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Summary

Contested rules between the state and local communities over the use and protection of forests
are a threat to Indonesia’s forests, environmental services and livelihoods. Success in forest
protection and reducing emission from deforestation and degradation (REDD) requires
conflict resolution. The recent village forest (Hutan Desa) regulation by the Minister of
Forestry (P.49/Menhut-11/2008) details how to reconcile forest management targets and
livelihood interests of forest-edge villages within the framework of a permanent forest estate.
Lubuk Beringin in Bungo district, Jambi Province, Sumatra, became the first village in
Indonesia to secure such an agreement. Our analysis of the process, stakes and social capital
that bridged local, district and national levels for the Hutan Desa agreement aims to help in
reducing transaction costs for wider application as part of any REDD schemes, identifies
locally appropriate mitigation action as part of national strategies and examines co-investment
in stewardship for local, national and global benefits.
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Introduction

Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation (REDD) is a concept that has goals
and clear performance criterion. Reductions can be achieved in multiple ways. Much of the
public debate has focussed on financial incentives as the core of REDD policies (Angelsen
and others 2009, Stern 2008, Verchot and Petkova 2009). Expectations of financial gain have
created interest among many of the policy and governance players involved but have also
created conflicts and an array of bargaining positions.

At the root of continuing deforestation and degradation is a lack of legal clarity about rights,
with accompanying conflicting points of view. Fighting over financial benefits may make
matters worse rather than better. Clarifying rights and resolving conflicts can make it much
cheaper to change the land-use in any particular landscape. This should then become an
important part of a national REDD strategy.

Debate about REDD focuses on two main arguments: efficiency and fairness (Suyanto et al.
2009). The argument for efficiency looks at the current threats to achieving reductions in
emission and the various parties’ bargaining positions, with a tendency to focus on financial
benefits. The argument for fairness focuses on medium-to-long-term threats and the
enhancement and maintenance of trust between the different people involved. There is more
emphasis on investment in assets and the links between social, natural and financial capital.

REDD is often seen as a form of (or at least closely related to) Payments for Environmental
Services (PES). Van Noordwijk and Leimona (2010) distinguished three paradigms within
PES: (1) commoditisation of environmental services (for example, via carbon-offset and
credit markets, payment on delivery); (2) compensation for opportunities skipped (for
example, the forest maintenance payments in Costa Rica with weak conditionality) and; (3)
co-investment in stewardship (for example, investing across multiple types of capital, sharing
risk and responsibility).

The first two paradigms require clarity of property rights at the start of the process,
assessment of the legality of activities that threaten environmental services and enforcement
of laws that set minimum standards of behaviour. The third paradigm is feasible where any of
the preconditions of the first and second paradigms are not met. Van Noordwijk and Leimona,
in the work cited above, claim that the opportunities for co-investment in stewardship are
therefore much more widespread than those for the other two paradigms. A historical analysis
of the PES concept (Gomez-Baggethun and others 2010) leads to a similar conclusion. Co-
investment in stewardship also fits with German and Keeler’s (2010) analysis of “hybrid”
institutions (combining formal and informal groups and structures), which can be more
successful with seemingly unsolvable natural resource management challenges at farm and
landscape levels.

A case study of conflict resolution for a Hutan Desa agreement is described here as a low-
cost, but essential, precursor for REDD schemes. Indonesia is not only the leader in terrestrial
carbon emission, it is also the leader in commitment to Nationally Appropriate Mitigation
Action (NAMA) as the basis for building global trust and achieving international cooperation
to manage climate change. As mentioned above, the Hutan Desa agreement was helped by
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expectations of REDD benefits flowing to government agencies that have a veto on forest
agreements. These agencies had little interest in supporting any agreements before REDD
entered the debate.

The paper will start with a description of the rules and associated conflicts over planning and
control of forests in Indonesia (section A), followed by an account of the Lubuk Beringin
village (section B). The emergence of new rules for reconciling the interests of such a village
with those of national forest authorities in the form of Hutan Desa is then presented (section
C), along with the process that had to be followed to obtain the first permit. Then, (section D)
the emergence of the Hutan Desa agreement for Lubuk Beringin is discussed in the context of
trust, threats and incentives (for example, what pre-disposed Lubuk Beringin to become a
pioneer forest village? How difficult will it be to expand the process to secure more
agreements?), followed by considerations of the relevance of this case for the global REDD

debate (section E).
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the cross-level relations between a specific forest-village
gradient, nested in a regency (district), province, country and global network of relations that can be
understood formally (rules, rights and planning; upper triangle) and informally (trust, threat and
incentives; lower triangle). (Note: Letters A to E are the sections of this paper).

A. The policy context and conflicting rights

In Indonesia, as elsewhere, the right to use, manage and/or destroy natural forest is, by the
constitution, vested in the state for the benefit of the people. In practice, the opinions of the
state and local communities on how such benefits should be allocated have differed over time
(Fay and Michon 2005). The historical basis of the state’s claim over all natural resources
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varies within Indonesia because of the patchwork of governance arrangements and
agreements with local rulers that the colonial government left behind (Galudra and Sirait
2009). Jambi province, Sumatra, was only brought under colonial rule in 1908 when nearly all
land accessible by river, which was the major means of transport, was already used for
agriculture. Only land in the mountains (which later would become the Kerinci Seblat, Bukit
Tigapuluh and Bukit Duabelas national parks) and peat swamp/mangrove zones became
firmly established protection-forest zones. The remaining forests on the lowland peneplains,
beyond the reach of villages at the time of colonial rule, were established as forest reserves.
After Indonesia’s independence, in the 1960s roads were built and those forests were assigned
to logging concessions.

In the early 1990s, the Kerinci Seblat National Park, the largest protected area in Sumatra,
was the target of what was supposed to become an exemplary Integrated Conservation and
Development Project (ICDP)®. The project was closed in 2002, as evaluations suggested that
its goals were not achieved. An impact study by Helmi and Yoariza (2002) compared villages
that were involved in the project with those villages outside and concluded that the ICDP
achieved the goal of conservation awareness but failed to match the rate of development
through alternative livelihood options. Ironically, the ICDP failed at its core by the lack of
integration, contrary to its name, and because it remained a project. The various service
delivery sectors did not work together despite participatory mechanisms. There was no
effective support for the villagers to guard the park when confronted with outsiders who
intrude through their village, while conservation grant disbursement increased inequity and
sparked jealousies. The failure of this ICDP is not unique. However, failure because of
projectisation and poor implementation should not stop the search for real integration of
conservation and development through other means (Pfundt et al. 2008). Local, national and
global stakes in the outcome clearly need effective reconciliation.

While a fully rights-based approach was difficult in pre-1998 Indonesia with its absence of a
universally accepted baseline and point of reference, agreements on the types of resource-use
and associated benefit-sharing could be negotiated. Elsewhere in Sumatra, tenure security was
achieved and started to have positive effects for both livelihoods and environmental services,
but mutual agreement on the clarification of rights was not achieved (Kusters et al. 2007,
Suyanto et al. 2005).

The 1998 political change in Indonesia altered the situation, though not necessarily the actors
and stakes. The Indonesian Forestry Law No. 41 of 1999 contains a number of mechanisms
including privately owned forest (Hutan Hak), recognition of traditional rights (Hutan Adat),
community-based forest management (Hutan KeMasyarakatan or HKM) and village forest
management (Hutan Desa). These mechanisms could be applied to forests that have
permanent watershed protection status (Hutan Lindung) and forests that could be subjected to
sustainable logging practices or severely degraded areas for forest plantation development
(including Hutan Tanaman Rakyat or HTR). However, between the legal opportunity and a
fully functional implementation program, many intermediate steps needed to be taken to align
forest governance agencies at district, provincial and national levels. Until implementation
rules were established, no forest had been formally designated as Hutan Desa.

& World Bank-sponsored project



The 1999 forestry law was influenced by the decentralisation agenda of the 1998 Reformasi
period in Indonesian politics. However, the mood in the forest sector rapidly swung back
towards recentralization in 2002. According to Djogo and Syaf (2003)

... the decentralisation of forest resource management authority to local governments
has resulted in a situation in which district governments are neither accountable
upward to the central government nor downward to the local people. The
decentralization of authority without appropriate devolution processes or control
mechanisms has resulted in the decentralization of opportunistic behaviour that is in
direct opposition to the development of good local forest governance. The delegation
of authority has in fact resulted in the decentralization of power to the private sector.

Increasingly over the past decade, international concerns over the fate of tropical rainforests,
driven by concerns for biodiversity as well as greenhouse gas emissions and climate change,
focused on governance and the control of illegal logging. More direct involvement of local
communities is widely seen as an important part of any solution. The discussion on REDD
that started in Indonesia ahead of the Thirteenth Conference of Parties of the United Nation’s
Framework Convention on Climate Change in Bali in 2007 re-emphasised the need to reduce
conflict over forest boundaries and engage local communities in forest management (IFCA
2007, van Noordwijk et al. 2008). Jambi province was keen to be one of the pioneers in
emerging REDD programs and this provided support at provincial level for moving ahead
with initiatives for local forest governance.

B. Lubuk Beringin: Forest-village gradient and social capital

Lubuk Beringin, with a total area of 2 800 hectares (of which 84 percent is watershed
protection forest), is one of the villages in Sub-District Bathin 111 Ulu, Bungo district, Jambi
province. It is categorised as a poor village within the district, with below-average income
levels. The village’s main sources of food are its rice paddies. The main source of income is
rubber and occasionally durian and other fruits obtained from the rubber agroforests that also
provide medicinal plants. While technically feasible, the intensification of rubber gardens
involves risks of failure and requires credit sources at discount rates, which are not locally
available (Joshi et al. 2003, Williams et al 2001).

In 1997, the village became part of the ICDP-TNKS program which aimed to develop an
agreement of village rules on environmental preservation. The agreement included
maintaining forest areas; not cultivating land with more than 80 degree slope; and planting
bamboo along the riverside to stop erosion and landslides.

Lubuk Beringin is part of the Rantaupandan valley. From here, the Rewarding Upland Poor
for Environmental Services (RUPES)® project of the World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF)
explored how rewards could be provided for environmental services in Bungo district after
the closure of the ICDP. The project team included Lubuk Beringin as one of the focal
villages, building on the social capital that had been achieved by the ICDP, but relying on
local initiative. As the rubber agroforests of Lubuk Beringin border on, and are partly

°RUPES is a programme funded by the International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD).
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classified as, watershed protection forest (Hutan Lindung), the key issues for the village were
their lack of tenure security and how to deal with external disturbance to the forest upstream.
One of the RUPES sites had been successful in supporting and increasing the use of the
community-based forest management procedures (HKM) of the forest law. A similar
approach seemed appropriate for Lubuk Beringin. At central government level, however, the
HKM option was seen as losing control, partly because the relationship between community
groups and formal government is not clear, even at the lowest level.

