
rates are as high as 60-70%.

Basic services and rural infrastructures are
poorly developed, especially in the remote
areas. Much of the area lacks adequate
transportation systems, good quality fresh
water and basic sanitation services. Health and
education facilities are in need of increased
staffing and remote villages have problems
accessing these services. Inpres 2/2007 could
provide a real boost, in terms of financing, to
address these issues and make positive and
much needed improvements in the provision of
rural infrastructure and basic services.

Land and water management practices are
critical to agriculture in the area and are
closely related to the ethnic and cultural
background of communities and the bio-
physical conditions. An important difference
exists between management needs in the tidal
lowlands and the non-tidal upstream areas,
where flooding can be problematic. Large-scale
transmigration started in the 1970s and 1980s
in the swamp interior especially along the River
Kahayan close to the peat. The layout of these
schemes was based on early designs and
water management is not effective with
problems of limited water control, flushing and
drainage, and acidity. The transmigration sites
developed during the MRP in Block A are
based on improved designs, however the
supply canals do not function as envisaged as
they pass over elevated peat domes. This area
has a complex hydrology and construction of
these systems was not completed.

Agriculture, the key livelihood strategy in
the area, is mixed in nature and a farm
systems approach is taken in the Master
Plan. Farm systems have similar resource
bases, enterprise patterns, household
strategies and constraints that allow the
development of specific development strategies
and interventions that support farmers rather
than specific commodities.

Many farmers are subsistence farmers and
do not sell their produce. Many depend on
off-farm work opportunities and the harvesting
of forest products such as rattan, gelam and
fish. Average incomes are reported in the
region of Rp. 2-4 milion per year. The

establishment of tree crops and the
diversification of livelihood strategies from
agriculture to off-farm income generating
activities are major trends in the region.

Current problems faced by farmers for their
livelihoods include: (a) land tenure issues, (b)
access to finance, (c) access to markets and
(d) skills and knowledge.

At present the biophysical conditions place
limits on agriculture but improved agricultural
techniques, better land and water management
infrastructure and practices, and upgraded
support services could help farmers raise
productivity and provide easier access to
markets. Across the area, fisheries and to a
lesser extent forestry, provide an important
contribution to local incomes, while new
opportunities are emerging in the plantation
sector, especially oil palm.

Based on current land cover/land use and
socio-economic aspects, the Master Plan
identifies 12 Major Land Use Types in the
EMRP area." Each major land use type has
specific  biophysical and socio-economic
characteristics and requires a specific strategy
for rehabilitation and revitalization.

Flooding can be problematic, especially in the non-
tidal areas of the EMRP area such as the Jenamas
area along the Barito River in Block A.

' Two main categories are defined: (A) Natural
habitats including (1) Forest and degraded forest; (2)
Heavily degraded forest, shrubland and grassland;
(3) Mangrove forest; and (B) Developed areas
including: (4) Traditional Dayak land use along
rivers; (5) Traditional Banjar land use with large
handils in tidal and semi-tidal areas; (6)
Transmigration settlements in tidal area of Block D;
(7) Transmigration settlements in tidal area of Block
C; (8) Transmigration settlements in non-tidal area;
(9) MRP transmigration in upstream semi-tidal area;
(10) MRP transmigration; (11) MRP transmigration in
non-tidal area; (12) Tambak.
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Institutions, Plans & Permits

Past reviews of development in the EMRP area
have highlighted the dominance of specific
sectoral interests and a lack of integrated and
coordinated planning and development in the
region. Positive steps are being taken by sub-
national governments to address development
needs in the EMRP area although national
programs remain important. A number of
initiatives  focusing on  community-based
development have emerged at both the district
and provincial levels. For example, Central
Kalimantan provincial government has started
the Village Safeguarding and Development
program (PM2L), which promotes community-
based development through the placement of
village facilitators and focusing government
resources to meet villagers’ needs and
aspirations. Such an approach should be
expanded upon in the EMRP area with
strengthening of village institutions being a
significant need.

However, the policy for the EMRP area as
defined by |Inpres 2/2007 remains
inconsistent with both a number of regional
plans and policies as well as the detail
within the annexes of Inpres 2/2007. Three
main issues are highlighted:

* Plantation permits - Inpres 2/2007
allocated 17,500 ha of land for plantations.
However, a review of permits issued up to
March 2008 by district governments indicate
that 28 permits, mostly for oil palm, have been
issued covering 391,048 ha (Figure 4). Of
these, 119,564 ha are found on deep peat
(>3m) in contravention of Presidential Decrees
32/1990 and 80/1999. In order to reach the
objectives of Inpres 2/2007, it is strongly
recommended that the permits on the deep
peat are revoked or their boundaries revised
away from the deep peat, and more
advisedly, from much of the shallower peat.

e Transmigration — Inpres 2/2007 proposes
46,500 families to be moved to the area based
on the target of 93,000 ha of new irrigated rice
land. A review of the proposed locations shows
that a number of these are not suitable for
transmigration based on factors such as
unfavourable soil and water conditions, the
presence of deep or medium deep peat and a
remote location. It is strongly recommended
that the proposed new transmigration
developments in Blocks B and C are
cancelled.

* Road and Rail Development — Road and
rail development in the deep peat area may
increase risks of further deforestation and
peatland degradation, especially across peat
domes.

) ‘

\
Palang}ang'

J

Figure 4: Overlay of plantation licenses (left, yellow
shading) and the peat map. The red area shows peat

>3m deep.

3. Challenges and Future Scenarios

Rehabilitation and revitalization of the EMRP
area is an achievable policy objective but some
major challenges have to be overcome and
taken into serious consideration when planning
the details of future interventions. In addition,
three future scenarios — no significant progress
with rehabilitation and revitalization,
development of 390,000 hectares of
plantations, or a successful rehabilitation and
revitalization program — may occur given the
existing situation. Policy makers need to be
aware of these issues and possible scenarios
before moving forwards with initiatives in the
area.

Challenge 1: Wildfires

Human-induced wildfires are the most serious
and immediate threat to the EMRP area. Once
started, they are difficult to control, especially in
peat. Without proper fire management many of
the proposed interventions supporting the
improved welfare of people and rehabilitation of
the peatlands in the area will be impossible.
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Experiences and Potential for Fire Control =>
Community-based approaches for the management
of peatland fires in the EMRP by have been
developed by the University of Palangkaraya
(CIMTROP) through the EU-funded STRAPEAT and
RESTORPEAT projects and the Dutch-funded CKPP
project. Community fire brigades need upscaling and
linking to a broader, effective institutional basis for
fire prevention, management and suppression. In
addition, farmers need viable alternatives to burning
- the “no burn policy” should be focused on the
private sector and government contractors but needs
to ensure farmers do not cause wildfires.

Experiences and Potential for Hydrological
Rehabilitation => Both the CIMTROP and CKPP
initiatives have constructed dams to block canals
with varying success. Dams constructed are typically
composite dams consisting of gelam poles filled with
either sand or peat. Problems include overtopping
(water flows over the top of the structures), seepage
(water flows through and around the structures) and
destruction of dams through community action to
bypass the dam or storm water flows. Further piloting
of different structures is required. The Master Plan
Guideline on Canal Blocking presents proposed
design modifications and more detail on this issue.

Challenge 2: Peatland Management and
Rehabilitation

Past development in the EMRP has not
considered the vulnerable nature of peatland
and the impacts of drainage and clearance.
Peatlands are a dynamic system and drainage
leads to oxidation of peat and subsidence
through the processes of compaction and peat
loss as a result of oxidation. These processes
lead to a change in the topography of peatland
areas, which further affects hydrology and
drainage leading to potential flooding problems.

An integrated, phased approach to peatland
management and rehabilitation is required
involving fire management (see above),
hydrological rehabilitation, reforestation and
community development that raises awareness
and support for the proposed interventions and
leads to long-term benefits for communities.

Hydrological Management and
Rehabilitation

Appropriate management of peatland requires
stopping the drainage of all deep (>3m)
peatland (i.e. construction of canals and
ditches) and minimizing the drainage of
adjoining shallow (1-3m) peatland.

On deep peat, further development should
be prevented, current canals and ditches
should be blocked and the ground water
level raised where possible. Hydrological
assessments conducted by the Master Plan
team suggest that canal blocking is unlikely to
rewet large areas of peatland in the short-term
but is valuable in limiting further degradation
and changes in topography. Canal blocking
may in many cases rewet zones of roughly
300-500m around a canal, which has value for
ecological restoration and fire prevention. On
shallow peat, drainage should be limited but,
where it exists, water control structures should
be introduced to ensure that water loss during
the dry season can be minimized while during
the wet season excess water can drain.

Reforestation and Forest Rehabilitation

An estimated 400,000 ha of peat more than 1m
deep is now without forest cover and much of
this needs to be reforested as part of the
peatland and forest rehabilitation intervention.
An additional 130,000ha of shallow peat (0.5m-
1m) without forest could also be targeted for
reforestation, although part of this area is likely
to be used for agriculture by local communities.

Enabling natural regeneration and
succession to proceed is the most cost
effective and important approach to
reforestation, which requires wildfires to be
eliminated from the area. In the absence of
fire, parts of the EMRP peatland area
regenerate naturally, especially through pioneer
species such as tumih (Combretocarpus
rotundifolia). An IPB study at Kalampangan
close to remnant forest found that although the
seed bank was destroyed, wind-dispersed
tumih regenerated four months after the 1997
fires and by 2004 a total of 103 species were
found in their one-hectare study site.

Drained, degraded and burnt peatland: canals should
be blocked, further fire prevented and time given for
natural regeneration. If the area cannot regenerate
naturally, tree planting is required,

Given the regeneration barriers that exist
and utility of trees for agro-forestry and
other uses, reforestation through tree
planting will be needed in the area. In
general, forests in the area have a range of
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regeneration barriers: the absence of seed in
the soil (the seed bank), reduced seed
dispersal, competition, fire and soil nutrient
availability. Although natural regeneration does
occur, tree planting will be needed in (a) highly
degraded areas that are not regenerating
successfully, (b) in priority areas for biodiversity
where enrichment of regenerating stands with
certain peat swamp forest (PSF) tree species is
valuable and (c) in and near villages where
trees can provide livelihood opportunities and
an incentive for peatland rehabilitation. In
reforestation programmes, conditions of each
site need to be understood so that appropriate
species (and species-groups) are selected:
blanket approaches are inappropriate. In most
cases, using indigenous pioneer species
appears most successful.

Experiences and Potential for Community
Development in Peatland Areas => Experiences of
pilot projects in the area show that a community-
based approach to peat rehabilitation is critical to the
success of interventions. Planning in peatland areas
will need to focus on how to minimize and mitigate
unsustainable practices (e.g. deep drainage canals
and ditches) and the sustainable management of
peat land and its water resources (e.g. community
involvement in the planning and construction of
dams). Pilots of reforestation programs based on
Payments for Environmental Services (e.g.
CIMTROP Buy Living Trees, CKPP Biorights) have
also been piloted, where communities are rewarded
financially for successful reforestation outcomes.

Challenge 3: Conservation and
Environmental Management

Experiences and Potential for Reforestation =>
Various PSF restoration trials have been carried out
in Central Kalimantan under the STRAPEAT,
RESTORPEAT and CKPP projects by CIMTROP
and the CKPP NGO consortium. At the same time,
the Forestry and Agriculture departments of Central
Kalimantan have also been involved in replanting
programmes, most notably under the Gerhan
programme. All replanting trials in the EMRP area
have used only a limited number of species, often
planted in single-species groups rather than in mixed
assemblages, which will lead to artificial
monocultures and potential pest problems. Also, the
replanting trials have not recognised differences in
hydrology and natural succession between areas to
be replanted, and have taken a similar approach in
all regreening areas. Lastly, monitoring of seedling
survival in regreened areas has been variable.
Monitoring is vital, as this provides information about
survival, guides species choice, and will provide
lessons about planting methodologies.

Community Development in Peat Areas

The peat areas present specific issues for
community development in addition to general
issues discussed in Challenge 6 below.
Communities, especially the Dayak
communities, use the peat swamp forest and its
waters for harvesting a range of non-timber
forest products such as rattan, fish, gelam and
gemor. A number of social challenges exist in
the peat areas including: a broad range of
people use the canals for transportation, which
will require detailed participatory planning and
negotiation of canal blocking in different areas;
land tenure and boundary issues need
resolving, requiring community mapping for
resolving disputes; communities may wish to
construct drainage canals for rubber and other
crops, which can have negative impacts on the
peat; and new transmigrants tend to have
limited knowledge of effective ways of farming
in peatland.

About 555,000ha of peat swamp forest remains
in a relatively good condition with conservation
value and includes: (i) the Mawas peat swamp
forest (288,000 ha), which comprises the
eastern half of Block E and the northern part of
Block A; (ii) the Kapuas-Kahayan peat swamp
forest (250,000 ha), which comprises the
western half of Block E and the northern part of
Block B; and (iii) the Sebangau-Kahayan peat
swamp forest (roughly 17,000ha) at the
northern end of Block C.

Fire, illegal logging and plantation
development are the main threats to
conservation in these peat swamp forest
areas. Mangroves in the south of the area are
rich but threatened by brackish pond (tambak)
development.

Environmental management in the area is
beginning to address the key issues but needs
to be strengthened to ensure effective
outcomes (e.g. through improved
Environmental Impact Assessments / ANDAL).

Experiences and Potential for Conservation and
Environmental Management => A number of
conservation initiatives exist in the area: BOS and
BKSDA are working to preserve the Mawas area,
which requires formal status to be clarified; the
Sebangau National Park Agency (Balai Taman
Nasional) and WWF are working with in the
Sebangau National Park to the west of the EMRP
area; and CIMTROP manages the Sebagau Natural
Laboratory Research area and a site in the north of
Block C. Development of further partnerships and
support for these organizations, including strong
community partnerships in the Mawas and
Sebangau areas, is required in order to improve
conservation outcomes in the area. Strengthening
environmental management including the EIA
(ANDAL) process with a direct consideration of
environmental impacts of development in peatlands
is required.