RUPES activities in Bungo focused on options for “jungle” rubber or biodiversity-friendly
rubber agroforest management (Kuncoro et al. 2006). These activities raised local awareness
of the trade-offs involved in rubber intensification, that is, while rubber yields increase, the
local public goods and services of the agroforest decline. The village discussed the relevance
of protecting their existing rubber agroforestry systems. Rubber agroforests serve as fauna
and flora habitat and can preserve watershed functions. Since the village was not yet
connected to the electricity grid, the idea arose to use the local river as a source of
hydropower. The RUPES project team supported the idea as a direct reward for
environmental services and a way to increase incentives to villagers to protect the watershed.
The local government later stepped in and provided further support when the first pilot project
succeeded and the village had shown the ability to organise themselves. The village’s efforts
were further recognised in 2006 by gaining second place in the prestigious national Kalpataru
award at provincial level and as the top candidate in 2007. With these nominations, the
visibility of the village was amplified and its commitment to combine conservation and
livelihood improvement was strengthened.

The Lubuk Beringin villagers have committed themselves to maintaining the Rantau Bayur
protected forest area because the forest provides the water they need for drinking, generating
electricity for their village and irrigating their rice fields. A village rule (PERDUS) guides
their management of the water and their use of the forest both for timber and non-timber
purposes. The rule forbids land clearing and villagers campaign for this by providing
information in the mosque. The main threat to the forest, however, comes from the
neighbouring villages and their development plans. These villages have agreements with
private companies for oil palm development and implement local transmigration programs to
increase their population size.

...............
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C1. Formal rules for hutan desa

Government rules No. 6 of 2007 and No. 3 of 2008 indicated that forest management needs to
be based on empowering the community, developing local capacity and giving access in order
to increase the prosperity of people living in or near the forest. The rules clarified village
forest or Hutan Desa and community-based forest management.

Hutan Desa areas are part of the national forest estate managed by a village community
through a local village organisation that plans, manages and allocates benefits derived from
the forest. The management is not only focused on using forest resources but includes
responsibilities to preserve the life-supporting functions of the forest. The procedure for
assigning rights to any village in Indonesia involves approval at district, provincial and
national levels (Figure 2). The Hutan Desa designation became operational under a decree
from the Minister of Forestry No. P. 49/Menhut-11/2008 of 25 August, 2008.
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Figure 2: Process of obtaining a Hutan Desa designation, management rights and annual management
plans for a village forest.

The area which can become Hutan Desa has to be administratively part of the village and can
include watershed protection forest and production forest (as long as there are no existing
concession rights). The permission period for Hutan Desa is 35 years and is renewable for
another 35 years subject to approval of annual work plans. Detailed information about rights
and obligations, work plans and other duties within the Hutan Desa scheme are presented in
Table 1.



Table 1: Specifications of Hutan Desa in Government Rule No. 6 of 2007 and Government Rule No. 3

of 2008.

Rights and obligations

Management rights rights given to the village body include:
a. The use of environmental services provided by non-timber forest resources
derived from a watershed protection zone.
b. The same plus the use of timber, subject to IUPHHK approval, in the
production forest zone.
The obligations are:
a. Marking the border of the working area.
b. Submitting annual work plans.
c. Protecting the remaining forest from outside agents.
d. Carrying out and arranging the business of utilising forest resources.
e. Paying forest-use fees and contributing to the reforestation fund (in case of

logging) in line with the rule of law.

Work plan

At least once in a year the owner of the right reports the progress of the activities in
the village forest, which includes:
a.  Work plan and the realisation of periodic activities:
e  Marking the border of working area
e Planting
e  Cultivating
e  Obtaining benefits
e  Protecting
b. Obstacles to implementation:
e  Technically
e Administratively

¢.  Future planning

Guidance and control

Guidance and control of village forest management is carried out by the Minister of
Forestry, governor, head of regency (or mayor in case of urban areas)
Support provided for village forests from the central government through
provincial forest agencies includes:

a. Education and training in managing forest.

b. Developing the local management entity.

¢.  Guidance in arranging work plan of village forest.

d. Technical guidance in managing forest.

e. Information on market and access to capital.

f.  Developing of business capacity.

Termination of rights

Rights can be terminated based on results of a joint evaluation by the forest
authorities and the village forest management body. Rights are terminated if:
a. The 35-year period expires.
b.  Failure to meet the agreed objectives justifies sanctions.
c.  The holder of the rights decides to withdraw.




The application for a Hutan Desa permit for Lubuk Beringin was supported by KKI-WARSI
(an NGO), which was involved in the ICDP project in 1992, and researchers from the World
Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF) who had been studying biodiversity in the area since 1998.
Through projects such as RUPES the researchers had also been examining rubber agroforest
management and intensification. The application also gained the attention and support of the
government in Bungo district through a multistakeholder forum known as the Forest
Governance Learning Group. The members of this forum, including individuals working at
various agencies but not formally representing them, were instrumental in formulating the
development vision for Bungo district free from factional interests, politics or institutional
agendas.

C2. Obtaining hutan desa recognition for Lubuk Beringin

Lubuk Beringan’s Hutan Desa application process started on 20 November, 2008 when the
Directorate General of Land Rehabilitation and Social Forestry (RLPS) in the forest
department clarified Regulation No. P. 49/Menhut-11/2008 on village forest during a meeting
with village representatives at the planning office (Bappeda) in Bungo. Following the
clarification, the village representatives officially proposed their intention to manage all the
watershed protection forest (known as the Bukit Panjang-Rantau Bayur forest) within the
administrative bounds of their village.

KKI-WARSI helped in completing administrative requirements, such as maps and an
inventory of the natural resources within the village administrative boundaries. The proposal
was completed within four months. The formal application letter from the village to the head
of the district refers to support provided by KKI-WARSI and the World Agroforestry Centre
(ICRAF) in the proposal development.

In early January 2009, a verification team from the forestry department visited Lubuk
Beringin for a feasibility study. Finally, during a ceremony attended by 2000 people on 30
March, 2009, the Minister of Forestry officially awarded the Hutan Desa management rights
to Lubuk Beringin. The village became the first in Indonesia to obtain such rights. The head
of Bungo district received the decree from the Minister on behalf of the village. The forestry
and plantation office was given the responsibility to guide the village in implementing their
Hutan Desa work plan. The village community is, among other things, responsible for
reporting illegal logging activities in the area to relevant authorities.

The process of initiating, supporting and acquiring the Hutan Desa permit is a form of action
research (Bargal 2006) in the sense that researchers were actively involved together with the
village and used opportunities as they arose throughout the process. Researcher-supported
local action typically proceeds step-by-step with phases of reflection alternating with phases
of action and ‘learning loops’ (Table 2).



D. Discussion: Understanding trust, threat and incentives

Community coherence and connectedness

Are there specific factors in the condition or history of Lubuk Beringin that pre-disposed the
village to be the pioneer of a new deal between forest authorities and village communities in
Indonesia?

Table 2: Planning, action and reflection phases of the external facilitation of the village forest
application, using participatory action research concepts.

Planning 1:

Discussion with the village
leaders and community.

Establish a committee for
managing the village forest.

Complete the requirements of
the village forest proposal
together with facilitators.

Discussion with neighbouring
village leaders to settle the
borders of the forest.

Action 1:

A committee was founded
with the name “Ndendang
Buluh Sako Batang Buat”. M
Mukhlis became its leader.

Proposal letters to delineate
and manage village forest
were sent to the head of
Bungo district, assisted by
KKI-WARSI.

Reflection 1:

The head of district agreed to
the proposal from Lubuk
Beringin village and ordered
the Forest and Plantation Office
to check the data in accordance
with the proposal. The village
actively helped the staff of the
office to complete the
requirements.

The neighbouring village
helped mark the village borders.

Planning 2:

Preparation of village forest
work plan by the committee.

Action 2:

A verification team from the
Forestry Department visited
the village.

The working area for the
village forest was confirmed
and the village forest
committee began to prove its
credentials.

Reflection 2:

The head of Bungo district
received the right for village
forest from the Forest Ministry
(MS Kaban).

The head of Bungo district
gave the responsibility to the
Village Forest Management
Committee to maintain and
use the village forest.

Planning 3:

Cultivation of orchid, honey
bee and other non-timber
products.

Increase rubber cultivation in
the village forest to reduce the
dependency of the village on
the forest.

Plant (indigenuous) trees to
enhance the biodiversity of the
forest.

Propose a village development
program to obtain funding
assistance from the
government.

Make border signage helped by
forestry and plantation office.

Action 3:

Forestry and plantation office
actively and positively
respond to the work plan

Planting rubber on village
farms (so far 10 hectare).

Reflection3:

The village informs the
government of the status of the
forest and work plan and
reports the neighbouring
village for sanctions if it
harvests trees in the village
forest area.

Shares experiences with
communities outside the
village.

Receives a Village for
Conservation award from the
Forestry Minister.

For more than a decade, Lubuk Beringin had been interacting with KKI-WARSI in the ICDP-
TNKS protection program. Although the ICDP as a whole may have failed, the process it
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started can be followed to Lubuk Beringin’s Hutan Desa outcome. Although Suparman
(1999) noted that the empowerment programs of the ICDP only reached rural elites, in the
case of Lubuk Beringin the discussions ultimately involved all. This suggests that the time
pressure on projects such as ICDP may not match with reality and success or failure may be
judged too early.

The RUPES project on biodiversity and environmental services rewards also employed
participatory, collaborative and co-learning approaches. It operated on the basic assumption
that effective management of natural resources, including biodiversity conservation, occurs
whenever there is synergy among human, natural and social capital (Van Noordwijk et al.
2004). Social capital in the village was developed using an interactive co-learning approach,
which allowed dialogue among as many relevant stakeholders as possible to share knowledge,
define problems and find solutions. The community was considered as a collaborator having
an active role in designing priorities, while the outsiders had responsibility for making the
process of conservation and development actually happen. Reaffirming the hypothesis of
Ostrom (1990) that self-organisation defines a community, the following principles were
applied: 1) the boundary was clearly defined in the Lubuk Beringin landscape taking account
of historical facts, and; 2) the community affected by the rules participated in modifying the
rules.

Win-win-win solution?

Analysis of the benefits that the district, provincial and central government agencies derived
from the Hutan Desa agreement suggests that public discussion about conflicts as a deterrent
to REDD investment in Indonesia as a whole, and in Jambi province specifically, has played a
role. Although the REDD context is not reflected in the formal decisions (as it may give the
impression of undue external pressure), it was expressed in informal interviews with those
involved in the approval process.

For example, the watershed protection forest status does not allow extraction rents and the
cost of protecting the area is a drain on district government resources. This is supposedly
balanced by gains in more regular waterflow and reduced risk of landslides that disturb road
infrastructure or can lead to loss of lives. The public display by the Minister of Forestry in
announcing the Hutan Desa agreement just before parliamentary elections suggests that a
showcase was indeed welcome after years of promises that benefits from forests should be
more widely shared.