Master Plan for the Rehabilitation and Revitalization of the EMRP Area

Challenge 4: Agriculture

About two-thirds of the total EMRP is
dominated by peat while the mineral areas
have extensive areas of (potential) acid
sulphate soils, which create significant
challenges for agriculture. Sustainability of
agriculture in the EMRP area depends largely
on proper management of these biophysical
assets (i.e. the ‘wise use’ of peat land and
improved management of land and water
resources) and proper investments in human
assets (e.g. agriculture, education and health
services). The challenge is to identify specific
rural development needs and opportunities and
to focus investments in areas where the
greatest impact will be achieved.

Strengthening Farm Systems

Rice-based Farm System - Current biophysical
conditions in the rice producing areas (mostly
Block A and Block D) are marginally suitable for
rice production. Currently about 110,000 ha is
planted with rice with average yields of 1.5-2.5
tons per hectare. Key issues for the rice-based
farm system in the area are: (i) low yields
(especially as a result of poor biophysical
conditions and poor land and water
management practices), (ii) small farm size, (iii)
limited farm diversification, and (iv) the absence
of adequate local markets for agricultural
products.

A strategy of intensification and
optimization of existing rice producing land
to increase rice yields has the greatest
potential for success. This will require
attention to land and water management,
upgrading of agricultural and rural infrastructure
and support services, especially the extension
services. Limited new areas for agriculture
could be developed in the most potential areas
of block D and south of block A.

Tree-based Farm System - Rubber (33,500 ha
in the EMRP area) and coconut (24,500 ha) are
well established and are linked to smallholder
agriculture, while oil palm is emerging as an
estate crop with potential for jobs and a
possible access to a new market for
smallholder farmers. At present, there is
suitable land for oil palm (perhaps 100-
200,000ha) in the EMRP area, however more
permits have been issued than suitable
available land (see p. 7).

More farmers in the EMRP area are
specializing towards tree-based and other
cash crops. With relatively low labour
requirements (e.g. rubber, fruit trees and
vegetables), these provide opportunities to
seek off-farm diversification to secure income.
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However, many farmers in the EMRP are
constrained by lack of resources (e.g. land,
finance and quality seed) to make the transition
to cash crops. Low yields, access to markets
and farmer skills are the key challenges for
tree-based systems in the EMRP area.

Livestock—based Farm System - The extent of
the livestock-based farm system in the EMRP
is limited to a number of the older transmigrant
communities. The system consists of livestock
and horticulture. Initial investments are high
and without government support farmers do not
have the financial capacity to buy livestock. No
local breeding is done and all cattle are sold
with new animals provided by the government.

Prospects for livestock (cattle and chicken) and
horticulture seem good but need to consider
how to integrate these into the existing
traditional farming systems. For peat areas,
livestock can offer income without the need for
extensive land use and drainage assuming
feed is readily available.

Potential for Agriculture => Land and water
management improvements are a pre-requisite for
improving agricultural productivity. Assuming these
are achieved, improving the skills and productivity of
farmers (e.g. mechanization) remains a key issue.
Current practices are based in local experiences but
the exchange of knowledge between farmers is
limited. Farmer field schools linked to research
networks and strengthening of extension services
could be developed. This would also involve a
reorientation of field research away from
experimental plots to on-farm research. Major
investments in agriculture should be focused on the
more fertile mineral soils of the area. Greater access
to markets (through improved infrastructure) and
better market information to farmers to ensure higher
prices for produce are required. Intensification to
improve yields in existing rice and tree-based farm
systems and diversification of farm systems are
strategies with the most potential for successful
outcomes.

Improving Land and Water Management

Drainage management is the key to
sustainable development of the EMRP area.
However, drainage in peat areas (and to some
extent mineral areas) will bring about
irreversible changes that may conflict with
peatland rehabilitation goals. The lowlands are
dynamic landscapes and the sustainability of
drainage schemes and reclamation projects is
determined by present and future topographical
relations of the land with river hydrology.
Situations with poor drainage, both now and in
the future, will lead to poorly performing
reclamation schemes and the potential for
increased flooding problems.
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An essential feature of land and water
management in (tidal) lowlands is the
capability of the water management
infrastructure to maintain a proper soil and
water quality through controlled drainage
and the flushing and leaching of acids and
toxins. Poor water management and stagnant
water conditions are a problem in the EMRP
area and current designs and water
management practices are neither complete
nor adapted to the principles of controlled
drainage, leaching and flushing. Careful
attention needs to be given to water
management between the peat and
neighboring agricultural areas that requires a
hydrological landscape perspective to land and
water management, planning and development.

Challenge 5: Community and Socio-
economic Development

Potential for Land and Water Management =>
Land reclamation is a long-term and dynamic
process. Interventions and designs need to take
future drainage and flooding into account and
planning is needed at the landscape hydrological
scale rather than just scheme level. Redesign of
existing schemes is required to improve soil and
water quality and undeveloped land in and around
agricultural  blocks, especially in the MRP
transmigration sites of Lamunti, Dadahup and
Palingkau, need to be brought into production and
management: the proposed transmigration “refill”
program can contribute positively towards this goal.
However, conservation and development areas
should be spatially separated, preferably with a
buffer zone. Successful development of existing
transmigration areas is required to reduce pressures
on forest and other peatland resources as part of an
integrated lowland development strategy.

Communities in the EMRP area have many
positive assets that form the basis for providing
assistance for community and socio-economic
development. However, communities in the
EMRP also face a range of problems and
constraints on their development.

Consultations and workshops with community
representatives at sub-district and district levels
identified four main issues: (a) locally weak
institutional relationships, (b) poor supportive
infrastructure and services, (c) lack of producer
(including farmer) groups, associations and
cooperatives, and (d) lack of secure land
tenure. Programs need to focus on the four
core issues but need be adapted to the socio-
economic context of the communities.
Traditional leaders (e.g. the damang) should be
engaged where possible.

Fisheries Development

Acidity, resulting from drainage canals across
the peat domes, and saltwater intrusion into the
rivers places limits on the development of
fisheries in the area and sedimentation of rivers
as a result of deforestation causes a decrease
in fish stocks. As a result, aquaculture practices
are often unproductive due to the inappropriate
selection of sites and water quality issues.

Potential for Community and Socio-economic
Development => On-farm and off-farm livelihood
diversification strategies to reduce risks are common
in the EMRP area. There is a clear trend away from
rice cultivation towards tree crop farming and
vegetable growing. The policy on zero burning
accelerates this process. Village development
visions include (a) to increase tree crop farming:
rubber, rattan and fruit trees; (b) to increase food
self-sufficiency; (c) good market access through road
improvements and strengthened marketing
networks; (d) good access to health and education
services; (e) rehabilitation of secondary canals; (f)
farming skills and strong farmer organizations; (g)
strong partnerships with GOl and other partners who
can support agricultural development.

Challenge 6: Institutional and
Organisational Capacity

Potential for Fisheries => Opportunities in the
future include (a) freshwater aquaculture brackish
water ponds in coastal lowlands (fambaks),
freshwater ponds (kolam) and cages (karamba)
located in the rivers, (b) expansion of traditional pond
capture fisheries (beje) and (c) development of
ornamental fish of peatland waters. Current capture
fisheries (including beje) require fish stock
assessments to be undertaken to avoid
unsustainable exploitation of the fishery. In general,
an integrated plan for fisheries development is
needed along with capacity development of the
Fisheries Agency. Further details are provided in the
Master Plan Technical Report on Fisheries.

The rehabilitation and revitalization of the
EMRP area is an immensely challenging
program that requires integration and an
innovative  collaborative  response  from
government, donors and NGOs.

An effective institutional mechanism from
Jakarta to Palangka Raya and through to
the villages needs to be established. The
establishment of the National Team for Inpres
2/2007 and the three working groups (Pokja)
provides the potential for the development of an
integrated response, which needs to be
assured through effective planning,
implementation, monitoring and evaluation
(which  requires a Standard Operating
Procedure for integrated implementation of
Inpres 2/2007) and the establishment of a
supportive institutional mechanism from Jakarta
to the villages. In Palangkaraya, a secretariat
staffed by full-time professionals is required to
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drive an integrated response with the
coordinating teams at the province and district
levels. Sub-districts (via the Camat) and
villages (via village leaders) need to be a focus
for action in the field and can play a key role in
supporting an integrated and participatory
approach.

The technical knowledge base needs further
development with a strong emphasis on
monitoring and understanding outcomes.
Work undertaken by the Master Plan team has
established that the knowledge base for
successful rehabilitation and revitalization of
the EMRP area remains limited. Basic
inventory data is required, especially on
topography, hydrology, peat characteristics and
land suitability. Current knowledge of the
functioning of the tropical peat ecosystem,
while having advanced in the last 10 years,
remains far from complete. Basic and applied
research, especially relatihg to peat
rehabilitaton and carbon, needs to be
completed. International, national and local
expertise, especially from the University of
Palangkaraya, needs to be mobilized to support
development of this knowledge base.

Local government and NGO capacities need
to be built up to cope with the potential
interventions and new approaches that
need to be initiated. Rehabilitation and
revitalization of the EMRP area will require
local organizations to acquire new knowledge
and build capacity for the implementation of
programs. Within government  training
institutions, there is limited capacity to train
staff in lowland and peatland management,
which requires upgrading. International and
national expertise on peat and lowland
management issues and training capacity
should be mobilized. The development of key
government training institutions and the
University of Palangkaraya should be a priority
for increasing knowledge and skills in local
government and NGOs.

Challenge 7: Climate Change

Successful rehabilitation and revitalization
of the EMRP can make a major contribution
to climate change mitigation. Estimates of
carbon emissions from peatland in SE Asia are
in the order of more than 1 billion tonnes of
carbon dioxide per year on average (equivalent
to ~4% of global emissions) and fire has been
the major source of emissions over the last
decade.? Conservation of peatlands and forests
(which store carbon), fire prevention and
limiting drainage (which can reduce ongoing
emissions) can provide major emissions
reductions of global significance and may
generate significant revenues.

Real incentives need to be developed to
mitigate the risk of such emissions. Carbon
finance mechanisms such as REDD (currently
under development), CDM (which as yet has no
approved methodology for tropical peatlands),
and “voluntary” carbon emission reduction
schemes could make peatland rehabilitation
economically attractive and provide a
significant source of income for the region.
Strong support and action from the
Government to develop these mechanisms
(including the sharing of benefits between
government and communities) through pilots
and other initiatives would be a strategic means
of achieving the goals of Inpres 2/2007.

With livelihoods so strongly rooted in
climate sensitive sectors (agriculture and
fisheries) adaptation will also have to be
considered. It is projected that sea levels will
rise in this century by 0.2 - 0.6 meters. This will
increase flooding along the coastal zone by
2050 (assuming a 20 cm rise in sea level) and
saltwater intrusion in coastal areas, which will
create problems with drinking water availability
and tidal irrigation schemes. Future planning
will need to take these issues into account.

Climate change should become an integral part
of all planning in the EMRP area. Climate
change will most likely affect Indonesia and the
EMRP area through longer dry seasons and an
increase in frequency of floods. Climate change
may therefore lead to an increase in fire risk
and will affect agriculture. Although climate
change is a global issue it needs to be
addressed locally. There are two basic
approaches to respond to this: (a) mitigation
through reducing emissions and (b) adaptation
to the expected impacts of climate change.
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Potential for Responding to Climate Change =>
The EMRP area has been proposed by GOI as a
pilot for REDD projects focusing on peatlands. At
present, Australia has initiated the Kalimantan Forest
and Climate Partnership focusing on 100,000ha of
forested and degraded peatland in Block A and
Block E; the CKPP consortium is planning a second
project phase with a focus on carbon including
mobilization of resources through  Wetland
International’s proposed private sector supported
Global Peatland Fund; and a private sector initiative
to establish a carbon project in 50,000ha of
degraded peatland in Block C. With interest in such
initiatives since the UNFCCC meeting in Bali in
December 2007, other donors are also interested in
exploring opportunities to support carbon-related
projects in the area.

2 Hooijer et al. (2006) Peat CO2. Page et al. 2002
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Future Scenarios

Given the range of challenges as well as the
prevailing biophysical and social conditions in
the EMRP area, the Master Plan considers
three possible scenarios for  future
development. These are not predictions of the
future but have been developed to shed light on
possible consequences of present decisions.
The three scenarios and their potential
outcomes 25 years from now (2033) are
discussed in turn and summarized at the end of
each discussion.

Scenario 1. There is no change in the
current development paradigm

In this scenario there is no more blocking of
canals, no development of plantation permits,
no more transmigration, government services
remain unchanged, no carbon finance
programs are implemented and fires continue
at current frequencies with major fire outbreaks
every 10 years.

Outcomes - By 2033, the population of the
EMRP reaches approximately 630,000, land
use remains suboptimal due to land and water
management problems and is dominated by
small holders who by 2033 will have used up
most of what currently remains of idle land. Fire
outbreaks occur at current levels within a ten-
year cycle, and peat subsistence continues.
llegal logging in forests continues with a
resulting reduction in locally needed forest
products. Flooding remains a problem and the
EMRP area remains a net emitter of carbon
through fires and peat subsistence. Poverty is
not alleviated and remains a chronic problem.

Summary — A future of low growth and
continued environmental degradation. With
this scenario there will be very slow growth in
per capita income and poverty remains high.
The area will remain a source of global carbon
emissions.

Scenario 2. Plantation development is
implemented as currently planned

Large parts of the EMRP area are converted to
oil palm concessions, there is no peatland
rehabilitation, population growth naturally
increases. Market conditions and government
services remain unchanged, no carbon finance
programs are implemented, and major fires
occur at on a ten-year cycle (20 years for
plantation areas).

Outcomes - The population of the EMRP area
reaches approximately 630,000 by 2033.
Smallholder farms cover less land area than
the first scenario. Approximately 400,000 ha of
the total EMRP area will be under plantations -

mostly large oil palm estates. Land use will be
suboptimal due to land and water management
problems. Fires remain at current frequencies.
Peat subsidence remains high in the peat areas
drained for oil palm and near the MRP canals.
Peat may largely disappear in the southern
parts of their current distribution in blocks B and
C. Flooding will increase as peat subsides in
the areas of peat with oil palm. Agricultural pest
and diseases become a serious problem.
Carbon emissions continue at high rate -
especially if fire is used for land clearance for
plantations. Although emissions from fire might
be reduced in plantations these limited gains
will be offset in the long-term by the emissions
of carbon from the oxidizing peat. Regional
economic growth will be largely dependent on
the price of oil palm. Total tax revenues could
be in the region of USD 70-80 million per year
from the oil palm but the direct revenues for the
province and districts would be in the region of
USD 2 million dollars. These earnings could be
offset by the need to build additional
infrastructure to deal with the increased
flooding caused by the loss of peat. Up to 60-
100,000 low wage jobs could be created, but
the risks regarding income based on the
reliance on CPO prices would be higher than
the diversified strategy farmers currently adopt.

Summary - This scenario produces high
growth but at a higher risk and with
negative environmental impacts on the
peatland. The livelihoods of tens of thousands
of people who work on plantations are
dependent on continued high commodity prices
and lack of pest invasions. Negative impacts on
the peatlands and local hydrology are
unacceptably high.

Scenario 3. Peatland Rehabilitation and
agricultural revitalization

Peatlands and their forests are rehabilitated,
tree crop plantations — including 100,000ha or
more of oil palm — are established in suitable
clear areas in accordance with spatial plans,
population growth increases naturally and
carbon finance schemes are developed and
implemented. Agricultural productivity improves
- led by farmers and the private sector —
doubling yields in 25 years.

Outcomes - Population reaches approximately
630,000 by 2033. Land cover includes large
areas of regenerating forest along with oil palm
and other tree crops. Land use is improved due
to better management of land and water, which
contributes to higher yields of rice and other
crops in areas suitable for agriculture (ie. away
from the deep peat). Rehabilitation of peat
areas and effective fire management results in
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a reduction in fires and carbon emissions
leading to significant carbon revenues (possibly
in the region of USD 50-100 million or more per
year) that are shared equitably between project
proponents, communities, farmers and
government to provide positive incentives
ensuring long-term sustainability.3

Annual economic growth averages 5% and is
spread over a range of commodities and is
driven by higher vyields based on the
revitalization program. Roughly 15-25,000 new
jobs are created, especially in the plantation
sector and through carbon projects with several
thousand people employed in fire protection,
water control, and reforestation etc. Household
incomes rise due to improved agriculture and
carbon revenues and with improved services
infrastructure poverty rates are reduced.

Summary - The scenario produces a
balanced, sustainable development
outcome. The economy grows, poverty is
reduced, environmental services are sustained,
and carbon emissions are reduced.

4. Strategy for the Rehabilitation and
Revitalization of the EMRP Area

The analysis of three future scenarios -
supported by the feedback during consultations
with stakeholders - indicate that “rehabilitation
and revitalization” is the only positive future for
the EMRP area, reinforcing that the issuance of
Inpres 2/2007 was a highly appropriate policy
decision.

The proposed long-term management goal for
the EMRP area is to:

“Create long-term prosperity for the local
population through the rehabilitation of the
area’s ecosystems, developing appropriate
infrastructure and public services, and
increasing agricultural productivity”.

Master Plan for Rehabilitation and Conservation

In 2007, the Department of Forestry completed a
Master Plan for the Rehabilitation and Conservation
of the EMRP area (Permen 55/Menhut-11/2008). The
Master Plan considers three periods: (i) 2007-2011
to improve structure, (ii) 2011-2017 to rehabilitate
function, (iii) 2017 onwards for long-term
management.

The goals of the Master Plan are: (1) Protection of
forest and establishment of boundaries according to
function and (2) Forest rehabilitation and ecosystem
restoration on the context of revitalization.

The Master Plan has three main demand-driven
principles are:

1. Confirmation (pengukuhan) of the forest area that
will be delineated must be completed after
allocation of other land uses with commitment and
support for the agreed forest land allocation;

2. The presence and recognition of communities
living based on customary law (adat) shall be seen
as an integral part of the conservation of the area
and in the process of confirming the forest area and
its status as state forest (hutan negara), forest under
rights (hutan hak) and/or customary forest (hutan
adat);

3. Conservation of the EMRP area will prioritise
"access tenure” over "land tenure”.

® This estimate is based on estimated current emissions
from the EMRP area of 40-80 Mt/yr of carbon dioxide
(roughly 11-22 MtC/yr). Assuming emissions reductions of
50% from interventions and a carbon price of USD10 per
ton of carbon, this is equivalent to USD 50-100 million per
year. For more information on the estimate of carbon
emissions, see the Master Plan Technical Report on
Peatland Subsidence and CO, Emissions.
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This goal has a three-pronged strategy:

* Rehabilitate and conserve forests and peat
lands;

e Support provision of basic infrastructure
and services;

* Provide an enabling environment for
increased productivity of agriculture.

It is anticipated that achieving long-term
sustainable management of the EMRP area will
take more than five years as indicated in the
Master Plan for Conservation produced by the
Department of Forestry (see Box, left). The
strategy for rehabilitation and revitalization
presented here should be considered as an
initial phase during which important steps can
be taken and lessons learned.

Medium Term (Five Year) Goals

» Eliminate wildfires from the area

+ Establish detailed spatial plans, effective
systems to manage spatial development
and develop macro-infrastructure;

+ Rehabilitate and conserve existing peatland
and forest resources;

* Increase agricultural productivity in the area
through intensification and diversification of
farm systems, upgrading of land and water
management infrastructure and practices
and limited development of new areas;

+ Reduce poverty through community
empowerment and socio-economic
development;

« Establish an effective institutional basis and
capacity for the rehabilitation, revitalization
and long-term management of the EMRP
area.
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Short-term Priorities for 2009

* Manage and mitigate risks especially fire;

* Resolve outstanding or potential conflicts
regarding the draft provincial spatial plan
(RTRWP) and oil palm plantation expansion;

* Develop the knowledge base, approaches
and detailed plans for the achievement of
the medium term goals;

* Review, continue and initiate new projects
for rehabilitation and revitalization.

Target Area and Villages of Inpres 2/2007
The Master Plan recommends the programs
under Inpres 2/2007 are targeted at all 187
villages within the EMRP area and 40 villages
in the surrounding area. As an area-based
development initiative, Inpres 2/2007 will have
greater impact if these additional villages are
included. Programs will need to be adapted to
the specific needs and socio-economic
conditions in the villages.

Key Principles

In translating strategies into management
interventions and programs several key
principles will be adhered to:

1. Adaptive Management - It is neither
possible nor desirable to provide a “blue-print”
for implementation of Inpres 2/2007. During
implementation lessons will be learned as to
what works and what does not and these
lessons should be included in future planning.
Adaptive management promotes a process of
“learning by doing” and integrates planning and
design with ongoing monitoring, assessment
and evaluation.

2. Adoption of an Integrated Approach -
Implementation of the master plan will be
complex and will involve a large number of
sectors - each with its own interests and
responsibilities. A major challenge will be to
integrate and harmonise these needs so as to
reduce any conflicts and to maximise
synergies.

3. Planning and Implementation at a
Landscape Ecosystem scale - The different
parts of the landscape should not be
considered in isolation but integral components
of a complex landscape mosaic, with each part
having affects on its neighbours. The
rehabilitation and revitalization program needs
to take a resource-based approach to lowland
management.

4. Meaningful Involvement of Communities -
Communities in the EMRP area should be
aware of and have a voice and role in planning
for their environment and the development of
their respective areas. Feedback from local
communities is essential to measure the

effectiveness (or not) of interventions and will
serve to constantly improve planning and future
actions.

5. Spatial Zoning

Spatial zoning is a key aspect to the
management of the area. The Master Plan
defines two levels of spatial categories -
Management Zones and Management Units.

Management Zones recognize that peat and
lowlands need to be managed at a landscape
level and are based on natural hydrological
boundaries. The natural hydrological boundary
that separates the peatland and predominantly
mineral areas runs from the mouth of the
Kahayan River to Anjir Kalampan, up the
Kapuas River and through block A to the Barito
River.

JAVA SEA

Figure 5: Proposed Management Zones in the
EMRP Area

The EMRP area has four kinds of management
zone (Figure 5):

1. Protection Zone (Kawasan Lindung) -
773,500 ha - Defined by combining the deep
peat (>3m) and areas with high biodiversity
value. The first priority in this zone is to
conserve the remaining forest and peatlands by
strong action against illegal logging and fires,
and, where deforestation has taken place,
through rehabilitation. Drainage should be
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minimized and stopped altogether. Where
drainage is currently in progress canal blocking
will be needed. It is proposed that each of the
three protection areas (green areas in Figure 5)
become Forest Management Units (Kesatuan
Pengelolaan Hutan). Some of the intact forests
within this zone qualify as conservation areas.

2. Limited Use Buffer Zone (Kawasan
Penyangga - Budidaya Terbatas) - 353,500
ha - This zone is effectively a buffer between
the protection zone and the agricultural
development areas defined by the hydrological
boundary. This land surrounding peat domes

Management Units are areas within the
Management Zones that require integrated
management to achieve the overriding policy
goal. In the Protection Zone and Limited Use
Buffer Zone, the Management Units are defined
by the hydrological boundaries of these
combined zones: hence ‘protection’ and ‘limited
use’ is managed within a single unit.
Management Units in the Development Zone
are delineated in accordance with land
suitability and socio-economic factors. The
Coastal Zone is a single management unit.
Nine management units (I-IX are defined
(Figure 6).

with a peat depth of less than three meters

needs to be managed with limited drainage.
The zone also includes the strip of mineral soils
near to the rivers where mostly Dayak
communities live. Interventions in Buffer Zones
can only be done if they do not conflict with the
functions of the protection areas and the
regional hydrology. Large-scale developments
requiring drainage such as oil palm plantations
and transmigration are not recommended for
this zone.

3. Development Zone (Kawasan Budidaya) -
295,500 ha - This zone constitutes areas that
are hydrologically independent of the peat
domes and that have no biodiversity value. The
zone has no significant peat deposits and is
dominated by mineral soils, so development for
large-scale agriculture, plantations, animal
husbandry and fisheries can be the priority
policy goal.

4. Coastal Zone (Kawasan Pesisir) - 40,000
ha - This zone is comprised of mangrove
forests and other costal land cover in the
southern part of the EMRP area. Mangrove
forests in good conditions and those that are
regenerating have been proposed for
conservation. Highly degraded areas could be
considered for semi-intensive aquaculture.

M
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Figure 6: Proposed Management Units in the
EMRP Area.

Box: Criteria for Development in the Limited Development Buffer Zone

Laws and regulations in Indonesia define that peat more than 3m in depth should be protected and conserved.
However, this boundary is not a natural boundary and peat less than 3m deep still forms part of the peat dome
and is hydrologically linked to the deeper peat. Peatland rehabilitation and ‘wise’ sustainable use of peatland
therefore requires careful management of peat less than 3m deep, which in the EMRP area covers about
450,000ha of the area.

Given that peat less than 3m is not legally protected, the Master Plan proposes a limited development buffer
zone. Within this zone large scale development, especially in peat over 1m should not occur if the area’s peat
resource is to be managed sustainably. As a result, development that requires extensive drainage of the peat
such as large-scale plantations and transmigration should be prohibited in areas with extensive peat over 1m
depth.

Where communities already exist in this zone, such as Dayak communities living along the Kahayan, Kapuas
and Barito Rivers and transmigrants in Pangkoh, Lamunti and other transmigation areas, support should be
given to assist communities to utilize the peat resource sustainably. This will require action to limit and control
drainage (depth and intensity of drainage canals, water control structures) and to minimize new drainage in
deeper peat areas. A combination of village-based resource planning and extension can help with this. Overall,
the aim is to minimize drainage and degradation of the peat in this zone, while enabling communities to make
sustainable use of their resources. Further definition of criteria in this zone is required, which could form the
basis for local legislation on this issue.
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6. Main Programs

Six main programs are proposed for the
rehabilitation and revitalization of the EMRP
area:

1. Fire Prevention and Management
2. Spatial Management and Macroinfrastructure

3. Peatland Management, Rehabilitation and
Conservation

4. Agricultural Revitalization

5. Community and Socio-economic
Development

6. Institutional and Capacity Development

Program 1: Fire Prevention and
Management

Objective: Eliminate wild fires from the EMRP
area

It cannot be over-emphasized that prevention
of fires is a major and urgent intervention.
Without effective fire  prevention and
management, rehabilitation and revitalization
efforts remain at great risk of failing.

Approach: Effective fire management requires
several components. This first is effective fire
management institutions and Indonesia is now
fortunate in having a ministerial level agency
Badan Nasional Penanggqulangan Bencana
(BNPB) to coordinate the prevention and
response to fires and acts with its provincial
offices BPBD. Other components considered
important are the development of a Fire
Information System to analyse fire risk and to
predict where fires might break out, a Fire
Prevention Capability, Fire Preparedness to
ensure that the human and logisitics resources
are ready and adequate, Fire Suppression as
a response to fires that have already started,
and Fire Impact Analysis to assess causes of
fires and to identify any culpable parties and, if
necessary, to instigate any legal follow-up.
Existing community-based approaches need to
be expanded and linked to the broader fire
prevention and management system.