Bungo’s forest governance learning group served as a venue for open discussions among
activists about reforming forest governance. This forum is informal and the topics of
discussion depend on the members’ interests. The members of the forum do not represent
their institutions, so the meetings provide a safe space for open discussion and learning.

Table 3 presents an analysis of the relevance of the REDD debate to Hutan Desa agreements.
The analysis is based on discussions with various stakeholders at the national, provincial,
regency and local levels. Stakeholders’ approval of such stewardship agreements was
synthesized by a simple score of positive, neutral or negative impacts on their group
multiplied by a five-point ranking of the power to facilitate or delay the approval.

In the table, the situation with and without expectation of benefits from REDD (of reducing
carbon emission from deforestation and degradation) was reconstructed. Without (or before)
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expectations of REDD benefits, the national and provincial discussions tended towards
blocking the proposal because groups that expect Hutan Desa proposals to hinder the
allocation of forests to the forestry industry had more influence than the social forestry
groups.

The REDD debate may have tipped the balance at both central and provincial level because
expectations of benefits were clearly expressed. Interestingly, in this analysis the major
interest groups that were opposed to the Hutan Desa agreement could not openly express
opposition because the agreement involves watershed protection forest that is out of reach of
the forestry industry (even though de facto use has been possible). Similarly, at village and
regency levels the groups currently benefitting from illegal logging could not openly express
their position.

Given the multilevel approval process and the lack of opportunities for trade-off of different
matters between levels of government (as opposed to within each level), it may be reasonable
to expect that the final outcome has to be at least neutral for each level of governance before
agreement can be achieved.

Table 3: Analysis of stakeholder positions and power at local, regency, provincial and national levels
based on “‘expert opinion’ of those involved in the process. The overall score at each level is
calculated with and without expectations of REDD benefits.

Influence on decision
Net

) Power | Open? w/ w/o ] o .
benefit Silencing illegal voices
REDD | REDD

Level Stakeholders w/o REDD

National | Ministry of il 5 0 5 -5 0 0
Forestry
pulpwood-supply
interests

Ministry of 1 25 1 25 2.5 2.5 25
Forestry social
forestry interests

Ministry of 1 3 1 3 3
Forestry REDD
interests

Province | Provincial -1 2 0 2 2 0 0
pulpwood supply
interests

Provincial 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
waterflow
interests

Provincial 1 1 1 1 1
REDD interests

Regency | Regent 1 5 1 0 0 0 0

Regency forestry | 1 2 1 1 1 1 1
law enforcement
unit

Opportunity to 2 2 4 4 4 4 4
collect revenue
for forest use

National park 1 2 1 2 2 2 2
authority
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Village | Village 2 2 1 3 3 3 3
leadership

Well-off farmers | 0 2 1 0 0 0 0
(foregoing rubber
intensification)

Local operators | -2 1 0 -2 -2 0 0
of illegal logging

Women and 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
children

Local 1 1 1 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
hydropower

operators and
participating

households
External | Provincial NGO | 1 2 1 4 4 4 4
International 2 1 1 2 2 2 2
research centre
Totals Sum at national 05 25 55 25
level ' ’
Sunyat. 0 1 2 1
provincial level
Sum at regency 5 5 5 5
level
Sum at village 25 25 45 45

level

Role of external agents

External agents had interacted with the local community for over a decade. A detailed
analysis of how components of this interaction influenced the quality of self-organised forest
governance is beyond the scope of this paper. In Bungo district, as mentioned by local
government staff, the close interaction of the local community with NGOs as facilitators has
been very important (Adnan et al. 2008). Community development programs of the NGOs
provided technical expertise, facilitated information exchange with other rural communities
and created a forum for conflict resolution. However, local action also requires legal back-up
in dealing with outside agents (for example, those involved in illegal logging) and to achieve
reciprocity with the municipal government. The active roles of the World Agroforestry Centre
(ICRAF) and KKI-WARSI in the district-level forest learning group and of KKI-WARSI at
provincial level helped to build trust with the village community and helped forest officials
understand that rubber agroforests combine environmental and productivity functions that are
compatible with the watershed protection forest status (Joshi et al. 2003).

E. Relevance for the international REDD debate

The designation as village forest of 84 percent of Lubuk Beringin’s territory can be a step
toward such schemes for neighbouring villages or the whole Rantaupandan valley and/or zone
surrounding the national park.

The factors that helped make Lubuk Beringin a special case that could serve as a pioneer for
Hutan Desa agreements, along with the scrutiny needed of those in forestry institutions who
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mistrust any local community, make it less likely that the result can be easily extended to
other villages.

There are continuing efforts to test the hypothesis that transaction costs can be reduced once
there are a few successes. Replication processes have started in Bukit Panjang, Bukit Pohong
in Sungai Telang, Bukit Singirik and Bukit Rantau Bayur in Senamat Ulu village. These
contiguous areas are all within the protected forest area of Bukit Panjang-Rantau Bayur,
covering 13 529 hectares. There has been previous recognition of small parts (not exceeding
1000 hectares) of the forest in Bungo district as “customary forest” (Endah 2008, Hadi et al.
2008). The existing agreements for these small areas are better than what was achieved
before, but do not achieve their maximum potential reach and relevance. The replication of
the Hutan Desa scheme in these areas could be a model of collective management of forest
areas involving various villages under a clear government regulation.

For the villagers of Lubuk Beringin, the increased tenure security is a highly valued reward
and they are aware that this is subject to performance in forest protection. In as far as the
approval of forest authorities has been linked to expectations of receiving REDD funding, the
benefits for local communities can, for a change, have preceded benefits at government level.

Much of current REDD debate is about benefit sharing and focussed on financial flows. The
key to the success of Lubuk Beringin is that multiple currencies are involved: the primary
benefit to the community is security of rights and opportunities to derive income from their
agroforests; and the primary benefit for government agencies is that they can meet
preconditions for REDD investment, all at low financial cost.

Programs on forest carbon in Bungo district are now being established based on regulation
No. P.68/Menhut-11/2008 of the Forestry Minister about allocating REDD funds and No.
P.30/Menhut-11/2009 about REDD in the framework of the climate change convention. In
order to be part of national and international REDD fund allocations, institutions are required
that have a clear mechanism for forest protection and distribution of benefits and that are able
to monitor the performance of a REDD funding program in Indonesia. The Hutan Desa
designation of Lubuk Beringin may well become one of the starting points for such a process.
It may also prove to be a key component of the self-funded NAMA commitment by Indonesia
to the global community to stabilise national emissions at the 2005 level and to seek a shift to
emissions that make more tangible contributions to the national economy.
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Conclusions

The case of the Hutan Desa designation of Lubuk Beringin has been shown to be a way to
reduce transaction costs for the initial phases of REDD mechanisms.

Where public policies have inconsistencies and have not reconciled conflicting interests in
future forest-use options, imposing a REDD scheme as part of an international regime may
face high transaction costs and be unattractive to international investors. In a co-investment
paradigm (as discussed in van Noordwijk and Leimona 2010), the options of negotiated
tenure conditional on environmental service maintenance on land that ultimately remains
under state control are an important category of rewards for environmental services, as well as
a precondition for the use of other paradigms in Payment for Environmental Services
schemes. The current level of control by forest authorities through development, approval and
implementation of management plans to enhance environmental services may appear
excessive for the area especially in comparison to the lack of accountability by the state
authorities in areas where they have been in charge. But local sovereignty in managing the
environment for local-plus-external benefits has to be earned in a step-by-step fashion.

Success of this conditional tenure paradigm in the international REDD context will require
further trust-building and reciprocity in redressing the current inequalities and conflicts over
Indonesia’s forest resources. As a means of conflict resolution, the Hutan Desa case in Lubuk
Beringin features the importance of both bonding (or horizontal) and bridging (or vertical)
forms of social capital between actors while addressing the rights issues of the local people.
Reference to local wisdom and traditions in managing mixed woody vegetation that combines
planted trees (in this case, rubber) and local plant species that replicates the natural forest
process and patterns in the protective agroforests, form a big step forward in developing fair
and efficient REDD schemes.

-14-



References

Adnan H, Tadjudin D, Yuliani EL, Komarudin H, Lopulalan D, Siagian YL, Munggoro DW.
eds. 2008. Belajar dari Bungo: mengelola Sumberdaya alam di era desentralisasi.
Bogor, Indonesia: Center for International Forestry Research.

Angelsen A, Brown S, Loisel C, Peskett L, Streck CA, Zarin, D. 2009. Reducing emissions
from deforestation and forest degradation (REDD): An options assessment report.
Washington, DC: The Meridian Institute.

Bargal D. 2006. Personal and intellectual influences leading to Lewin’s paradigm of action
research. Action Research 4: 367-388.

Djogo T, Syaf R. 2003. Decentralization without accountability: power and authority over
local forest governance in Indonesia. In Suryanata K, Fox J, Brennan S, eds. Issues of
decentralization and federation in forest governance. Proceedings from the Tenth
Workshop on Community-Based Management of Forestlands, 30 June 3-25 July 2003.
Honolulu, Hawaii: p. 9-26. (Available from
http://www.eastwestcenter.org/fileadmin/stored/pdfs//FoxlssuesofDecentralization.pdf
#page=12)

Endah RDDR. 2008. Hutan adat Batu Kerbau: sisa-sisa kearfian lokal. In Adnan H, Tadjudin
D, Yuliani EL, Komarudin H, Lopulalan D, Siagian YL, Munggoro DW, eds. Belajar
dari Bungo: mengelola Sumberdaya alam di era desentralisasi. Bogor, Indonesia:
Center for International Forestry Research: p. 65-82.

Fay C, Michon G. 2005. Redressing forestry hegemony: when a forestry regulatory
framework is replaced by an agrarian one. Forest, Trees and Livelihoods 15 (2): 193-
200.

Galudra G, Sirait M. 2009. A discourse on Dutch colonial forest policy and science in
Indonesia at the beginning of the 20th century. International Forestry Review 11: 524—
533.

German LA, Keeler A. 2010. “Hybrid institutions”: applications of common property theory
beyond discrete property regimes. International Journal of the Commons 4: 571-596.

Gomez-Baggethun E, De Groot R, Lomas PL, Montes C. 2010. The history of ecosystem
services in economic theory and practice: from early notions to markets and payment
schemes. Ecological Economics 69: 1209-1218.

Hadi M, Komarudin H, Schagen M. 2008. Bebijakan kehutanan, aksi kolektif dan hak
properti: sebuahy pelajaran dari Bungo. In Adnan H, Tadjudin D, Yuliani EL,
Komarudin H, Lopulalan D, Siagian YL, Munggoro DW, eds. Belajar dari Bungo:
mengelola Sumberdaya alam di era desentralisasi. Bogor, Indonesia: Center for
International Forestry Research. p. 365-387.

Helmi, Yonariza. 2002. Project socio-economic impact study of integrated conservation and
development project (ICDP) Kerinci Seblat National Park (KSNP). Padang, Indonesia:

-15-



Center for Irrigation, Land and Water Resource and Development Studies, Andalas
University. (Available from http://www.unand.ac.id/psi-
sdalp/download/research/tnks.pdf)

[IFCA] Indonesia Forest Climate Alliance. 2007. Reducing emissions from deforestation and
forest degradation in Indonesia: REDD methodology and strategies: summary for
policy makers. Jakarta: Indonesia Forest Climate Alliance. (Available from
http://www.dephut.go.id/INFORMASI/LITBANG/IFCA/Summary%204%?20policy%?2
Omakers_final.pdf)

Joshi L, Wibawa G, Beukema HJ, Williams SE, Van Noordwijk M. 2003. Technological
change and biodiversity in the rubber agroecosystem. In Vandermeer JH, ed. Tropical
agroecosystems: new directions for research. Boca Raton, Florida: CRC Press. p.133—
157.

Kuncoro SA, Van Noordwijk M, Martini E, Saipothong P, Areskoug V, Ekadinata A,
O’Connor T. 2006. Rapid agrobiodiversity appraisal (RABA) in the context of
environmental service rewards: protocols for data collection and case studies in rubber
agroforest in Bungo district, Jambi, Indonesia and fragmented forest in north Thailand.
Bogor, Indonesia: World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF).

Kusters K, De Foresta H, Ekadinata A, Van Noordwijk M. 2007. Towards solutions for state
vs. local community conflicts over forestland: the impact of formal recognition of user
rights in Krui, Sumatra, Indonesia. Human Ecology 35: 427-438.

Ostrom E. 1990. Governing the commons. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Pfundt JL, Koponen P, O’Connor T, Boffa JM, Van Noordwijk M, Sorg JP. 2008.
Biodiversity conservation and sustainable livelihoods in tropical forest landscapes. In
Lafortezza R, Chen J, Sanesi G, Crow TR, eds. Patterns and processes in forest
landscapes: multiple use and sustainable management. Berlin: Springer.

Stern N. 2008. The cconomics of climate change. American Economic Review 98: 1-37.

Suparman. 1999. Proses pendampingan pada masyarakat tepian hutan. Thesis for Magister of
Social Science. Jakarta: University of Indonesia.

Suyanto S, Permana RK, Khususiyah N, Joshi L. 2005. Land tenure, agroforestry adoption
and reduction of fire hazard in a forest zone: a case study from Lampung, Sumatra,
Indonesia. Agroforestry System 65: 1-11.

Suyanto S, Muharrom E, Van Noordwijk M. 2009. Fair and efficient? How stakeholders view
investments to avoid deforestation in Indonesia. Policy Brief 8. Bogor, Indonesia:
World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF).

Van Noordwijk M, Leimona B. 2010. CES/COS/CIS paradigms for compensation and
rewards to enhance environmental services. World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF)
Working Paper 100. Bogor, Indonesia: World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF).

Van Noordwijk M, Purnomo H, Peskett L, Setiono B. 2008. Reducing emissions from
deforestation and forest degradation (REDD) in Indonesia: options and challenges for

-16-



fair and efficient payment distribution mechanisms. World Agroforestry Centre
(ICRAF) Working Paper 81. Bogor, Indonesia: World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF).

Van Noordwijk M, Chandler F, Tomich TP. 2004. An introduction to the conceptual basis of
RUPES: rewarding upland poor for the environmental services they provide. Bogor,
Indonesia: World Agroforestry Centre (ICRAF).

Verchot LV, Petkova E. 2009. The state of REDD negotiations: consensus points, options for
moving forward and research needs to support the process. A background document
for the UN-REDD sponsored support to regional groups. Bogor, Indonesia: Center for
International Forestry Research.

Williams SE, Van Noordwijk M, Penot E, Healey JR, Sinclair FL, Wibawa G. 2001. On-farm
evaluation of the establishment of clonal rubber in multistrata agroforests in Jambi,
Indonesia. Agroforestry Systems 53: 227-237.

-17-



Attachment 1

BERITA ACARA

HESEPAKATAN BATAS WILAYAH DUSUN LUBLIK BERINGIN

HECAMATAMN BATHIN Ul LU KABUPATEN BUNGD

Pada hari Jumal, tanggal 6 Mared 2008 berbampat di Dusun Lubuk Beringin, kam yang
ierdiri dan Rie Dsun Lubuk Baringin, Ris Dusun Senwmat Ule, Rio Ouswn Laman Panjang
dan Rio Duswen Buoat Kecamatan Baihin 0 Ulu Kabupsten Bungo  telah melakubcan
muSygwarah tentang kesepakatan batas witayah due=un Lufak Beringin. Berdasarkan hal
diatas disepakati balnwa:

Partama

K za

Hetiga

Koemgal

Wilayah Dusun Lubuk Beningn berbatagan dengan Dusun Bual disebalah
Barat dan Utara dengan batas gobak air guling batu di Bukit Panjang,
disgbelah Tenur dan Utera berbatasan dengan Dusun Laman Panjang
berdasanan golak air guling batu di Bukit Gedang Sebeiab Selatan dengan
Kecamatan Pekepal.

Batas wilayah fersehut dengan sebenamya merupakan balas wilayah disun

Lubuk Bedngn, lermasuk digalamnya kawasan yang dissukan unluk
manadi hak pengalcdaan Hutan Desa Duswen Lubuk Berngin selas 2356
Heaktar yang berasda didafam Exeasan Hutan Lindung Bukil panjang Rantau
Bayur

Dengan adanya ketepakatan anlar para Rio yang wikryahnya berbatasan
langsung dengan dusun Lutuk Banngin, dinarapkan degat mempencapat
prosas upaya penalapan Areal Keda Hutan Desa Dusun Lubuk Beringin
dengan 5K Manded Kehutanan

Berita Acara ini dibuat sabagal bahen unbuk mempenpalas dan memasidan
wilayah pengeloiaan Hutan Desa Dusun Lubuk Bermgin, uniuk menghindan
terjadinya kondlik batas wilayah dan gugatan_wilayah dikemudian hari.

Derrehianiah Besnta Acara ini dibwat 8les kesaepakatan bersama,

T e
e

Dedapkan di Dusun Lubuk Beringin .x.-_.;f-“’ T 3
Pada tanggal, 6 Maret 2009 "'_-l:l_u:--u:,,

Ao Dusun Larman Panjang

R Dusun Buar

Ll
Ria yarg Mawepm.au —‘%ﬁ,%
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Attachment 2

BERITA ACARA HASIL VERIFIKASI
PEMNETAPAN HUTAN DESA
DI DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN KECAMATAN BATHIN I ULU
KABUPATEN BUNGO PROVINSI JAMEI
NOMOR: BA  /BPS-3/2009
TANGGAL MARET 2009

Pelaksanaan Verifikasi Penetapan Areal Kerja Hutan Desa didasarkan atas
usulan Bupati Bungo dengan surat Mo 522/2312/Hutbun tanggal 17 Desember
2008 perinal  Usulan Penetapan Areal Kerja Hutan Desa, dilakukan sebagal
tindak lanjut ketentwan pasal 7 Peraturan Menteri Kehutanan  Nomor

P.49/Menhut-11/2008 tentang Hutan Desa.

Acuan pelaksanaan verifikasi adalah keputusan Mentend Kehutanan Momor
SK.76/Menhut-11/2009 tanggal 4 Maret 2009 tentang Tentang Tim Verifikasi
Hutan Desa, dan Peraturan Direktur Jenderal Rehabilitasi Lahan dan
Perhutanan Sosial Nomor P.03/V-Set/2008 tanggal 3 Maret 2009 tentang
Pedoman Verifikasi Hutan Hutan Desa.

Pada han ini Sabtu tanggal Tujuh Bulan Maret Tabun Dua Ribu Sembilan, kami
yang bertandatangan di bawah ini Tim Verifikasi Hutan Desa di Dusun Lubuk
Beringin Kecamatan Bathin 1T Ulu, Kabupaten Bungo, Provinsi Jambi, dengan
hasil Verifikasi sebagai berikut :

I. GAMBARAN UMUM

Kawasan Hutan Desa yang diusulkan oleh masyarakat Dusun Lubuk
Benngin merupakan kawasan Hutan Lindung Rantau Bayur Bukit Panjang
Kelompok Hutan Merangin Alal yang berada di wilayah administrasi dusun
seluas + 2.356 hektar yang merupakan hulu DAS Batang Bungo sebagai
penyangga kehidupan masyarakat, baik sebagai fungsi hidroorologi seperti
sumber air minum, irigasi sawah, lubuk larangan/perikanan darat, MOK,
sarana transportasi/pengangkut hasil karet rakyat, sumber energi bag
kingir air penghasil listrik desa/mikrohidre, maupun sebagai penyangga
kawasan konservasi Taman Nasional Kerind Seblat (TNKS), koridor loncatan
jenis hewan tertentu serta persediaan karbon yang berkorelasi kuat dengan
tumbuhan yang ada di dalamnya.

-19-



Dari hasidl kKajian inverton partisipatif di dalam kawasan Hutan Lindung
Rentau Bayw Bukit Panjang terdapat 971 species pohon, 37 speces
mamala, Kawasan inl sebagian besar didominasi oleh topograft berbulat
dengan ketinggian antara $00-1316 meter di atas permukaan but.

Masyarakat sejek tahun 1997 leleh menjaga kawasan hutan im dengan
berpagang pada Kesepakatan Konservasi Desa (KKD), yang merupakan
proses panjang yang dibangun olkeh masyarakat | untuk  menjaga
geberlanjutan fungsi ekosstem kawasan hutan 4 wilayah dusuin.

Ada beberapa Kesspakatan penbng dankara lgin banwa masyarakal tdak
akan mengamizil hasil hutan kayu dan non kayu serta tidak membuica lahan
peranian dalam kExwasan hutan |II'II:|I.'I'II','| dan kawa=an THEES, IIIEMHTH:IIEII'I
sl hulan kayu dan nomn kayo  sela penbokaan lahan perlaman pada
Kawasan Hutan Dsa di ludr kawasan Huban Lindung dan THES hanus szijin
De=sa (setelabh disetugul Pemdes, BPD, Tokoh Adal dan Tokoh Agama), tidak
akan mengolah  lhan  psrtanian secara teris mensius pada  lahan
MG CUrRm, Qingow sungal, Nulu sungal  supaya Udak levjadi angsar,
anprfencs| ataw sumber pengairan sawab Lidal tergangoe,

IL. PROSES VERIFIKAS]
&. Pengumpulan data dan informasi
Pengurrgulan data dan informasi tentang adnwnisirass yang dimiliki clch
Dusun Lubuk  Berirgin serta data pendukung lainnya dengan cara
mangumgulkan dan mewawancaral pefabal terkail, bokoh mesyarakat,
mokch adat. :

B, Kpordinasi dengan Dinas Kehutanan Prosins: Jamibi.
Melakukan repat/pertemuan dengan Dinas Proping beserta Jajaanngg

yang terkait untuk menggall keterangan-keterangan setiagal pendukung
Prases wvorii ks

€. Diskusl dengan Bupeti dan Kepala Dinas Kehutanan Kabupaten Bungo.
Untuk mengklanfikas! usulan Bupali tentang data-data fungs kawasan,
peta, luasan dan kondisi topografi dan ksnds masyarakat yang akan
dipakal sebagai masukan dalam melaksanikan verifkas.