Priority Actions: The following actions are

recommended by the Master Plan to improve

fire management in EMRP area (and Central

Kalimantan as a whole):

* Clearly define and respect the roles and
duties of the agencies and bodies tasked
with undertaking fire prevention and
management.

* Ensure effectiveness and finance of parties
involved with fire management at all levels -
national to village.

+ Promote the establishment of clear
operating procedures to ensure full

coordination,
communication
involved.

» Support capacity building for all parties
involved and have this reflected and
supported in government programming and
budgeting

+ Promote the consistency of policies and
regulations concerning fire management
across all levels of government integrated
with other sector plans.

« Strengthen and expand existing community-
based fire management (and suppression)
capacities and integrate the existing
organizational framework

+ Strengthen and expand other fire
management (and suppression) capacities.

* Implement in concert with existing
regulations and policies the aims of the
Palangka Raya declaration on forest and
land fires.

cooperation and
between the parties

Program 2: Spatial Management and
Macro-infrastructure

Objective: Establish detailed spatial plans,
effective systems to manage spatial
development and develop macro-infrastructure

As one of the main goals of spatial planning is
to define the pattern of macro-infrastructure
development in support  of  regional
development, these are combined into one
programmatic focus. However, these are cross
cutting issues and require an integrated
development approach in the area.

Currently, spatial and development plans are
not yet aligned to the plans for rehabilitation
and revitalization in the EMRP area.
Furthermore, there has been a systematic
failure of the control of spatial development
evidenced by the issuance of plantation
licenses on deep peat.

Macro-infrastructure (roads, bridges, river
transportation, water and flood mitigation)
should be developed in accordance with the
revised spatial plans for the EMRP area. This
will include ensuring adequate transportation
infrastructure is in place but that environmental
impacts are mitigated and macro-infrastructure
is not developed that compromises the
rehabilitation and revitalization goals. An
example of such development is the
construction of roads into deep peat areas and
through conservation areas. The Master Plan
Technical Report on Green Engineering offers
some suggestions for how infrastructure
development in peatland areas can limit
environmental impacts.
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Approach: The Master Plan provides guidance
for development of the area based on a vision
of a rehabilitated and revitalization EMRP area,
which can be used to develop detailed spatial
plans that guide investments for macro-
infrastructure in the area. At the present time,
consultants mobilised by the Department of
Public Works (Directorate General for Spatial
Planning) are completing a review of spatial
planning in the EMRP area. Once completed, a
detailed spatial plan (Rencana Tata Ruang
Kawasan Strategis / Khusus) will need to be
completed by technical consultants that have
an understanding of peat and lowland
development. Institutional mechanisms based
on Law 26/2007 on Spatial Planning will need
to be implemented to control spatial
development in the area.

Priority Actions: The following actions are
proposed by the Master Plan for spatial
planning and infrastructure in the EMRP area:

* Revise the Indicative Spatial Plan in the
Annexes of Inpres 2/2007 and the draft
provincial spatial plan (RTRWP) for the
EMRP area using the new information from
the Master Plan;

e Conduct detailed spatial planning in the
EMRP area based on the Master Plan
using technical consultants with experience
and knowledge of peat and lowland areas;

e Update district spatial plans (RTRWK)
based on the above;

e Ensure integration between spatial
planning and development planning;

* Implement a mechanism from provincial to
district levels that ensures spatial
development is controlled according to
spatial plans based on Law 26/2007;

* Produce a macro-infrastructure investment
strategy based on the detailed spatial
planning

* A multi-year construction program of
macro-infrastructure based on the macro-
infrastructure investment strategy.

Program 3: Peatland Management,
Rehabilitation and Conservation

Objective: Rehabilitate and conserve existing
peatland and forest resources

Peatland management, rehabilitation and
conservation is focused on the Protection and
Limited Use Buffer  Zones. Primary
interventions include (a) rehabilitation of
hydrological functions and water management,
(b) forest management and rehabilitation, (c)
conservation and (d) establishment of
protection and conservation boundaries and
management arrangements. An integrated,
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phased approach should be developed that
combines these actions with (i) fire prevention
and management and (ii) community and socio-
economic development (see programs 1 and
5). Hydrological rehabilitation should be
completed and monitored prior to or in parallel
with any reforestation interventions.

A) Hydrological Rehabilitation. The
rehabilitation of hydrological functions will take
a long time, measured in decades, but the
process should begin as soon as possible so
as to reduce peat oxidation, allow natural
regeneration of forests, and provide water for
surrounding agricultural areas during the dry
season.

for an interval of 1.0 meter (as red dots) and
additional locations for an interval of 0.5 meters (blue
dots).

In the Protection Zone, the approach calls
for the development of a system of more
than 700 composite dams to block drainage
canals. In order to avoid dangerous peak
discharge flows, the dams should be spaced to
create a difference in water head levels
between dams of 0.2-0.3m (Figure 7). The first
dams will be built at the center of the peat
domes and then the network will be gradually
expanded toward the periphery of the domes.
Different designs are proposed by the Master
Plan Technical Report on Canal Blocking that
need to be matched to the width of canal or
ditch and the canal side topography. Further
piloting of different designs should be
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undertaken combined with monitoring and
research to assess their performance.

These dams are expected to limit peatland
degradation near to canals but not across
the peat domes. Hydrological rehabilitation of
the peat domes is likely more dependent on
establishing forest cover and a new equilibrium
in the eco-hydrology of the system. Long-term
monitoring and applied research will be
required to assess the impacts of canal
blocking.

In the Limited Use Buffer Zone, the
approach requires control structures.
Control structures need to be introduced to
canals and ditches to enable effective control of
water levels (i.e. drainage during the wet
season and maintenance of high water levels
during the dry season).

In all areas, a community-based approach is
required to plan, operate and maintain water
control structures. Community-based
planning is critical for the success of
hydrological rehabilitation as canals are used
for transportation. It may, at present, not be
viable to block certain canals and other
approaches may need to be developed. For
construction, in some areas community-based
construction may be possible and desirable, but
in many areas contractors (possibly in
association with the local community) will be
required to complete the number of structures
needed.

Priority Actions: The following actions are
proposed by the Master Plan for hydrological
rehabilitation in the EMRP area:

e Selection of priority areas for canal blocking
and water control structures - including the
MRP canals (block A north, block B, Block
C and the main SPI canal), ditches dug for
ilegal logging and more recently
constructed canals and ditches — and
consultative planning to produce a
‘Hydrological Rehabilitation Plan’ for each
area of intervention.

* Establish a system to monitor the impacts
of canal blocking before and after
construction of the structure including at
varying distance (minimum 1km) from the
canal.

* Implement construction of canal blocking
and water control structures.

e Review impacts using the monitoring
system and an adaptive management
approach to raise water levels as high as
possible in the dry season (without
excessive flooding in the wet season) in the
Protection Zone and establish effective
control of water levels in the Limited Use
Buffer Zone.

B) Forest Management and Rehabilitation.
Reforestation should be scheduled as an
intervention after or in parallel with the
completion of hydrological rehabilitation
interventions in an area and the establishment
of fire prevention and management capacity.
As part of an integrated approach, the
resolution of land tenure issues and the
planting of economically valuable trees species
can play an important role in providing an
incentive to landowners and farmers for
effective fire prevention and management.

For reforestation, six broad approaches are

defined in the Master Plan:

e Natural Regeneration: allowing the
system to regenerate naturally.

e Assisted Natural Regeneration:
interventions to overcome barriers to
natural succession including enrichment
planting, site modification to stimulate
growth and survival, and (large-scale)
sowing of seeds.

* Reforestation with Native Trees:
replanting with native species.

¢ Commercial Reforestation: private
sector-led tree plantations.

e Community-based Forest Management:
such as community forestry rights (HKm).

¢ Community-based Agro-forestry:
planting of economically valuable tree
crops.

The approach to reforestation in a particular
area should depend primarily on (a) the
condition of the forest cover, (b) the level on
natural regeneration and succession and (c)
social aspects. These aspects are covered in
the five-year plan for forest and land
rehabilitation in the EMRP area produced by
BP DAS Kahayan. In addition, flooding is seen
as a major barrier to forest rehabilitation in the
EMRP area, which will need to be overcome.

Further research, studies and trials are
required focusing on (a) species selection,
(b) silvicultural treatments and (c) natural
regeneration and succession and ways of
assisting it. In general, pioneer species are
likely to be tolerant of open, unshaded
conditions, while species characteristic of
primary peat swamp forest are likely to be more
shade tolerant or shade requiring. However,
many replanting ftrials seem to ignore this
principle, and it would seem that at least some
of the past failures can be attributed to
selection of shade requiring species for
replanting trials. On the whole, it would seem
best to begin replanting with (fast growing)
pioneer species, and conduct enrichment
planting with shade requiring species during
later stages.
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Priority Actions: The following actions are

proposed by the Master Plan for forest

management and rehabilitation in the EMRP
area:

e Studies of natural regeneration and
succession that identify the main patterns
of succession in the area and the barriers
to natural regeneration and succession.

* Species selection trials with a broad range
of species under different shading, sail
(peat depth), flooding, and rainfall
conditions (at least at 3 different locations
in the EMRP area).

e Setting up of a silvicultural systems project
to develop different silvicultural treatments
which can be applied for the restoration of
degraded peatlands.

e Set up a forestry rehabilitation platform
involving all stakeholders involved in
rehabilitation, which will be used to develop
and evaluate concrete restoration plans.

C) Conservation and Environmental
Management. Conservation interventions will
focus on establishing and managing five
conservation areas in the EMRP area. These
should include the Kiapuk and Sebangau
mangrove swamps (totaling 23,000 ha), the
Mawas Peat Swamp forest (288,000 ha) in
Blocks E and A, and the Kapuas-Kahayan peat
swamp forest (250,000 ha) in Blocks E and B.

Priority Actions: The following actions are
proposed by the Master Plan for conservation
in the EMRP area:

e The abovementioned areas of high
biodiversity value should be delineated and
receive official status as conservation
areas.

* Action against threats including on-going
ilegal logging in Block E and tambak
development of mangroves needs to be
taken.

* Participative, collaborative management
arrangements for these areas involving
representatives from government, local
communities and third parties such as
NGOs need to be defined and
implemented.

e Strengthen environmental management
capacities and guidelines for peatland
management (including EIAs/AMDAL)

D) Establishing Boundaries and
Management Arrangements. Forest land
survey and inventory work is needed to (a)
establish appropriate boundaries on the ground
for the protection and conservation areas, (b)
better understand the existing conditions and
successional status of the land cover in the
Protection Zone, (c) as a resource for detailed
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forest planning and (d) to ensure that
community and adat rights are recognised and
protected.

The Master Plan proposes that the three
blocks that comprise the Protection Zone
are defined as Forest Management Units
(KPH) to achieve conservation and
protection management objectives. At
present, there is limited active management of
the area’s forest and peatlands and this is
required for the goal of peatland and forest
rehabilitation and the long-term management of
the area. A decision will need to be made
where management authority for these FMUs
(KPH) lies, either with the Department of
Forestry and its technical agencies (UPT) or
the Provincial Forestry Agency. Once
established, each FMU / KPH will need to
complete a detailed zoning and management
plan of the forest area under its jurisdiction.
This process will need to include a mechanism
for establishing and accommodating community
rights and access to these areas.

Priority Actions: The following actions are
proposed by the Master Plan for establishing
boundaries and management arrangements in
the EMRP area:

e Definition of priority areas for protection,
conservation and production (see Box on
Master Plan for Conservation &
Rehabilitation).

* Forest resource surveys and inventory in
the Protection Zone.

e Community-based participatory land and
resource mapping in villages within and
neighbouring the Protection Zone to
establish forest resource management and
access rights.

* Establishment of three Forest Management
Units (KPH) and collaborative management
arrangements for the three blocks of the
Protection Zone (Block E east-Block A
north protection area; Block E west-Block B
protection area; Block C protection area).
Proposed conservation areas in these
areas may be managed as part of the
FMU/KPH.

*  Production of detailed zoning and medium-
term management plans based on the
above.

Program 4: Agricultural Revitalization

Objective: Increase agricultural productivity in
the area through intensification and
diversification of farm systems, upgrading of
land and water management infrastructure and
practices and limited development of new areas
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The approaches and strategies to improve
agricultural production vary between the
Limited Use Buffer Zone and the Development
Zone.

The basic principle for management of the
Limited Use Buffer Zone is that there must
be water management to reduce
unnecessary drainage of the peat. The key
will be to bring production in line with better
water management practices to limit peat
degradation and, as such, new large-scale
developments are discouraged. In general,
while rubber and other crops are often favoured
by smallholders in this area, the planting and
management of commercial species tolerant to
these wetland conditions (e.g. jelutung and
possibly gelam, Melaleuca) could be promoted.
For smallholder crops that require drainage
such as rubber, water control needs to be
introduced. Widespread development of oil
palm is not recommended for this area as it will
lead to extensive degradation of the peat.

However, some areas in this zone may be too
large, too much at risk from fires, too far away
from communities or too difficult to manage
hydrologically without significant investment.
Here there are possibilities for the development
of industrial scale plantations managed by
private companies with an interest in growing
appropriate  species and developing the
techniques to ensure minimum drainage.
Opportunities could be developed for the
production of pulp and other products using
trees that are water and acid tolerant.

Management of the Development Zone can
proceed without consideration of peat
conservation and rehabilitation. This area is
dominated by (mixed) rice-based, tree-based
and livestock-based farm systems and the main
goal for agricultural revitalization is to increase
the productivity of these systems. The Jenamas
area developed during the MRP remains mostly
uninhabited and unsuitable for agricultural
development as a result of flooding and
mitigating actions are unlikely to be cost
effective. Part of the area is used for swamp
buffalo, which is an entirely appropriate land
use. Flood control measures in specific
inhabited areas along the Barito River needs to
be undertaken, especially in the Dadahup area
and further north beyond Jenamas.