-20-



0. Diskusi atau wawancara dengan Ro/Kepala Dusun dan Warga Dusun,
Melkukan pertemuan dergan Kepala Dusun beserta selunul aparatnys
dan masyarakat unbuk menggall keserusan masyarakat dusun atas
usulan Hutan Desa serta mengklanfkas date-data yang herkodan
dengan Hutarm Desa dan Pernbentukan Lembaga Desa apakah swdah
sesuai dengan P, 48 Menbut-i 2008 tentang Hutan Desa,

E. Observas Lapangan.
Dilakukan gleh Tim Tekns Terpadu antara Diben RLPS, Digen Planologi
Eehulian den aparat Pemenntah Daearah (Provins, Kabupaten) dan
masyarakat Lubuk Beringin dengan tujuan untuk memastian batas-
batas wilayah Hutan Desa dan wilayah administrasi sera lopografi,
potens dan panutupan &han.

III.EATASAN ANALISIS

A Tim werfikasi hanya berfugas sebatas memwenfikasi atas wsulan
pana@Epan areal kerja Hutan Desa danl Bupali dengan sumt Mo
52272312 /Hutbun targgal 17 Desamber 2004,

B. Tim tidak memverificas dan tidak bertanpoung jawab terhadap proses
Al kegiatan yang ada sebelumim@a & kawasan Hutan Undung Buki

Panjang Rantau Bayur kelompok hutan Merangin Alal Kabupaten Bungo
Provinsi Jamibi.

IV. DESKRIPSI VERLFIKASI

A Kepastian Kawasan

1, Smius Kewwasam,
Secara hukum status kawasan terdin dard Hutan Hak dan Hutan
Negars, sedangkan status kewasan hutan yang diajukan cleh Desa
Lubuk Beringin berstatus kawasan Hutan Negara.

& Fumgsi Kawasan.,
Fungsi kawasan terdin dan fungsi kersenasi, fungsi Endung dan
fungsi produksi.
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Hutan Dess vang diajulan oleh Dess Libuk Beringin merupakan
Tungsi lindung,
3. HasSParijinan.
Setelah dilarfikesi di |apangan pada kawosan Hulan Desa yang
diajukan bebas dari hak atau ijin yang dibenkan kepada pihak
ketiga, namun ditemukan sebagian kecil tegakan karet rakyat yang
dimanfaatkan menuul prinsip-prinsip kesepakatan kongervas desa.
4. Batas-batas kawasan hutan yang divsulkan.
- Sehelah timur berbatas dengan Hutsn Lindung Bukdt Panjang
Rantau Bayur.
- Babedah Basat berbatas dengan  Hutan Lindung Bukil Panjang
Rantau Bayur
- Sebelah Wtara berbatas dengan  Kebun Massrarakat Lubuk
Beringin
Sebelah Selatan berbatas dengan  Hutan Lindung Bukit Pangang
Rantau Bayur.

B. Balss Adminstrasi Desa.

« Sabelah Barab dan Ulara berbateés Dusun Bual dengan balas Qoiek
air guling batu di Bukit Panjang

= Sebelabh Timwr dan Utara berbatas Dusun Laman Panjang dengan
batas gobak air guling batu di Bukit Gedang
Sabelah Selatan barbates Kecamatan Pelapat.

Eal;us adminisrasi desa lersebul dsepakali bersama dan dituangkan

dalam Berita Acara Kesepakatan yang citandatangan oleh Kepala

Dusur Lubuk Beringin, Kepala Dusun Laman™ Panjang, dan Kepala

Dusun Buat serta diketahu oleh Camat Bathin I Ui

L, Pesmohonan Kepala Cusun,
Kepala Dusun Lubuk Berngin sudah mengajukan surat permohonan
penefapan  Areal  Kera  Hutan  Desa  kopada  Bupat  Momor
ANDs1BNVI00E tanggal 5 November 2008 pevhal Permobonan
Fenetapan Areal Kerja Hutan Desa

0. Kepedukan Pemerntah Duson terhadap Kelestarian Hulan.
Pemenntah Dusun Lubuk Beringin sangat peduli terhadap kelestarian
hutan, hal ini dapal digembarkan adanya Kesepakatan Koservasi Desa
{EKD} yang berbunyl antara lain masyarakat sepaksl untuk bodak
rmengalsh lahan-lahan pertanian secara terus menens [Behume) pada
lBham-lahan rminng/curam, pinggir sungai, dan hulu-Pdu sungai agar
tidak teradi kengscor, banjir, erosi ateu sumber pengaran sawah tidak
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tenganggu, tidak mengambil hasd hutsn kayu pada kawasan hutan
ndung.Mengambil hasil hutan kaye pala Bhan milk lanya Uitk
kepentingan sendiri dan tidak bodah diperjualbalikan,

E. Kondsi Penutupan Lahan.
Eondisd penutupan lahan Derupa hutan primer dengan jenis pohon
utama kelompok meranti (shoree sp), tembesy, kulim, medang, kelat,
kompas, keranjl, keruing, dil. Menunat pencitian secara pastisipatif,
bahwa secara umwm terdapat 971 spesies pohon dan 37 Spesies
mamalia antara kain seperti samang, simpal, bensang madu, bab
histan, enggiling bBeruk, mompet, bimsok, wlar, tapir, musang di,
sagangkan jens aves antara len sepertl ¢ lang, mural, kutilang, gagak,
terkukuk, ayarm hulan,

F. Kondisi Topografi,
Fawesan ini didominasi aleh topografl berbukit sampa dengan caram
dengan ketinggian dntara 00 samgai dengan 1316 meter di atas
perrrukEan laut (dpd,

V. HASIL ANALISIS.

- Fungs Kawasan telah sesual ketentuan dalam Permenbiut P49Menhut -
1172008, yastu berada dalam Kawasan Hutan Lindung.

- Status dan Hak telah sesusi dengan peraturen perundang-undangan,
yiitu dalam kawasan hutan negara. ’

- Magyarakat pedull, antusias dan slap mengelola serta menjaga hutan
diesa,
Telah dimudai inesiasi pembentukan kembaga dasa.

- Tedah ada kesepakatan batas-batas Hutan Dess, baik batas agminisrabf
maupemn Daas kawassn, dengan dusun-dusun tetangga,

- Aparat Pemerintah Doerah  Kabupaten Bungo dan Prosing  Jamnbi
memben dukungan penuh terhadap keinginan masyarakat Dusun Lubuk
Banngin untuk mendapatkan penetapan areal kerja hutan desa,

- Prosedur penguswlan  sugah  dilakukan  sesum dengan Permanhut
F.49Menhut-[1 2008,
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VI. REKOMENDAST.

= Berdasarkan fakta-fakts wang ditemukan oleh Tin Teknls di lapangan
dan berbagal Informasd den data sede hasil wawencara dan cbservosi
dengan pikak terkait, maka Tim Veriflkkas merekomendasikan kepada
Menterl Kehutanan untuk menetapkan sebagai Areal Kerja Huten Desa

Lubui Beringin,

- Masyarakat Dusun Lubuk Beringn yang telah mendapat Areal Kerja
Hutan Desa agar:
@, Dapat mernjaga kelestarian status dan fungsl Hutan Desa,
b. Mengembangkan medel-model pemanfastan hutan lindung seperti
pernanfaatan kawasan, jasa lingkungan dan pemungutan hasd hutan
bukan k.

Demikian Berita Acora it dbuat, sebagai bzhan pertmbangan dalam

Penetapan Areal Kerfa Hutan Desa,
Mengetahui : Tim Yerifikasi ;

1. Ir. Robert CO ¥aban, MM
(Diggan RLPS)

2, Dva. Indrawati, M
(Citjen RLPS)

3. Zulfikar A, E:i, M| il el
(Ditjen RLPS) _

4. Anwar Safvan, 5.Hut L .

(Ditjen Planalogl Kehutanan) ~
5. Ir. Abriman Ahmad ’v/‘]l“. ......
(BPOWS Batanghari Jargi)

6. Suland, SP &
(Dishut Provinsi Jambi)

7. Iman Budisetizwan, 5.Hut.

{Dishutbun Kab. Bungo) 3
H- Eﬂ“‘"dl l-.-.d-_,—'—'_ .......... r :
{Ditjen RLPS) -
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Attachment 3

PEMERINTAH KABUPATEN BUNGO

KECAMATAN BATIN Il ULU
DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN

PERATURAN DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN

KECAMATAN BATIM I ULLU KABUFATEN BUNGOD

NOMOR 01 TAHUN 2009

TENTANG

KELOMPOK NDENDANG HULLU SAKQ - BATANG BUAT

Menimbang

kangngat

DENGAN RAHMAT TUHAN YANG MAHA ESA

KEPALA DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN

. Bahwa dalam rangka menclapkan rencana Lembaga Desa yang

mﬂﬂmﬂ hutan degsa maka periu METIeLE p F.'-:hll'l'tpl;“:
Mdendang Hulu Sako = Batang Buat

. balwa berdasarkan perimbangan sebagaimana dimaksed psda

hured a, perie membenlul Parsturan Dusun lenang  Kelpmpok
Hdendang Hulu Sako - Batang Buat '

Undang-undang MNomor 7 Tahun 15965 tealang Pembeniukan
Daerah Tingkat || Sarolangun Bangko dan Daarah Tingkat |
Tanjung Jabung dengan mengubah Undang-Undang Nomaor 12
Tahun 1956 tentang Pembentukan Daerah Otonom Kabupaten di
Fropinsi Sumatera Tengah {Lesmbaran Megaa Republik Indonasis
Tahun 1965 Momor 80, Tambahan Lembaran Megara Republik
Indonessia Nomor 2T85)

Undang-Undang Nomor & Tahun 1580 tentang Konservasi
Sumberdaya Alam Hayall dan Ekosisternnya (Lembaran Megara
Lﬂhun 1980 MNomor 48, Tambahan Lembaran Megara Momor

1),

- Undanp-Undang Nomor 23 Tahun 1987 tentang Ketenhuan-

Katentuan Pokok Pengeiolaan Lingkungan Hidup (Lembaran
Negara Tahun 1987 Nomor 68, Tambahan Lembaran MNegara
Hamar 3654,