Until major technical and social constraints
in the existing transmigration schemes are
resolved, new development and
transmigration is discouraged. Existing
schemes remain marginal with significant
problems and challenges. In transmigration
areas, the revitalization programs under Inpres
2/2007 should focus on these existing areas

and any new development should focus on
suitable areas in the development zone.
Further detailed and accurate topographical,
hydrological and land suitability data are still
needed and should be developed as part of an
“Integrated Land  Suitability =~ Assessment”
approach that integrates land and water
management, agricultural and socio-economic
factors.

A) Strengthening Agricultural Productivity.
The main engine for improved agricultural
production will be to intensify, diversify and
optimize existing farm systems and farming
practices through: (i) the provision of
appropriate agricultural facilities and
infrastructure; (i) the enlargement and
strengthening of the extension services with
linkages to agricultural research; (iii) supporting
increased access to finance and market
opportunities; and (iv) upgrading of land and
water  management infrastructure  and
practices.

Different approaches will be required for the
different farm systems. Programs should be
designed based on the specific needs of the
three main farming systems — rice-based, tree
crop based and livestock based — as well as
the fisheries sector. Furthermore, Dayak,
Banjarese and transmigration villages tend to
have different cultural and technological
backgrounds and farming practices but also
tend to live in different bio-physical
environments. Further details of the challenges
faced by each farm system are provided in the
Master Plan Technical Report on Agriculture.

Fisheries have good potential for further
development. Pond and river (cage)
aquaculture, ornamental fish and traditional fish
capture (beje) all have potential. The coastal
zone the focus of development will be the
restoration and maintenance of the coastal
protection and fishery functions that the
mangrove forests provide. Only very limited
tambak development should be considered
here.

B) Upgrading Land and Water Management.
Local Dayak and Banjar residents land and
water management practices based on handils
do not need to be changed drastically but need
rehabilitation and improved control of drainage
and control structures between peat and non-
peat areas. Transmigrants in the EMRP are
generally settled in the swamp interior, where
land and water management conditions and
options are less favourable and significant
improvements are required. Only in a small part
of the swamp interior will tidal irrigation be
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possible, not in continuous blocks as previous
designs, but along minor depressions.

The main land and water management
improvements in the EMRP area will require
redesigns of existing transmigration
schemes based on accurate topographical,
hydrological and land suitability
assessments. Upgrading of existing schemes
should focus on flood control and drainage
management, water circulation, leaching and
flushing, and will require reducing the length
and density of canals by adding new canals,
the double connection of dead-ended canals,
and water control structures. The upgrading of
the existing hydraulic infrastructure of the
transmigration schemes is a pre-condition for
improvements in on-farm land and water
management.

Development of land and water
management at the tertiary and on-farm
level requires a different and long-term
approach. Land and water management
development must be site-specific, addressing
the micro-variations of soil and water
conditions, and be closely linked to agricultural
and socio-economic developments.
Mechanized land preparation is important to
further develop the soils but is only possible
when the soil has reached a certain level of
ripening. The limited number and capacity of
farmers as well as the large areas of idle land
also place constraints on what can be achieved
in a given time frame. The proposed “refill
transmigration program” can help address the
issue of a lack of farmers in the ex-MRP
transmigration areas in order to improve on-
farm land and water management.

Priority Actions: The following actions are
proposed by the Master Plan for agricultural
revitalization in the EMRP area.

For all areas, several actions are

recommended:

« Provision and upgrading of agricultural
infrastructure and facilities;

* Enlargement and strengthening of the
extension system aimed at the needs of
farmers;

* Provision of quality seed and fertilizer;

* Access to finance (e.g. through an
expanded BRI network);

* Access to markets through improved
infrastructure, transport systems and better
market information;

* Increased local processing capacity;

* Reorientation of agricultural research to on-
farm research linked to extension services;

* Development of practical approaches for
land clearance without fire and/or safe
burning practices.
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Specifically in the Development Zone and
existing transmigration areas, the following are
recommended:

* Integrated land suitability assessments and
hydro-topographical studies in management
units VI-IX

* Review and redesign, where needed, of
land and water management infrastructure

* Reclamation of new agricultural land

« Strengthening of on-farm land and water
management (tata air micro)

» Monitoring and review of performance

The priority interventions for the development

of fisheries involve:

+ Cage / pond aquaculture with indigenous
species

+ Support for traditional fish capture ponds
(beje) for local fish species

* Ornamental fish raising

* Limited tambak development in the coastal
zone

» Supporting development of the fisheries
sector through technical capacity building,
monitoring of fisheries catches and stocks,
integrated planning for fisheries and
improvement of extension services.

Program 5: Community and Socio-
Economic Development

Objective: Reduce poverty through community
empowerment and socio-economic
development

The Master Plan recommends that community
empowerment and socio-economic
development  programs focus on  all
communities in the proposed 227 target
villages. It also recommends that the level of
proposed transmigration is significantly reduced
and that the Department of Transmigration
focus on upgrading existing schemes such as
Dadahup, Lamunti, Palingkau, Pangkoh and
others.

A) Community Empowerment. Community

empowerment should focus on:

« Strengthening of village institutions
(including the transfer of the 43
transmigration settlements to local
government as definitive villages, Desa
Definitif)

+ Active involvement of communities in
development planning, implementation and
action supported by community facilitators

+ Improved governance with strengthened
links between villages, the sub-district
(camat) and district as a key coordination
mechanism (e.g. Forum Rehabilitatsi &
Revitalisasi Kecamatan)
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+ Fiscal decentralization and community
grants (e.g. PNPM, Alokasi Dana Desa)

+ Placement of village facilitators to support
community participation and development
initiatives  including community grants,
problem solving and the integration of
rehabilitation and revitalization projects in
the villages;

* A public information campaign to provide
communities with appropriate information
about the rehabilitation and revitalization
policy and associated interventions.

B) Provision of improved basic services and

rural infrastructure. Community development

will continue to depend on the provision of
appropriate rural infrastructure and services.

Priorities as expressed by the communities

themselves include:

* Year round access (to and from the
communities) - either by land (roads) or
competitive river transport.

+ Domestic water supply. Most surface water
and shallow groundwater is unusable.

* Improvement of hydraulic infrastructure - for
control of water, drainage, irrigation etc.

« Provision of reliable electricity.

« Upgrading of health and education services
(focused mostly on quality and staffing)

* A rural infrastructure program possibly
through PNPM or other community grants

Rural infrastructure developments should be
planned and implemented in close consultation
with the beneficiaries (communities). These
have a better chance of being maintained if the
local communities have been involved from the
beginning in the planning, construction and
operation.

C) Socio-economic Development. Poverty is
relatively high in the EMRP area. One of the
reasons is that the opportunities for
commercializing agricultural and  natural
resource based commodities is hampered by
poor ftransportation systems and processing
facilities, lack of market information, and weak
negotiation powers.

Priority actions: Strategies to improve this

marketing situation include the following:

+ Conduct market research and value chain
analysis for key products such as latex from
rubber and jelutong, rattan, vegetables,

livestock;
+ Catalyse, through market analysis, the
formation of producers’ groups,

associations, and cooperatives for collective
marketing and strengthen existing
organisations through capacity building.

+ The development of small and medium
scale enterprises and agro-processing

centers to create added value to
commodities and improve the quality of
primary processed products (e.g. rubber)

* Further development of agro-forestry and
facilitation of community driven forest
protection and rehabilitation

+ Possible commercialization of non-timber
forest products such as nipa, sago,
medicinal plants, wild fruits etc.

* Development of Payment for Ecosystem
Services schemes at the community level
including benefit sharing from REDD.

D) Transmigration. Limited transmigration can
be developed focusing on (a) the former MRP
areas of Lamunti, Dadahup and Palingkau and
(b) potential new transmigration areas in Block
D and south of Block A. Potential target
numbers of families are roughly 7,500 families
for the refill program in the former MRP areas
and several thousand (in the order of 5,000 -
10,000) new families in new areas of block D
(e.g. Terusan Raya) and south of block A.
Successful outcomes for transmigration to the
area need to be assured through a detailed
review and assessment of past and present
approaches to transmigration.

Program 6: Institutional and Capacity
Development

Objective: Establish an effective institutional
basis and capacity to rehabilitate and revitalize
the EMRP area and achieve the long-term
management goal

A) Working Groups and Coordination
Teams. The three working groups established
provide an important platform on which to build
further integration and development of
interventions in the area. These can build on
the Master Plan with detailed project designs
developed by multi-sectoral teams appointed
by the working groups. Such an approach
needs to extend from Jakarta to the province
and districts so that detailed project designs are
effectively coordinated and integrated with
district and provincial plans and programs.
Standard operating procedures (juklak) for the
rehabilitation and revitalization projects carried
out under Inpres 2/2007 should be developed
where needed.

B) Partnership, Provincial Secretariat and
Technical Facility. The rehabilitation and
revitalization of the EMRP area will involve
GOl, donors, NGOs and the private sector. It is
proposed to form a ‘Partnership for the
Rehabilitation and Revitalization of the
EMRP Area’ led by the Governor of Central
Kalimantan to enable the development of a
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collaborative integrated response. To support
this and the implementation of Inpres 2/2007, a
full time professionally staffed secretariat
should be established in Palangkaraya aided
by a Technical Facility to coordinate, support
and guide the partnership. The secretariat
would facilitate joint annual planning and
reviews by GOI, donor and NGO projects (in
line with the GOI annual planning cycle) to
ensure that an effective, coordinated response
occurs.

C) Long-Term Monitoring and Evaluation.
The rehabilitation and revitalization of the
EMRP area is a very complex undertaking. As
explained earlier an adaptive (rather than a
blue print) approach will be adopted and this
will depend critically on information and
feedback on the impacts of interventions used
to promote development and conservation in
the area. For this reason detailed and accurate
monitoring is  essential.  Monitoring  of
compliance with approved plans and actions
will also be undertaken.

Key types of information needed to support this

effort include:

* Detailed spatial data on the situation at the
onset of implementation - eg. the extent of
peatlands and their depths, the extent of
intact forest, land use in the Development
Zone and Limited Use (Buffer) Zone.

« Data on fire locations and frequency,
flooding, rate of forest loss, forest
regeneration et

+ Data on hydrology, groundwater depths,
subsistence rates, rainfall data, and other
biophysical parameters to assist in
understanding impacts of interventions

* Monitoring of changes resulting from
interventions - tracking of inputs, outputs,
processes and impacts.

Data collection over the large area of the
EMRP will involve many organisations and will
have to be consistent. Protocols will need to be
developed governing data collection and
exchange and training given to those who
collect the data. Further details of this are
provided in the Master Plan Technical Report
on Long-Term Monitoring.

D) Capacity Building. A program of capacity
building for provincial and district government
(including Camats and village leaders) is
required to (a) increase knowledge and skills
related to peatland rehabilitation and lowland
development and (b) increase organization
efficiency and effectiveness. Further details of
this are provided in the Master Plan Technical
Reports on Capacity Building and Training
Capacity.
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E) Design Long-Term Institutional
Arrangements. During the implementation of
Inpres 2/2007, a specific activity that needs to
be undertaken is to review and design
appropriate institutional arrangements for the
long-term management of the area.

7. Economic and Financial Analysis

Much of the financing of interventions needed
to implement the Presidential Instruction will
come from existing departmental budgets and
will be executed through projects implemented
by the technical department offices and
technical agencies in the Province of Central
Kalimantan. However, significant opportunities
exist for additional funding from both the donor
community and through carbon financing,
which will be needed to undertake this program
of work.

In the short and medium term, most jobs in the
EMRP area will continue to be created in the
agricultural sector, and not in the processing of
agricultural produce or other industries. This
suggests that economic development plans
should aim at increasing the productivity of
agricultural  workers.  During  2000-2006,
agricultural productivity growth was low or
negative for rice-based agriculture, which
constitutes a primary source of income for most
farmers in the area. This implies that the
welfare of these farmers has not improved, and
reinforces the notion that most farms are not (or
barely) financially feasible, forcing farmers to
seek additional sources of income.

The financial feasibility of a farm is difficult to
assess, because the financial return on the
investment of a farmer is heavily dependent on
two highly volatle - and inherently
unpredictable - factors: the market price for the
farmer's produce and the cost of fertilizer. For
example, the price of fertilizer doubled in 2005,
whereas the world market price of palm oil
increased by 25% in the first six months of
2007. Needless to say, farmers are aware of
these changes and seek to benefit from
expected increases in market prices. For
example, many smallholders in the EMRP area
are currently investing in rubber trees, to
benefit from the historically high market world
prices for this commodity, and are abandoning
rice-based agriculture.

If the Government wishes to improve the
financial feasibility of a farm, it should not seek
to select the commodities that farmers should
grow (as implied by the Inpres 2/2007 financing
plan, which contains detailed provisions for
investments in specific commodiites and
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processing) because it is unlikely that the
Government will be better at selecting the
highest-yielding commodities than farmers
themselves. Instead, it should seek to remove
or lower barriers that are currently preventing
farmers (including but not limited to subsistence
farmers) from generating higher financial
revenue than is currently the case.

Medium-Term Financing Plan

The Master Plan presents a highly indicative
financing plan for a five-year program from
2009-2013 (see Table 1). The estimated
medium-term investment is about IDR 7 trillion
(USD 700 million), although a number of
assumptions have been made that require
further review. Overall this is lower than the
initial estimate of IDR 9 trillion as this Master
Plan proposes that only a limited transmigration
program will be undertaken.

Table 1: Highly Indicative Financing Plan for
Rehabilitation and Revitalization of the EMRP.

Cost Estimate

sledian (IDR trillion)

1. Fire Prevention and
0.1

Management
2. Spatial Management and 10
Macro-infrastructure ’
3. Peatland Management, 152
Rehabilitation and Conservation ’
4. Agricultural Development 1.7
5. Community and Socio- 29
economic Development ’
6. Institutional and Capacity 0.2
Development ’

TOTAL 6.7

a: The cost estimate for peatland management,
rehabilitation and conservation is highly dependent on the
area targeted for reforestation. The estimate provided here
assumes IDR 1 billion (USD 100 million) for a mix of
reforestation and enrichment planting covering up to
300,000ha.

Potential for Financing

The rehabilitation of the EMRP area requires
substantial investments from public and private
sources in a large number of activities.
Potential financiers of the rehabilitation and
revitalization of the EMRP area consist of:
¢ Central government departments
e Sub-national governments (the province
of Central Kalimantan and the four
kabupaten that share a border with the
EMRP area)
e Bilateral and multilateral development
agencies
e Private financiers of conservation and
carbon projects

Central government ministries. BAPPENAS
has publicly stated that it seeks foreign co-
financing of the substantial cost of rehabilitating
the EMRP area. In November 2007, central
government budgets covered less than 20% of
the financing requirements for Inpres 2/2007 in
2008.

Provincial and district governments. As of
November 2007, none of the sub-national
governments involved in the implementation of
Inpres 2/2007 had allocated a budget for the
rehabilitation and revitalization of the area. The
province of Central Kalimantan does not intend
to allocate funds for this purpose, based on the
argument that the rehabilitation of the EMRP
area is a central government responsibility, and
should therefore be financed from central
government budgets.

Bilateral and multi-lateral development
agencies. ADB, World Bank and IFAD may be
willing to co-finance macro infrastructure and
basic infrastructure. This group of financiers is
likely to impose certain constraints. In addition,
bilateral and multi-lateral development
agencies also offer funding related to carbon
emissions projects (e.g. the World Bank, UN)
and debt for nature swaps.

Private financiers. Such financiers may be
willing to mobilize ‘carbon finance’ for carbon
emission reduction projects in conservation
areas, provided that GOl agrees to enforce
land use rights, and pledges to minimize
infringements to the project area.

8. Revision of Inpres 2/2007

There have been calls from stakeholders to
revise the Annexes of Inpres 2/2007 throughout
the process of formulating this Master Plan.
These Annexes can be improved and revision
is recommended. The main revisions required
relate to (a) spatial data and maps and (b)
details of proposed interventions. Further
details are provided in the main summary
report and Annex 1.

9. Conclusions

The Master Plan intends to provide a guide to
government and other stakeholders on the
main issues, directions and actions that need to
be taken in the implementation of Inpres
2/2007. The overriding goal in the formulation
of the Master Plan has been to take a long-term
view to ensuring that the “mistakes of the past
are not repeated”. With the broad
acknowledgement of the importance of climate
change in the COP-13 UNFCCC meeting in
Bali in 2007, the implementation of Inpres
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2/2007 has even greater importance and will
provide an opportunity to show Indonesia’s
commitment to responding to the challenges of
climate change in future COP meetings.

The strategic considerations and programs for
the rehabilitation and revitalization of the EMRP
provide the basis for determining the priority
actions and interventions  (Annex  2).
Development of integrated community-based
interventions based on a landscape-scale
adaptive management approach forms the
basis for the rehabilitation and revitalization of
the area based on the proposed Management
Units.

Key Actions and Recommendations
The key short-term actions and
recommendations of the Master Plan are:

* Review and revoke permits for oil palm
and other large-scale plantations that
are on deep (>3m, and ideally on
medium deep, 1-3m) peat. Development
of these plantations will require drainage of
the peat and will lead to an irreversible loss
of the peat, changes to the local hydrology
and continued carbon emissions through
peat oxidation.

* Revise the Annexes of Inpres 2/2007.
The two annexes include details of
interventions and proposed spatial plans for
the area. These need to be updated based
on new information and knowledge of the
area.

* Revise the EMRP area part of the draft
provincial spatial plan (RTRWP). The
draft RTRWP is based on the outdated
Inpres spatial plan and does not reflect
current knowledge of the peat area.
Legislation of this spatial plan for the EMRP
area will compromise the objectives of
Inpres 2/2007.

* Focus agricultural revitalization on
intensification, optimization and
diversification of existing farm systems.
Existing cropland covers between 150,000-
200,000 ha — the most potential means of
increasing agricultural productivity from the
area is to increase the productivity of
existing farmland and farm system and
bring idle land in these already developed
areas into production.

* Plan for only a limited expansion of new
agricultural areas with a reduction in the
target for the placement of new
transmigrants. Inpres 2/2007 targets the
transmigration of 46,500ha to 93,000ha of
new land. With current land use and land
allocations as well as knowledge of recent
land suitability assessment by the
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Department of Agriculture, it is clear that
this target is unachievable. Limited
expansion into new areas of Block D and
the south of Block A could be implemented
but the focus for agricultural revitalization
should be on existing farms.

Take immediate action to build up fire
prevention and management capacity
prior to the 2009 dry season. Fire
remains the key risk and driver of peatland
and forest degradation in the area.
Although clear policies banning fire have
been enacted, 2007 and 2008 have been
unusually wet years which has limited fire
risk. Immediate action needs to be taken to
build up capacity to ensure there are no
further extensive fires in the area as in
previous years.

Further development of the knowledge
base is needed. Key information and
knowledge is lacking for the EMRP area
including accurate  topography and
hydrological information. This needs
immediate attention in order to allow further
detailed planning to proceed.

Plan for an incremental program,
starting with pilots in priority areas and
learning by doing through an adaptive
approach. The EMRP area is vast and
complex area. The rehabilitation and
revitalization program should start in priority
areas and taken a phased incremental
approach  taking note of specific
dependencies in interventions (e.g.
reforestation is dependent on effective fire
prevention and hydrological rehabilitation).
Effective monitoring will be vital to learn
from early pilots and to adapt subsequent
interventions from early experiences.



"SwIa)sAs wuey
oyoads ay) Jo ‘ejedoidde aiaym ‘uoneolISISAIP B} UM Isisse pue uayibuais o} swie jey} yoeosdde ue Aq paoejdal aq pjnoys
(efimejed) sanipowwod oyoads Joy sjobie) ay| "ease a0l 98U} JO UONEOYISUSIXS UBY) Jaylel uoneoyisuaiul ybnoly) [nissaoons
aq 0} Ajoyj1] alow sI 4YIAT @y} ul uoionpoid aou Buisealoul Joy ABajens ayl "dyINT dU} Ul puno} si 89U o ey0o00‘0L L Alubnoy

juswdojonsp
dolto poo4 ‘g

-adeospue] |e2160]0IpAY By} 40 1X81U09 dy} Ul ubisapal 819dw oo
e saunbal pue Apood Buiuonoun) si sawayds Bunsixe 8y} Jo ainoniiseyul ay] ‘palinbal ale sjuswssasse |eoI60j0IpAY
pue [eolydeibodoy psjie}lap pue ease sy} ul uonewedas dwems oy |epusjod ay) ssasse 0} Bupoe| ulewal eyep psajielag

MIOM}ON
uoneweoay dwemg
ay) jo Juswabeue ¢

uoneAnIng 'z

"BY000°‘001 1o61e) B 0} Jus|eAInba aq pinoo sy} ‘alejoay
Jad sean 000°‘L Pulwnssy ‘dO4M 8yl ybnouayl ease sy} ul saad} uoljiw Q0| jueidas o) Buiwie ‘ejdwexs Jo} ‘eljensny yum
alay |eonuo aq Aew poddns JouoQ ‘uonelsalojal 1o} 18s S| }obliel e a10j9q pajo|dwod ale YIOM UOIe)SaIoal snolaald pue sjeLs
sol10ads Jo malaal yydep-ul ue pue eale 8y} Jo uonelsuabal |einjeu ay) JO SaIPN)S Jeyl papuswwodal S| )| ‘ease ay} ul (desp
w <) jead pajsaiojep 10 ey 00000 palewnss ay) o} pasedwod uoljeisalojal 1o) |Bjo} ul eyooo oy siebiel xauuy juaund ay

uone)saloey ‘Z|

‘eale ay} ul ainynoube pue aoueles|d pue| Joj ally 0} SaAljeuls)je [eonoeld Jo Juswdojaaap 8y} pue ainua) pue|
10 sanss| ‘(suonejueld ‘dsa) ainynoube ul saioljod aliy Jo Juswadlojus ayy ybnoldyy Jenoied ul ‘UoReAlNd ypm sanssi Buipno
SS0J0 sey osje jJuswabeuew all aAnday3 ‘weiboid e Jo |9A8] By} 0} paleAs|d ag 0} Yl salinbal uonoe siy) jo aoueuodw ay ]

alld L1

"saidu] 8y} ul payesipul
ey 00L‘/Z @Y} uey) sso| yonw ‘encibuew jo By puesnoy) [elaAas Ajuo Jo sso| e sajedipul (Y 000‘EZ Inoge) eale aaoiBuew
Bunsixe oy} ‘osly Juswuedsq seusysi4 Jo/pue sigmes esaulbng pue ssaieflueg Aq (yequwe)) spuodysy Jeyem-yspoelq
0} papaAuoD AjpAnoe Buleq ale Jo Usag aABY 10 ‘(ssjems yoeaq Jo Bupnsisuod) saocibuew Joj sjgejnsun Jayye sl usamiaq
Ul eale [B}SBOD 8] "uonipuod poob e ul ale yedery lejued Jeau (g 3oolg dip uisynos) ueAeyey] 8y} Jo Yyinow oy} Jo ises
89S0y} 9llym ‘eoueqinisip Jayuny jsuieBbe uonosyosd aisinbal Ajuo pue Bunessusbal Ajjeinjeu ale JaAly nebuegas a8y Jo yinow
ay} Jo yinos sanolbuew paqinisig Alesseosuun se papiebal si seale |ejseod asay} ul uonelabean anoibuew jo Bunuejdey

uoneAlasuo)
anoibuepy 0l

's1s00 ybiy Ajgerdesoeun o) Buipes| ‘sjqissesoeul
Alybly agq Aew sease asay) Jo ‘sidwexs Joy ‘mojs Alen agq Aew uoISS82oNs |einjeu Jo ssadold 8yl "Sjeu} uolelo}sal 9|eds
abue| oul Bunyuaa aloyaq ‘sydwape yons Jo AJjIgISEa) 9y} SSOSSE 0} S[ell} SWOS dJe WJd) Wnipaw 0} HoYs ay} ul paiinbai s
1eypn ‘sidwaype uoneisalogal Jo Snooy [eniul 8yl 8g Jou pinoys ) ‘(euedejew euenbueH pue sndooyjay snuepued yum "6-a) wiaj
Buoj ayy ul paydwaype aq Aew Bunuejdal ybnoyjje pue ‘swalsAsoos Jayjem desp aq 0} A9yl ale swo)sAs0dd Jsjem yoe|q asay |

UOoNJBAIBSUOY) WB)SAS00T
181N XOEId "6

‘(s|enpiaipul 000€ 1e pajewnsa) uenbuelo jo uonendod juepodwi
S}l yum eale uoieAlasuod semely pasodoid ay) Jo yonw apnjoul jou saop eale pasodoud siy) ‘a|dwexa Jo4 “ue|d JBISe|\ |y} ul
uayEeuapuUN JUBWSSASSe A)ISISAIPOI] JUSDaJ U0 paseq pasinal 8q 0} paau 44) 8y} Jo J pue Yy 3o0|g ul sauepunoq pasodoud ay |

uoneAIBSUOD
eune g eio|{ ‘/

‘pPapUBWIWIOdaI SI SIY} 4O APN]S [BINYINDIAIIS PUB DILLIOUO0DS JayuNn4 *D %00|g JO Yyinos ay} ul Ajjeoadse ‘doio dind uopejueld
e se |enqusjod aAey Aew pue sspunwwod Ag psjseAley si jey) seloads |eloiswwod e si wees ‘psjueidas aq 0} weeb
Jo} pssu ou sI 818y} pue palinbai Jou si AlAijoe siyl "sjel yimolb isey e sey pue ssejessusabal Ajjeinjeu ‘pasn Ajopim si weeo

uolBAIBSUOD
1S810} Wejen) ‘G

‘ueld "UONBAISSUOD
Jsyse|y ay) ul pasodoid Alanoe uoneligeyal jead, ay) Jo Hed se uonealasuod ABojolpAH "9 YlIM pauiquiod aq o} AJIAloe SIy| jead deaq 'y | uoneAlasuo9 -}
juswwo) iAoy weiboid

*/002/Z seldu] Jo | xauuy Ul pajsi] SanIAoY O1108dg JO MBIASY | Xauuy

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp




8¢

"uolisinal alinbai swayl oyoads 10} sjebie) ay |

yodsuel] ',

"uolisinal alinbai swayl oyoads 1oy sjebie) ay |

sanjioe4 Ajunwwo) ‘g

‘uoisinal alinbas swayl ol1oads oy sjeble) ay |
‘AAnoe siyy ul geys Bunsixa pue pajinioal Aimau ay) 1oy palapisuod aq pinod Buiuiely pue juswdojaasap jeuoissajold Buiob-up

juawdojenaq
92IN0SaYy UBWNH "G

‘Aanoe siyj jo 1ed aq o} spasu — sabe||ia aAiIULaP 0] 108l01d 9o1y-eba
3y} woll 1 dN £F JO UOISIBAUOD By} — paau Aay Y "uoisiAal alinbal sway oyoads 1o} s}abie) ay| "welboid |jesano sy jo ued
aQ p|noo g pue Yy s)o0|g ul uonelBiwsues) pajiwi ybnoyye ‘seniunwiwiod pue sjuswapas juelbiwsuel) Buisixa Uo SN0y pjnoys
AJIAOR SIU) 1Byl Spuawiwodal ue|d Jaisely sIy) ‘spadxa uelsauopu] Aq saipnis snoinald sy Jou ale O pue g s)oo|g Ul seale
pasodoid Jayjo Ing ueld J8)Se\ dY} Yum adueplodde Ul si ‘quawapes Bunsixa ue Jo uoisuedxs ue ‘eAey uesnia] e Juswalas
uonesbiwsuely mau pasodosd syl ‘pspelbumop pue pasiAal 8q pINoYs Saljiwe} juelbBlusuel; mau 0059y Jo 1obiey ayl