Undang-Undang Nomor 41 Tahun 1499 tentang Kehutanan
(Lembaran Megara Repulk Indonesia Tahun 199% Momar 167
Tambahan Lembaran Negara Momar 348B), sebagaimana telah
diubah dengan Undang-Undang Momar 18 Tahun 2004 {erang
Fanelapan  Peraturan  Pemerintah  Pengganli Umndang-Undang
Nomor 1 Tahun 2004 tentang Perubshan atas Urmdang-Undang
Mamar 41 Tabenm 1983 ientang Eehutanan menjadi  Undang-
Undang {Lembaran Negara Republix Indanessa Tahun 2004 Nomor
56, Tambahan Lembaran Megara Nomor 4412);

Undang-Undang Momor 54 Tahun 1950 tentang Pemberukan
Kabupaten Sarolangun, Kabupaten Tebo, Kabupalen Muan Jambi
dan Kabupaten Tanjung Jabung Timur (Lembaran Megara Republik
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Indonesia Tabun 1928 Nomor 132, Tambahan Lembaran Negara
Republk Indonesia Momaor 3503);

8 Undang-Undang Momor 32 Tahun 2004 tentang Pamerintahan
Daarah (Lembaran Negara Republi Indonesia Tahun 2004 Moo
126, Tambahan Lembarn Megara Republk Indaness Momor
4437} sebagaimana lelah diubai dengan Undang-Undang Nomor 8
Tahun 2005 tentang Fenetapar, Paratwan Peamenntah Pangganti
Undang- Undang Momor 3 Tahun 20056 lerdarg Perubahan atas
Undang- Undang Nomor 32 Tahun 2004 tentang Pamerindshan
Daerah menjadi Undang-Undang (Lembaran MHegaa Republik
Indonesia Tahun 2005 Nomor 108, Tambahan Lembaran Negara
Republk Indonesia Momaor 4548);

¥ Undang-Urdang Momor 10 Tahun 2004 tentang Pembeniukan
Peratwan  Perundang-undangan  (Lembaran Negara Repuldik
Indomnesia Tahun 2004 Momoe 53, Tambahan Lembaran Megara
Rapublik Momor 43859),

8. Undang-Undang Nomar 32 Tasun 2004 tentang Pemenntahan
Daerah (Lambbran Negara Rep bik Indonesia Tahun 2004 Nomor
125, Tambahan Lambaran Negara Republik Indomssia Nomos
4437} ebagaimana telah divbah dengan Persturan Pemenntahan
Pengganti Undarg-Undang MNomor 3 Tahun 2005  lentang
Parubahan Atlas Undang-Undang Momor 32 Tahun 2004 teniang
Pemerntahan Daerah{Lembaran Megara Republik  Indonesia
Tahun 2005 Momaor 38, Tambahan Lembaran Megara Republik
Indonesia Momor 4483) yang imlah deetapkan dengan Undang-
Undang Momor & Tahun 2005 (Lembaran Megara Republi
Indanesia Tahun 2005 Nomor 108, Tambahan Lembaran Megars
Republk Indonesia Nomor 4548),

8. Undang-Lindang Momor 33 Tabun 2004 tentang Permbangan
Kevangan Antara Pemertah Pusat dan Pememntaban Daerah
iLembaran Negara Republk Indenesia Tahun 2004 Momor 129,
Tambahan Lembaran Negara Republik Indonesia Nomar 4438):

10, Undang-Undang Momes 26 fahun 2007 tentang Penataan Ruang
(Lembaran MNegara Republik Indanesia Tahunm 2007 Nomor 48
Tambahan Lembaran Negara Nomor 4833,

11 Persturan Pemenntah Namor 25 Tabun 2000 terlang Kewenangan
Pemenntah dan Kewenangan Provins: sebagai Daerah Clonom
iLembaran Megara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2000 Momar 54
Tambahan Lernbaran Megara Republik Indonesia Nomor 3852);

12 Peraturan Pamariniah Momor 72 Tahun 2005 terang Desa
(Lembaran MNegara Republik Indonesia Tahun 2005 Momor 158,
Tambahan Lembaran Negara Republic Indonasia Mamor 4587}

13 Perafwan Pamerintah Momor & Tahun 2007 tentang Tata Hutan
dan Penyuzunan Rencana Pengelolaan Hulan, seria Pemanfagtan
Hutan sebagaimana lelah dubah dengan Peratwan Pemerintah
Nomor 3 Tahun 2008;

14 xraluran Mantar Kehulanan Mg 48 Tabhun 2008 Tentang Hutan

5a

13 Keputusan Marten Datam Megen Normaor 48 Tahun 2002 tentang
Teknik Panyusunasn Peratwan Desa dan Kepulu=an Kepala Desa

16. Peraturan Daarah Kabupaten Bungo Noamor 22 Tahun 2000 -
tendang Peraturan Desa (Lembaran Daerah Kabupaten Bungo
HNomar 21 Sen © Tahun 2000);
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Dangan Farseujuan Bersama
BADAN PERMUSYAWARATAN DIUSLN LUBUK BERINGIM
DA

R0 DUSUN LIUBUE BEERINGEIN

MEMUTLISHAN -

Menatapsan

Kesalu - Mengesahkan Kelompok Ndendang Hulu Sake — Batang Bual
sebagaimana  erlampir scbhagai Lembaga Pengelola Hidan Desa
Lubuk Baringin kecamatan Bathin Il Ulu kabupaten Bungo

Redua  © Peratluan Desa ini mufai berlaku pade langgal dicndangkan. Agar
sabap orang dapat mengetahuinga, memerntahkan pangundangan
Pefaluran Desa ini dengan perempsianiya dakam Berila Daerah
Kabupatan Bungo.

Ditetapkan di Lubuk Baringin
Piﬁénmﬂi 07 Marel 2008
- ]

W i3

LAMPIRAN L

SUSUNAN PENGURUS
KELOMPOK NDENDANG HULU SAKD — BATANG BUAT
DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN KECAMATAN BATHIN Il ULU
KABUPATEN BUNGO

katua ! Muklis
Sekretaris - Biuslimin
Bendahary - Kabri

I Seksi Pengamanan Kawasan Hutan Desa
Kpordinator - Baihaki
Anggota
a, Hadan
B M. Juni
c. Solhan

ll. Seksi Pengamanan Kawasan Hulan Desa
Koordinator - Afupri
Angpola
a. Halmi
b Haryadi Baiubara
o Zulkifi
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Attachment 4

Lubuk Berirgan, 20 Manet A9
Momar ODLMDES-HOLBMG 2005
Lamgiran ¥ (salu) berkas
Hal Parmohonan Hak Peangelolaan Huton Dasa

Kapada ik

Bapak Bugati Bungo
i

Muara Burgo

fosalarmualakun Wr Wh

Kami senandiasa meEnooakan sEmoga El:,p.:lk sananiiksa dalam lndungan-MNya
dan salalu sukses datam melakzanakan lugas sena aklifitas sehari-hari. Amien
Ya Roobal &laman,

Mierujuk kepada Peraturan Menleri Hehwianan Repuldk Indonesia Nomor P-45
Manhut-1F2008 tentang Hutan Desa dan SE Meren Kehulanan Mo 1090 eanhut-
0058 Tenimng Paretapan Areal Kena Hulan Desa Pada Kawasan Hotan
Lindwiy Bukil Panjang Rantau Bayur Setuas 2 385 Ha yang Teretak Dalam
Wilayah Acdministrasi Dusun Lubuk Berngin Kecamatan Bathin Nl Ulu Kabupaten
Bungo. Kami sabagai Lembaga Desa pengelola Hutan Desa yang ditelapkan
berdasarkan Perzturan Desa Dusun Lubuk Benngin MNo: 01 Tabun 2009 tentang
Kelmpok Mdendang Hulu Sako Batang Bual, mersgijukan permohanan unbuk
mendapatkan Hak Pengelolaan Hulan Desa Dusun Lubuk Benngin. Keberadaan
kawasan hutan desa diwlayah kami sangal penting, karena kawasan terssbul
berfungsi sebagai hulu DAS Batang Buat, Dimana tefjaganya kawasan tersabil
akan memberikan manfaal langsung bagi desa kami, yailu terjaganya surmber air
yang dﬂp_al rengain sawah, menggerakikan pembangkit lisirik tenagn kincir air,
sumber air minum, tempat pemijahan ikam dan sebagainya.

Demikianlah permoehonan ini kami sampaikan. Besar harapan kami Bopak sudi

memberikan persetujuan dan dukungan. Atas perkenan dan kesediaan Bapak
lkkarné hakurkan berimakasih,

L

Mukhlis
Ketua Kelompok Ndendang Hulu Sako Batang Buat

Tembusan disampaikan kepada Yih:
1. Bapak Kepala Dinas Kehulanan dan Perkebunan Fabtupaian Bungo
2. Bapak Camat Kecamatan Bathin [ Uiy
3, Arsip
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Attachment 5

Wil Tk REH da%ah
PP RR R P s

KEPUTUSAN MENTERI KEHUTANARN

HOMOR @ ag. |08 senhat -17 2000

TENTANG

PEMETAPAN AREAL HERJA HUTAN DESA PADA KAWASAN HUTAN LINDUNG

BUKIT PANIANG RANTAL BAYUR SELUAS £ 2,356 (DUA RIBU TIGA RATUS

LIMA PULUH ENAM] HEKTAR TERLETAK DALAM WILAYAH ADMINISTRASIT
DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN, RECAMATAN BATHIN IIL ULL, KABUFPATEN BUNGO,

Menimbang

&

PROVINS]D JAMBI

MENTERI KEHUTANAN,

babwa berdasarkan Fasal B8 ayat (1) Peratusan Pemenntan
Mamar & Tehun 2007 sebagalmana telsh divbah dengan
Perafuran Pemérintsh Momor 3 Tahwn 2008 tentang Tata
Hutan dan Penyusunan Rencana Pengeiclaan Hutan Sera
stur;ﬁmn Hutan, Menteri manstapkan areal kerja hutan

bahwa bDerdatarkan Pasal & ayat (1) Peraturan Menteri
Fehutanan Norar P45 Mennut=-0,2008 tentang Hutan Desa,
krtenia kawasan hutan yang dapat ditetapkan oleh Menter
berada pada kawasan hutan lindung dan hutan produks
vang belum  dibebani hak  pengelolpan atau e
pemanfaatan, dan bersda dalam wilayah administrasi desa

yang bersangioutsn;

bawa berdasarken Pasal 7 Peraturan Menbteri Kehutanan
Momar  P49/Menhut-11/2008 dan  Eeputusan  Mented
Kefutanan MNomaor SH.76/Menbat-TI/2008  tentang  Tien
Verifikasi Hutan Desa, telah diskukan Veofikasi Hutan Desa
pads Fawasan Hutan Lindung Bukit Panjang Raatau Bayur
di Dusun Lubuk Seringin  Kecamatan EBathin III LA
Eabupaten Bungo Provinsi Jambi, yang diusulksn Bupabi
Bunge dengan sural na. S522/2313/Hutbun fanggal 17
Desember 2008,
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Mengingat

bahwa Dberdasarkan pertrmbiangan tersabub  ditas, dan
memperfiatikan hasl Vevifikasi, dipandang periv menstapkan
Eepulusan Menber Kehutanan [eniarg Ponatapan  Aread
Eerja Hutan Dess pads Eawacan Hutas Undung Bt
Panjarg Hantau Bapar seluss + 2.355 {dus riby hga ratus
lima  pulub  emam) mektar teretak daam  wilayah
admnisiras Dusun Lubuk Berngin, K2temiaten Bathin [0
Uly, Kabupaten Bumnga, Prowingi Jarmi,