SUETITETIES
uelbiwsuel |

10} S82IAIBS R SalljIoe
‘ainjoniiselu]

"SI} UM 80UBPI0D2E Ul pasiAal W)l yoes Joy sjabie) ay) pue ue|d |eneds pasiAal e yum paubiie aq pjnoys sebplg pue speoy

sobplg pue speoy ‘¢

‘AlAioe siyy 0 Ajjueoiiubis apnquiuoo ued syuelb pue juswdojdAsp USALIP Ajlunwiwio)
‘speoJ abe||iA 1o} weisboid ou os|e s alay | “sapiunwwod BuiajoAul Buiuueld Aiojedioied pue pajielep jo Ued se juswuianob
1oWsIip yum Buneuipiood pue uonesbiwsuel; Jo) 1obie) paonpals 8y} Uo paseq uoisiAal aJinbal swayl oyads Joy sjeblie) ay|

alnjonyyseljul oiseq 'z

sjuesBiwsuea]
pue sjeso jo
juswamodwiy
Alunwwony ‘¢

"uoljelsaloyal pue Alysaloy o} yoeosdde |jessano ayy jo ued
aq pue ‘wied |10 Jo} Ajleloadss ‘syuwiad Buisixa Yym S}oljuoo [eusjod SA[0SaI 0} PasU [IM |1 H 10} Bale Ue Jo uoljeoynuspl ayl

ILH "€l

"SPOOoYI|aAI| [200] Jo Wed Jueoyiubis B aie 8say} aJoym SalIUNWIWOD 8SOY) Y}IM BUINIOM BJE SISHIOM UOISUBIXD
Aiysaloy pue Alaysy ainsus osje pjnoys siy] ‘sjoid wep o} pasoddo se yoJesasal WIBJ-UO UO SN0} B pue SIO}IOM UOISUSIXd
Jo Buiuiesy jueasjal ‘Ayoeded [euoneziuebio pue [euonniisul Yy Bulusyibualls uo xyJom Jueoyubis ainbal |Im uonuaAlalul SIY |

uoisua)xa |einynoLbe
Buisiieynay “z1

"9210y9 Jaw.Je} pue Bujuue|d pajiejep 0}
18] pue paAowal 8g p|NOYS suoljuaAIalul oyIoads Joj sjabie) ay) "walsAs wuey ay) jo Buluayibuals ay) Jo yed se uaas aq ued
yolym ‘sjoxiewl |BoO| pue suieyd anjea 1onpoud jo Apnis pajielap e uo paseq aq 0} paau suonuanidiul Buissaosoid jeinynouby

‘sjonpoud [einynoube
10 Buissaosoid 01

*9010y9 Jawue} pue buiuueld
pajlelap 0} Yo pue paAowal aq p|NOYS Sallipowwod oyoads Jo) sjabie} ay] 'Swe)sAs wley JaYjo JO UONBOLISISAID 8y} pue

swalsAs wiey paseqg-yo0)sanl Buisixa uayibuans 0] swie jeyy yoeoidde ue ybnoly) |nyssaoons aq o) A|ay| aiow si ABajens ay | O0]SOAIT "6
‘ue|d Ja)sel ay} ul pasodoud s ainynoenbe puod uey) suonuaaislul Jo abuel Jepeoiq
Vv "9210y0 Jawuey} pue Buiuueld pajielap 0} Ya| 8q pinoys yolym ‘saioads oy1oads uoiuaw Jou pinoys SUoljuaAIaiul sauaysl ay | salaysid ‘g

"9u0Z Jayng asn pajwi] ay} ul siapjoyjjews Bunsixa Joy Ajuewud abeuielp
paJj|0Jjuod ‘pajiwi| pue 8uoZ uo)d8lold 8y} ul sdoso uopejueld jo Juswdol@Adp OU JO UOIIPUOD BY) YIIM 8210yd Jauwley pue
Buiuue|d pajielap 0} Yya| aq Ajleap! pjnoys salipowwiod oyoads Joj syeble) sy ‘wied |10 pue JNUO209 ‘1aggnd Uo Snooy dyoads
e yum ‘swajsAs wue) paseg-eal) usyibuais o} swie jey} yoeosdde ue ybnouyy |nisseoons aq o) Aoy aiow si Absjens ay|

juswdojonsp
suonjejue|d ‘L

"90l0Y0 Jawlle} pue Buluueld pajielep
0} Yo| pue parowal aq pinoys (efimejed) seipowwod oyoads Joy sjebie) oy "swa)sAs wiey oyioads ey jo ‘sjeudosdde siaym
‘UoIIROISIBAIP Y} Y)M Jsisse pue usyibualis o} swie jey) yoeosdde ue ybnoldy) |njsseoons aq o) Ajoyl| aiow si ABajess ay |

juswdojonsp
aIn)NonJoH "9

(u02) uoneanng

juswwon

Aianoy

weiboug

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp




6¢

papaau se uonejdepe

inydaQ ‘Nd ‘epwad S pu® SUOIUBAIBIUI [0JIUOD pUe JuBWabeuew JaJeM JO MBIASS SNONUIRUOD
a|qissod se ybiy se sjoAg| Jajem uoseas AIp uiejuiew o} (suoz Jayng panwi
oy} ul Aj}sow) sainjoniis |0JU0D Jalem Jo/pue (suoz uondal0id 8yl ul Apsow)
nydaq ‘nd ‘epwad o] [eued |dS ayi Buipnjour sainjonais buyoo|q [eued aeudoidde jo uononasuo)
(wd1sAs buuonuow wisl
nydeq ‘Nd ‘epwad L -Buo| pajesbayul jo Led se) waelsAs Buuoyuow [ea1bojoipAy J0 JuBwWYSIgels] uoneAsssuoy
nydeq ‘Nd ‘epwad L Hun Juswabeuew Yyoes 10} Sue|d uoneljiqeyay [ed1b0joIpAH, 0 Juswdojarag pue uoljelljiqeysy
uoneyjiqeyay [ed160joipAH v Quawabeueyy
uoienjeas pue buuoyuow ‘uoneiusws|dwi ‘buiuueld ul yoeosdde puepesad
TN 1\ g paseg-Allunwwod e dojensp 0} (G weiboid aas) sioel|ioe; abeljin asn
UOI}BAIBSUOD pue Slqeutelsns 'g
n v L uoneljiqeyal puejead pajelbalul o) sueld pajielap pue auljepinb e dojenag
suun ||y epwad ‘Nd G UOIIONIISUOD 81NJONJISEILUI-010BW JO Welboid uoionisuod jeak-niny
syun ||y epwad ‘Nd 1 Abajel)s JusWSaAUl 81N1ONJISEILUI-0I0BW B 80NP0Id
Aljigenns pue| pajelbajul pue sonsusloeIeyD
SHun ||y Bpwad ‘Nd ‘ueideq ‘seuaddeg I [eaisAydoiq jueasjai ‘Aydeibodo} uo eyep [eneds anosdwi 0} weiboid
£002/9¢Nnn
SHuUnN ||y epwad ‘seuaddeg ‘ubepdaq ‘Nd I yum aui| ul Juswdojanap |eneds j01u0d 0] wisiueyosw juswdojarsqg
syun ||y epwad ‘leuennsoyeq € Juswabeuew ejep [eneds Jo uonesipiepuels ay) Jo} welboid ainjoniisesul
syun ||y epwad ‘seuaddeq ‘Nd 2 (MMY1d) sueld [eneds jouisip jo bunepdn -oioe
SHUN || epwad ‘seuaddeg ‘Nd 4 BaJe dYIN3 9y} ul buluueld [eneds pajieiap 1onpuo) pue juswobeueyy
SHuUN || epwad ‘Nd ‘seuaddeg L (s1bajBIIS UBSEMEY ‘SNSNYY UBSEMEY) BAJR JO SNIBIS JO MAIADY
SHun iy Inydaq “epwiag L (dMYLy) Uejd [eneds jeiduiroid 1eip Jo Hed eale guiNg 10 Uoisiray leneds ‘g
syun ||y epwad ‘seuaddeg L £/00g2/2 saiduj Jo || xauuy ul sdew JO uoISInaY
(Awsoud) 111 11 | epwad ‘inydeq ‘H1 ‘addg ‘ddNg S (paainbau y1) suonoe [ebe| pue buloluow ‘mainey
(Ayaoud) 111 11 | epwad ‘inydeq ‘H1 ‘dddg ‘ddNd S ubredwed uonewlojul Ollgnd
. R . Ayoeded uoissaiddns
(Aoud) 11114 EPWad Iyded ‘H1 ‘adag ‘adNg € pue uonuanaid aJi paseq Ajunwwoo-uou Jo uoisuedxs pue Buiusyibuang
(Auoud) 111 ‘11 epwad ‘1nydeq ‘H1 ‘adag ‘a9dNg e sapeblq paseg-Alunwwod o uoisuedxa pue buiuayibuansg
(Aywsoud) 11111 4 epwad ‘1nydaq ‘H1 ‘adag ‘adNg S uawabeuew pue uonuaaaid aliy 1oy bunebpng pue buiuue|d pajeibau) Juswobeuepy pue
(Awoud) 11 ‘11 | epwad ‘inydeq ‘H1 ‘dddd ‘ddNd € uonejuawa|duwl 10} JuswUIBAOD [euolbal Jo buip|ing Aoede)
. o . (sepeblq paseg-Anunwwod buipnjoul) sainpadso.d buneiado uonuSA3Id 31 L
(Aywoud) 1111 BPWad Iyded H1 ‘adag ‘adNg F pue swsiueydsw [euonnyisul ‘saoljod jo Buluwesns pue Buiusyibuais
uan (s1eak)
jusawabeuepy suojpjesiuebiQ pea suoljuanIdlu| weabouid
uoinjeinQg
Aq uonzeson

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp

‘ue|d Jaisel ey Aq pesodolid suoiuaAIaiu] Ule|\ pue swelbold 8y} Jo Alewwng :Z xauuy




0€

HdX 981y}
m‘n epwad ‘nydag Z ay} Joj sue|d Juswabeuew wisl-wnipaw jo Juswdojaasp pue Buiuoz pajelaq
BUOZ U0NYd}0id 8y} O SYO0[q
epwad ‘nydag L 991y} 8y} abeuew 0} (H4M) Suun Juswabeuew 1$810} 931y} JO JUBWYSI|EIST
epwad ‘nydag ¥ punolb ay} uo sauepunoq Jo JusBwWysI|qels]
1nydaq L BalE 15810} 9]k)S 8y} bululyep 88109 [EUSISIUI B JO 9oUBNSS|
salepunoq
epwad ‘nydaQg L pasodouid uo suoneynsuod pue buiddew pue| Aioyedioiped paseqg-Alunwwo)
epwad ‘nydag I puiddew pue AiojusAul ‘ABAINS 820I1N0Sal 15810
epwad ‘nydag L /00g/2 saiduj ul (bunpul| uesemey) eale uonosjoid JO SBLEPUNOg MBIASY
epwad ‘1nydaq L Sasuadl| uonejue|d 8}0Aal pue asinal ‘Malnay
epwad ‘nydeq 5 966 HIININYUBIN/99 | 88108 |elsISIUIN MelneY
juswoabeueyy 19104 pue jJuswysijqe}s3 Alepunog ‘q
pue|mo|
ALDLIEA epwad ‘H1 e pue 1ead ul YAV / S.VI3 pue uswabeuew [eluswuoliAud jo Buiusyibusng
9S8y} Jo} sauldpinb [eo1uyos) jo Juswdojaasp
mEn epwad ‘H1 b pue 44N oy ul puepead ul paijdde se (TYANY) SYI3 O mainsY
PUB|MO|
epwad ‘H1 e pue jead ul TyYQINY / S.VI3 pue Juswabeuew [eluswuoliaug jo Buiusyibuans
seale UOIBAIaSUOD JO Juswabeuew
epwad ‘nydag o] wual-buo| ay} 1o} sjuswabuelre aanedonied ‘oaieioge) 0o jo Juswdojarag
(luswdojanap uonejueld sjeudoiddeur ‘yuswdojaasp
BwWad ‘1nydaQ S yequwe) ajelidosddeur ‘Buibboj [ebaj)) siealyl uoneAlasuod Jsuiebe uonoy
Seale UOIJBAI9SUOD (penunuoo)
epwad ‘nydaqg L se anjeA AlISIaAIpoIq Yiim Seale A8y JO uoiewlljuod pue uoneaulaqg
Juswabeueyy [E)USWUOIIAUT PUE UOIIBAISSUOD "D uoneAsssuoy
SJ8Y10 pue epwad ‘lnydaq [§ waope|d uonel|igeyal 15810} JOP|OYaNeIS-iNW € JO Juswysi|qels] pue uolelijiqeysy
Siayjo pue epwiad ‘nydeq S (peau uo bulpuadap) BYO0 00 01 dn JO UoHEISBIOIeY quawsabeuep
Adjsalo} puepead
sJaylo pue epwad ‘inydaq S -olBe pue uonelsalojal ‘Juswabeuew 1salo}) paseqg-Alunwwod jo bunojid
SiBUo pue epwiag 4nydaq ¢ uoneligeyal 15210} 10} sjuslueal) [einyndiAjis jo Juawidojarsq s|qeutelsns ¢
SJaYlo pue epwad ‘1nydaq S UOI1B]}S8I0JaI 10} S|Bel} uonoa|as sa10ads
SJ18Y10 pue epwad ‘|dIT1 ‘¥8isiy ‘inydag S UOISS929NS pue uolelauabal [einjeu Jo salpnis pue yosessal palddy
uol}e}Sa.0jaYy pue uolelljiqeyay 1S9404 g
nun (s1eak)
jusawabeuepy suojpjesiuebiQ pea suoljuanIdlu| weabouid
uonjeing
Aq uonzesor