Lindang-Undang Momer 41 Tahun D977 fenlang Kebyiznan
sebagaimana telah diubeh Hamor 19 Tuhuen 2004;

Undang-Undang Momar 32 Tabwr 2004  DEngang
PEmedntakan Dasrah;

Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor & Tabun 2007 sebagaimana
telah déubah dengzn Peraturan Pemesintzh o 3 Tahun 2008
tentang Tata Hutan dan Penyusunen Rencans Pengelalaan
Hutan, serta Pemanfestan Hutan;

Feraturan Pemerntah Nomer 38 Tahun 2007 tentang
Pernbagian Urusah Pemenintahan  antara  Pemesintah,
Pernerinmhan Dasrah Prowins| dan pemerinlahan Daerah

Kabupaten/Kota;

Peraturan Pesperintal Waomar 76 Taken 2008 temtang
Rehakilitesi dan Peklarnasi Hutan;

Keputusan Presiden Nomor 187/M Tahun 2004 tentang
Pembentukan Kabinet Indonesia Bersatu sebegaimana telan
beberapa kali ciubah terakhir dengan Momee 34F Tahwn
xo7;

Peraturan Presiden Rapublik [ndenesia Momee 3 Tahun 2005
tentang Kedudukan, Tugas, Fungs, Susunan Drganesasl, den
Tats Kerja Kementnan MNegara Republk Indonesia
sehagaimana telah beberapa kali diuban terakhir dengan
Momor 90 Tahun 2006;

Peraturan Presiden Nomor 10 Tahun 2005 tentang Und
Onganisasi dan Tugas Eselon [ Kementrian Megara Republik
Indonesia sebagaimana telsh Beberapa kal diubzh terakhir
dengan Nomor 17 Tahan 2007,
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Meipei natizan

Menetapkan
KESAIU

EEDUA

KETIGA

KEEMPAT

KELIMA

Foralwan Merten dehpiaign Moo PoL2Mennat-11/2005
beat i3I0 irganishss Gt Fgta L conaricrer LaruLanan
copagannana telah beberapa kil dubah sk Jengan
ramer P B Merhr 11 2008,

-7 Peptran Menler Kehutanan Monsy POASSMEprngtJ]S4008
vervang Hutan Désa.

Gansz Acard Has: Ywfikas Peowlapes riular Doz o BA
R HE3 3 200 tanggal 10 Maat 2002

MEMUTLSKAN -

MereR@okan Arce Eege Hutan Desa cads Favadddn Hutan
Nimdung Sukit Panjang Rantau Bayur seivas = 1.35¢ [oud nbu
tga ratus lma aulub enam! hektar terietak galam wilayah
agmimistras Dusun Lubuk Benngen, Mecamatan Batme [0 Uly,

Kahupaten Bungo, Provins! lamibi.

Lokasi k&wasen Pulan desd  sebagaimana dimaksed  amar
PERTAMA adalah sebagaimana teriukis pads peta lampiran
KEpLiusan ini,

Panetapan Areal Kerja Hutan Desa sebagaimana amar PERTAMA
tdak merubah status dan fungst kawasan sebagal Hutan Lindung.

Penetapan Areal Kerja Hutan Desa sebagasmanz amar PERTAMA
digunakan sebagal dase Pemberian Hak Pengeiolasn Hutan Desa
oigh Gubemur kepada lembaga dess Lubuk Benngin, Kecamatan
Bathiri [11 Uly, Kabupaten Bungo Provingi Jamdi setus keteniuan
pergturan perundang-undangan.

Dalam pembenan hak pengelolaan hutan desa, Gubemur
berpedoman pada Peraturan  Menteri  Kehutaman Mg, P
49/Menhut-TIL2008  tentang Hutan Desa dan  petunjuk
pelakeanannnya .
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HEEMAM

Chrtigan adanya parsetapan areal kea bhutan desa Teriebit pada
aingr KESATU, lembags deta Lubuk Beringin, Kecamadan Bathin
I Uba, Kabupaten Bungs Prownsi Jambi berkewapban untuk
mengawas! batas dan tanda batas hatan desa sebagaimana amar
KEDUA.

KETUIUH Calam penydenggaraan  pengelotnan  hutan  desa,  Bupan
erkavwdiiben melakukan sofishsasi, Tasftas, bmbeegan  dan
pembingan kepada lembage desa sesual ketentuan Feraturan
Menbari Rehutanan No. Pagienbut-1002008 tertang Hutan Desa
dan petunjuk pelaksanaannya.

HKEDELAPAN ¢ deputudan ki molan berlvky pada tangoal ditebaplan,

Ditetapkan 4 @ Jakarta
Fada tanggal 17 Mare:
Salinan sesuai dengan aslinyza MEMTERE KEHUTANAN

Hukum dan Organisasi,

Ttd
H. M. 5. KAEAN

HIF 19500514 196303 1 001

Cabnaf d2Bulieanm it Sasmpaikan kepnds |

Menten Calam Megen

Menten Pertanian

Menteri Enargi dan Sumberdaya Minasl;

Pagnten Negara Lingkungsn Hidup;

Menberi Megara Perencanaan Pembangunan Masional/Kepsls Bappenas,
Kepala Badan Pertanshan Masional

Menteri Koperasi dan Lisaha Keol Menengah

Gubgrnur Jambs|

. Bupati Bungo

10, Bejabat Eselon | lingkup Departemen Eshutanan

L1, nepala Pusat Pengendalan Pambdngunan Kehutanan Regional 1

1.2. Kepala Dinas Kehutanan Prewins| Jambi;

i3, Kepala Dinas Kehutanan dan Pérkebunan Kabupalen Bungo;

14, Kepala Balal Pemantapan Kawasan Hutan Wilayah X11 Tanjung Pnang;
15, Kepala Bala Pengelolaan DAS Batanghad

DT e
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Attachment 6

# PEMERINTAH KABUPATEN BUNGO
i il KECAMATAN BATHIN 111 ULU

ﬁ“iﬁ DUSUN LUBUK BERINGIN

Lubuk Beringin, § November 2008

Homa 33 Dsd Lk AZ008
Lampiran 1 {salu) berkas

Ha . Permchonan Penatapan Areal Kerja Hutan Desa
Kapada ¥in;

Bapak H. Zulfikar Achmad
Bupati Kabupaten Bungo

di

Mugra Bungo

Assalamuataikum Wr. W

Kami sanantiasa mendoakan semogpa Bapas senanlissa daam lindungan-Mya
dan selalu sukses dafam melaksanakan tugas sera aktifitas sehari-hari. Amien.

¥a Robbal Alamin,

Kami masyarakal Dusun Lubux Beringin, Kecamaian Bajhen |11 Wi, Fabupaten
Bungo, selama ini tefah melakukan kegialan pengelolan hulan secara arif dan
lastan. F'Eﬂ!}ﬂﬂ’lﬂiﬁ Fang kami lakukan dEI'EEI'l mam;gunﬂm aluran adal yang
ielafh berjalan fwun temunm, temyata mampu menjaga kelestanian kawasan
Mutan. Bebarapa sturan tarkail yang mendukung juga 1=lah lama kami sapakat
dan terapkan, seperti aturan menjaga kewasan hotan lindung.  kawasan
agroforast karet dan lubuk lerargan sebagai sumberdaya alam desa yang
lenuang didalam kesepakalan konservasi desa yang sinya ankara lain barbungy
“Masyarakai sepakal uniuk tidak memngolah B@han-lahan perianian secaa iemus
menenus {bahumo} pada lahan-dahan minngdocuram, pinggir sungai, dan hulu-nub
sungal supaya bdak farjedi ongsor, banjifemos, atsu sumber pengairan sawan

Ay ﬂ(ﬂtmak berganzgu”.

. Keberadsan kawasan hutan Lindung Rantau Bayur sangat penting bagi kami,

“=y" karena sebagal kewasan huly DAS Batang Bual [Dimana lefaganys kieasan

- fersebul akan memberikan manfast Gangsung bagi desa kami, yailu teraganya

}.}F sumber air yang berthuly pada kawasan hutan lirdung dan sgroforest karet,

— ' sehingga tetap dapat mengain sawah, menggerakkan pembangkit listrik tenaga

,f"J:Hf kincir @r , surmber air minum, tempal pemijahan kan dan sehagainya. Lipaya

yang kami lakukan lelah mempemalsh pangakuan dan dukungan para pibak, di

mana Dusun Lubuk Beringin talah menedima penghargaan Kalpataru tingkat

Propingd Jemis. Sayangrya kawasan tersebul sasd ini tengah terancam aleh

kegiatan konversi dan perambahan hulan oleh masyarakal dari luar wilayah

Y ##F  desa, sehingga sangst penting bagi kami untuk memperclen izin pengelolaan
fagpimes  EWEEAN dengan peinsip keberlanjutam fungs: ekosistern kiwasan tersabut,

L a8 WII: [:-.-.._..5. o s ) 1.-|n MFM
hwhif § A2, o4 PH s C

i A0 Crigein, Pdlias 3
Juat Aak Syin i)

o
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i % Hggian Lubuk Beringin
f‘!-;‘:* 3 !

|

Segalan dengan belah keluamya Peraburan Menbari Behulanan Mo: Pa8ffenhu -
2008 tentarng Hulan Desa, dimana penyelenggarsan hutan desa dimakswedkan
uruk meamberikan akigas kepada masyarakal selempal melaly iembaga desa
dalem memanfaatkan sumberdaya hulan secara lestar dan manrgkaikan
k=sejahi=raan masyarakal setempat secara betkelangtan, Kami sangat tanak
untuk mengmplamentasikan konsap iersehs sabagal upaya kami uniuk
menjaga kawasan hutan yang tersisa di sakitar dosa

Fami sendin belah memulal inisilit ind dengan melakuksan pamelsan kawasan
yary] akan diusukan yaiu didalam Eawasan Hulan Lindung Rantan Bayar saluas
2338 Heklar, penguatan kelembagaan lokal yang akan mergadi lembaga
pangeioia areal kera hutan desa dan felah membabas aspirasi masyarakat
terkakt dengan atwan pangelalaanims. Kami juga lekah difasilitas clkeh bertagal
phak bak dani KKl WaARS] ICRAF dan Dinas Mehutanan dan Pafsssbunan
Kabupaten Bungo,

Quah karena ilu kami memohon agar Bapak bisa menalapkan aneal kersebut
sabagai areal kerja Hutan Desa Dusun Lubuk Berngin Kecamatan Bathin 111 Ul
Kabupalen Bunpo, Sabagal kelsngkapan persyaratan kami lpmpiksn  peta

usulan hutan dasa dan gambarcsn jondisi kawasan hutan yang kami weulkan,
Demikianlah permabanan ind kami sampalkan. Basar harapan kami Bapak sudi

memberikan persetujuan dan dukingan. Alas pertkenan dan kesedaan Bapak,
kams haturkan tarimakash,

Wasaalam,

Ternbusan disempaikan kepada Y-
1. Bapak Kepala Dinas Kehutanan dan Peskebunan Kabupaten Bungo
g. E:.p_ﬂk Camat Kecarnatan Bathin 11l Ulu
. Arsip
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Attachment 7.