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp




L€

Xl seaJe uononpoud / uoneibiwsuel
TA “HA IA ‘NN epwad ‘suespaxeuda( ‘uerdaq ‘Nd 2 Jofew ay} ul ainjonJiselyul Juswabeuew Jajem Jo ubisapal pue mainay
Xl (dnyepeq ‘nunwe ‘yoybued ‘b a) seae uoneibiwsuel;
A TA IA ‘NN epwad ‘sueipayeudsq ‘ueidaq ‘Nd Z ay) ul ajeos adeospue| ayl 1e shanins [eaibojoipAy pue [eaiydeibodo) pajelaqg
juswabeuey 191\ pue pueT g
ainseaw Aeiodwa)
XIMA “UA IA B Se slapjoy|iews 10} saoioeid Buiuing ayes Buipnjoul (ajeos-abie| “dsa) aliy
ACAD “MED epwad ‘ueidag o] INOYNIM 9oUBIBS|O puB| 10} SWalSAs pue sayoeoidde [eonoeid jo uswdojonaq
X1A UAIA
ACAD NN epwad ‘ueidaqg [+ (s101d wap o} pasoddo se) yoseasal wiej-uo ajeniu)
X1 A “UA IA [8A8| abe||IA ay) 1B Sleluie] YlIM Jusssasse [04juoo 1sed pue
ACCCAD ‘1A epwad ‘ueidag G sjuawssasse AlljIgelns pue| [e20] JoNpuU09 ‘S8dIAISS UoISUdIXa 8yl ybnoay |
XA UA IA swia)sAs Wiej paseq-}o0]saAl| pue paseq-aai] ‘eseq
ACCAD ‘I epwad ‘ueidaQg G -9911 8} Ajisianip pue usyibuais o} sindul [eunynoube Aljenb jo uoisinoid
(Ansalo}) pue Aisaloj-oibe ‘saliaysly
X1 MA ‘HA ‘IA Buipnjoul) (juswojaAap a4njonJiSelUl pue uolewloul 8aud ‘sisAjeue ureyo
ACCCAD ‘A epwad ‘bepuuadaq ‘ueidag o] anjeA pue jayJew ybnouyy "6°9) saniunuoddo 19xuew pasealoul Jo UOISIACI]
(Ansaloy pue Asaloy
XA “IIA CIA -olBe ‘sauaysyy Buipnjoul) siawiey Jo} (JHg Se yons Saii|ioe} JO YI0MIdU JO
ACCAD D epwad ‘neyde( ‘ueidaq S uoisuedxs pue sweiboid ypaio -6-8) 8oUBUl} 0} SSBI0E PASEAIOUI JO UOISINOI]
X1 A ‘TIIA IA epwad ‘sueiuayeudaq ‘nd ‘ueideqg S seale 9|ge)INsS Ul pug| [ein)ndLIbe mau Jo uoljewe|oay
XINIA IIA I (Buiuren pue buiusyibuaJis reuonniISUl ‘qUBWIINIOSBI) SBOIAISS
ACCAD I epwad ‘uerdag o] uoisuaxa Aisalo} ; Asaiol-oibe pue sauaysy ‘ainynoube ayl uayibuans
(sanuad aoinas ‘sanijioe} buibeyoed
pue Buissaooid-oibe ‘sjeyiew ‘SUoiBIIUNWWOI9|S] ‘Saljusd paas pue jsad
X1 MA ‘NIIA “IA ‘salljioe} abelols 1saniey-1sod pue aid ‘uoieziueyosw ‘uonenodsuel) ‘Aiddns
ACCAD “‘In A epwad ‘nd ‘ueideqg S ABiaus "6°8) sanjioe) pue ainjoniiselul [einynoube jo Buipeibdn pue uoisinoid
swia)sAg buiwaed jein}nauby Buluayibuans "y
X1 A uonezijennoy
UACIA A (A epwad ‘nd ‘ueidaqg € sjuewssasse Ajjigenns pue| pajesbajul
XA leanynouby *y
NUAIA A (A epwad ‘nd ‘ueideq L welboud uonezijeyaal [einynaibe jo Buiuued pajielag
SalllunWwwod
yum adueUl} UOQJed WO} siyeuaq Bulieys J0) swisiueyosw [elourul) yim Buofe
-1 epwad ‘nydeq S uoneyjiqeyal pue uonosioid jead pue 1salo) paseg-Alunwwiod Jo Juswdojanag
nn (s1eak)
jusawabeuepy suojpjesiuebiQ pea suoljuanIdlu| weabouid
uoneing
Aq uonzesor

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp




(A

Xl epwad ‘nydaq ‘bepunadag 2 ul papnjoul 10u) syonpolid Aay 10} SISA[eur uleyd anjeA pue yoieasal 1a)Je\

juawdojaAap 21WOU033-0120S ")

Xl epwad G Al0L1199]9 0} SS999R asealoul 0} weiboid

(yoeoudde sjueib uaaup-Alunwwod e ybnoiyl buipnjoul) uoielUES pue Jajem

XI-l epwad ‘ubepdaq / sueiuayeudag o] Bupjulip ‘semal ‘speol abejjia Ajleioadsa ainjonJiseljul [eini 9ISEQ JO UOISIAOIH

X|-I epwad ‘seuyipdaqg o] (Aurenb ao1nu8s pue buiyels Ajjeroadsa) saoinas uoneonps buipelbdn

X epwad ‘seydaQg o] (Aurenb aoinues pue buiyels Ajjeioadsa) saoiAlas yieay buipelbdn

ainjonJiiselju] pue sadIAI9S diseqg 'g

X1l n S sabe||IA 0} @ouUe)SISSE [BOIUYD8) pue Buluiel) ‘buiuueld Ajunwwo)

Xl epwad ‘ubepdaq / sueiuayeudaq o] suonnusul abejia jo buiuayibuansg

A ‘IA epwad ‘Ndg ‘Lubepdaq / sueiusyeudsqg L S8NSS| WIejD pue| pue ainua) pue| Jo UoRNj0say
XI-1 epwad ‘ubepdaq / sueiuayeudaq S swelboid pue ue|d JaISe\ 8Ul ‘200g/2 saidu] uo uoneuwoul olignd wawdojanag
/00g/2 saiduj jo uoneluswsa|dwi sy} Ul Juswabebus Ajunwwod 21WOU029-0190S

XI-1 epwad ‘ubepdaq / sueiuayeudsaq S a1ell|1o.} 0] siojel|ioe} abe||iA Jo yoddns pue Juswaoe|d quawinioay
juswiamodwig Ajjunwiwoy 'y | PUe uswiemodws
swelboud Jayio yum uoneibaiul buipnour weiboid yuswdojarsp Aunwwo) g

Xl epwad ‘Ubepdaq / sueiuayeudag L 2lLIOU029-0100S pue JuswJiamodwa Ajunwwod jo Buiuueld pajielaqg

S)00}S pue S8Yd}ed

Buipnjour sauaysiy Jo Buuoyuow ‘sauaysiy 1oy Buluued pajeibajul ‘Buipjing

X1l epwad ‘dMd o] Anoedes [eojuyos) ybnoiyy 1010as sauaysl ayl jo bulusyibuans [euonniisul

Sal}I|10.) pUB INIONJISEIUI Pale|al pue Yequie} paliwi|

(8) pue ‘Buisies ysi eyusweulo (p) ‘sauaysiy (aleq) ainyded puod [euonipel (9)

epwad ‘dMa o] ‘ainynoenbe puod (q) ‘ainynoenbe abed () Jo uoisuedxs pue Buluayibuang

epwad ‘dMd L sweiboid sauaysi jo buiuueld pajrelaq

saldysi4 "9

Xl soon0eId WIB-uo pue ainloniiseljul

A DA IA ‘1NN epwad ‘suelusyeudsq ‘ueldaq ‘Nd S uswabeuew Jayem Jo souewlopad Jo mainal pue Buuoyuow bBuiob-uQ
INAL epwad ‘Nd € salnseauw uonebiiw pooj) J0 UOoIoNISUOD pue uonejuswe|dul| (penunuoo)
(onreg uonezijeynasy
AN epwad ‘Nd Z Alle1oadsa) siaAll urew uo suondo |0J3u0d pooj) jo Buluue|d pue juswssassy [eanynouBy p

Xl (018 ved

A DA IA ‘N epwad ‘suelusyeudsq ‘ueidaq ‘Nd S ‘6'8) suonnsul pue saonoeid Juswabeuew Jajem wJej-uo jo Buiusyibusng

Xl
A TA CIA ‘NN epwad ‘sueluayeudsq ‘ueidaq ‘Nd I ainjonJiseljul Juswabeuew Jajem JO UOlEBY|IqeYS) PUB UOONIISUOD
nun (s1eak)
jusawabeuepy suojpjesiuebiQ pea uonesn suoljuanIdlu| weabouid
Aq uonzesor hBeina

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp




€e

Bale ay} Jo Juswabeuew wis)-buo| sy} o} siseq

X1 epwad ‘seuaddeg L [euonninsul ubisep pue aeudoidde aieym saioljod JUBAB|BI BSINBI PUB MBIASY
X|-I epwad ‘seuaddeg o] wia)sAs uoneneAs pue buliojuow wial-buoj e ysiigeis3
XI-I epwad ‘seuaddeg S Ajjioed [eoluyoa] e ysijqeis3y
eAey
XI-1 epwad ‘seuaddeg S eybueled ui jeuelaioss diysisuped pue £00g/g seidu] awi-||n} e ysijqeis
(1uswdojanap Aloeded juswdojanaqg
pue [euonrn}isUl ‘ainjonJiseljul pue juswabeuew |epeds ‘juswoebeuew Ayoeded
pue uonuanaid aiy) sweiboid mau 9aiy) 8y} ssalppe 0} sdnotb Bujiom : .
Xl epwad ‘seuaddeg G MU 9)eaJ0 pue SWea} UoIeuIpio0d pue sdnoib Bupyom Bunsixe yum anuguoy | PUE 1BUOHNIISUL "9
XI-1 epwad ‘seuaddeg S .dHINT 8y} JO uonezieliAsY pue uoleligeyay Joj diysisuued, e ysijqeis3
XETANA A EpWad ‘suejuexeudaq g (3 000°0+-000°G) UoneIBILSUB]) MON
A TIA IIA epwad ‘suespayeudaq S nexbuled ‘dneypeq ‘nunwe Joy weliboid |jyoy
X1l epwad ‘suespayeudaq L (48y10 10 sdoio pooy) uoneibiwsuely 0] yoeoidde mainay
uopesbiwsuel] ‘g
Xl epwad ‘Bepuuadaq ‘sueiuaseuda( g UONESI[EIDIBWWOD ddIN
X|- epwad ‘bepuliadaq ‘sueiuayeudag o] sosldiaiua g[eos-wnipaw pue |ews Jo Juswdojarag
Xl epwad ‘bepunadaq ‘sueiuayeudag [ (sunuy ‘enessed ‘uenel ‘b6'a) sanuad buissasolid-oibe jo Juswdolaraq
(papelbdn ale saijioe} pue S8JIAIBS pUB SBNSSI pPuB| 8dU0) neybuled pue (penunuoo)
X1 epwad ‘sueiuayeudaqg o] dnyepeq ‘nunwe ul sjoid Aidwe ul sjuelbiwisuel) [BUOIPPE JO JUBWade|d EwEno_.w>on_
XI-1 epwad ‘sueluayeudaq S sanunwwod juelbiwsuel) buisixa Ul saijjioe} pue sadlAIas Jo buipelbdn 2IWI0U093-0190S
puipjing Ayoedeos ybnoayy pue Jususemodwsy
epwad sdnoub Buisixe pue asayj jo Buluayibualls pue Buiiexiew aA109||00 IO} )
Xl ‘Bepuniedaq ‘UBepdaq / sueiueseudaq G soAneIadood ‘suoneloosse ‘sdnolB s19onpoid Jo UOREWIO} U} JO UoRBN|Ioe Ayunwwoy °g
sjonpoid 1810} Jaquil-uou JO UOeZI[e1dIawwod pue (swelboid 1aylo
yun
(s1eak)
jusawabeuepy suojpjesiuebiQ pea suoljuanIdlu| weabouid
uonjeing
Aq uonzesor

oty JHNT 8Y} JO UOHEZI[EIIASY PUE LUONE)IGRYSY Y} 10} UEl] JoJSEp










BETJERES
Secretariat
Inpres 2/2007

JI. Taman Suropati
No.2,
Jakarta 10310

www.bappenas.go.id

Bappeda
Central
Kalimantan
Secretariat Inpres
2/2007

JI. Diponegoro 60,
Palangka Raya
73111,

Kalimantan Tengah

www.kalteng.go.id

Netherlands
Embassy

JI. H.R. Rasuna
Said Kav. S-3,
Kuningan
Jakarta 12950

indonesia.nlembassy.org

Euroconsult
] ] ] Mott
MacDonald

Euroconsult
Mott MacDonald

S. Widjojo Centre, It. 3
JI. Sudirman Kav. 71
Jakarta 12190

www.euroconsult.mottmac.com

Deltares | Delft
Hydraulics

P.O. Box 177
2600 MH Delft
The Netherlands

www.wldelft.nl