PEMERINTAH KABUPATEN PLNGO

DINAS KEHUTANAN DAN PERKEBUNAN

I bl Mheaakser Mo 687 Kimbo Tengah Telp. (073 2 144 Fax. (004 T) 21475
MUARA BUNGO

Kepada Yih Bapak Bupati Buargo

Meklian ¥s Hapak Seknclarn Dacrah Esbupaten Bumpo

Dhari Kepala Dinm Fehutanan dan Porkebunan Kabupaien Bungo.

Pnmar 33T 0 e CHulbun

Lisipiran | {s=alup berkes

Perill Pertimbangan Tehnis tethadap Permobonss Fenelapun Anal Kerja Huian Desa

Dzsun Lubuk Beringin Kecamaian Bathin 11 Ulu .

Tunggal Desenyher 2(H4

———p - e T SR T L e————
Dengan harmal,

Hersuma ini dapal Kami sampaikan pertimbangas ichnis terhadap permohonan dari
Fuao Dhewun Lubuk Beringin dan Keius BPD Dusun Lubek Beringin berdesarkas sunl
Mupmvor 32De/LbV/IM0E waggal 05 November 2008 peribal Permohanan Persctapn
Arcal Kerja Hotes Desa, schagai berilo ;

Masyarakat [hsun Lubuk Berirgin Kecamatan Bsthin 11l Uls mengsjuban
p-:l':'l:u'-hﬂ-ll-'in pemetapan areal kenz Hulan Dess pada Kawemsan Huwn Lindung
[Bukic Panjeng Banton Bayur soluss + 2 350 ha

Sevara alministrasi pemennisban, kaswiman hotan lindung, tersebut bomds i
":Fﬂ.mﬂl:ﬂ.l‘l.ﬂ-ﬂ.l:lirt FII Lty daan berdwsarkan sdministrast kehutanas, masuk dakam
wilayah kerja Disas Kehulanan dan Perketasan Kebupaten Bungo.

Kondisi Kawssan Hutan Lindung Bukit Panjssg Rantas Bayur sersebul masih

sangat buik dengan topografi berbukit.  Kawasan tersobul juga mempunyst fungsi

hidralogi ysng penting arfinya bagi desu — desa disckilar kawasan secia Khusus

d-u_- I':_ql:nupnn Bungo secin uesum, wiuk monjaga kestabblan 1 air, mencegith

terjsdinya bencana banfir dan wanah longsor, mencegah ¢rosi seia memelihams

kesuburan mnsh. Selsin il jugs, sumber mr yang mesgalir dari &lam kawasan

Hutan Lindung dapat berfingsi wiuk sember air minum, sumber emergi snmk

pembangkil listrik tenagn kineir aiv serta samber penpgabmn sawah,

Kawasan Hutan Lindung tersebil juga mempusyai kessckaragaman haysti vag

tnggi sevta menjadi empat kidup bag Bora dos fauna, j

Benfasarkan deia yong ade poda Dines Kehutanen dan Perkebunan Eabiijusicn

Bun_a.u-, Keemsan Hutan somscbul dileizpkan menjesdi Hutan Lindung Buki)

Pamjeng Bantoy Bapes bendasarkan Kepuiusan Menleri Kefstanan Bl Momos

AZVEps-I 1999 mageal 15 heni 1999 wemtang Penunjukan Kawasas Hulan

Provinsi Jamsbd sert tidak terdapat perisman G datarm bawasan hutan erssbur

Beberupa penportian yarg, dopal B ami suppaikan kepds Bapok Bupati teskail

detgait iwailin mumyanikst Duasun Lubuk Beringin | odalab :

4. kKswasan Hutan adaleh wiksysh ety yong disunjul dand dibetaplan olsly
Permerintah untuk dipestabankoy keberadasnng a schagai husn tetap.

b, Futan Lindung adalsh kiwasan batan yang mempunyai fosgsi polok suhagai
pu]mdmg,un sestemn penyemean kebldupes unt mengaber it ais, menoegah
banjir, mnpendalikan ers, mescsce intuisl o bt des mecmeliban
kesuburar senah,
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<. Hutan Dresa adalah Bulan Megars vaag dikelols aleh Desa dan dimasfastkan
uniusk kesejuhvernan desn sern belum Jihebori =inthak.

d. Arcal begge hislan desa adalah sabu kesatusn Famparan kawasan hutan yang
dapat dikedola o leivuga doxa soar: leslan

Berdasarkan Peraturan Menteri Kehutanan Rl Namor P49 %enhus- 1100008
lanpgal 25 Apmsivs 20E erdang Hutan Dess, pada Bagian Kedm pasal 3
disebuthass balwa Penetapan arcal kespa butan desa dilakukan aleh Menteri
berdesarian wsulan Bupati’Walikotn, Selanjuinya dalam pasal & aval (1)
disebuikan balvwa BupatiWalikota mengusulkan penetapan areal kerja botan desa
kepada Menteri berdasarlan permohonan Kepala desn demgan dilampin peta
lekasi dan kondssi kawasan butan.

Berdasarkan hal tersebaul di plus, menonst bemm Kaml tedudap permsahomsan
Pestaguin Afeal Kenga Hulan Desa oleh Masyamkat Dasun Lusbuk Beringin
Kecamaras Bashin U Ula, dapa diterusksn Kepada Menleri kehutanan RI oleh
Hapak Bupat Bungo.

Uik ifu, Kami mobon agar Bapak Bepasi depat mecsasdsangant sural
pengusalan kepadn Menten Kehutanan R atas cermohonan Penetapan Adeal
Fera Hutlun Desy Dusun Lobuk Beringin Becamiic: Bathin 11 Ulw

Demikian, atas perhation dan perkenaan Bepek, Kans voepkan erima kassh.

Horme! e,
e, Kepalu Zines,

—_—

rihira Ltzmn Muads

M, 430T0TES
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Attachment 8

o S

A
BUPATI BUNGO

homnor

Lamgiran

Periral

TEMELIZAN

il U

Muara Eunau.r;} Desamber 2006

= 522 B Hutlbun Kepada
¥in. Menter Eahutanan BT
o Licen Gensfaian Aragl Keia

Ml Dess i -
TAKART A

Deregan hormat,

Sefubungan dengan surat Rio Dusun Lubuk Beringn dan Ketua BPD Dusun Lubus Beringin

(atas mama Masyarakat Dusun® Lobuk Berirging berdasarkan surat Momor 32/Dsboy) 2008

tanggal 05 Moeember 2008 pernhal Permohonan Penelapan &3 Kerfa Hutan Dess 0an

berpedarian kapada |

1. Undamg-urdang BRI Namas 41 @han 1999 [eang Kehaitanan,

2. Peratyran Pemenntah Nomar 33 Taban 2002 tertang Perencanaan Ketwlanan,

3. Pergiuran Pemadingah Nomar 45 tabhan 2004 terdang Ferlndungan Hiitkan,

4. Persturan Pemerintah Momor 6 Cahun 2T tentang Tala Hulan dan Rencana Pengeiclaan
Huban seria Pemardaatan Hutan

5, Sural Kepubusan Menten Kehitaran dan Ferkebunan BRI Nomar 42 1Kpes-L171499% tanggal
15 Juni 1999 tentang Penun|ukdin Kawosan Huian Provinsd lamis,

& Peraturan Menben Kebutanan Mamor P49 Senhut-11/2008 tentang Hutan Desa.

Crapal dizampakan Bahea Pemanniah Kabupaten Bi.ll'll].l} safigal iFendukung erhadap usulan
dari Masgarakal Dusun Lubuk Bernsgin Eecamalan Bathin 11 W utfuk mendapalkan hak
pengekolaan hotan desa dan mengusuken kepada Menten Kebutanan 8] onbak mersdapatisn
Fenetapan Arsal Kerja Hutan Desa Dusun Lubuk Beringin Kacamatan Bathn 10 Ulu selaas +
2. 350 hekiar yang terletsi di dalam Kawasan Hutan Lndung (HL) Buiot Panjang Rantau Bayuar
Eedompok Hutan Merangin Alai Kabupaten Bungo Provins lambi.

Teardampir dsampaikan Peta Usuisn sdreal Ferja Hutan Dess Dosun Lubs Beringin Kecamatan
Batrin 100 Ul Skate 1 S00000 dan kondsi Easasan Huban Lingung [HL) Bukil Panjang Ramau
Baiyur.

Demikian dampaikan wius menjadi bahan pertimbangan selanutmga.

¥Yrh Gubsrwr Jambi

fth.

Yth

¥,
L.
T,
Tin.
ith.

Cirektur Jendeval Rehabilitasi Lahan oan Perfwlanan Sosial Dephut

kepala Badan Planglogi Depameman Eehotanan

Kepaly (inas Kaehubaran Prowirsi Mambi

Kipala Dinas Kehutanen dan Parkebunan Kabupsten Bungn

Eepala Balai Pemantapan Kawasan Hutan | BPEH) Wiksyah X111 Pargkal Pinarsg
Camal Bathin [ Ut '
Az Dugun Lubk, Banrein
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Attachment 9

SURAT PERNYATAAMN KEPALA DUSUN

Yang berdandatangon di bowah ini @
Marma » HADIRIN
Jabatan : kepalo Dusun/Rio Lubuk Beringin

Sahubungan dengan usulan Penetapon Areal Kena Hutan Desa kepoda Bupati Bungo
cengan surat kami nomor 32/Ds8/LV2008 tanggal 5§ Movember 2008 pernal
Permghonan Panelapon Areal Kera Hutan Desa.

Dengan ind menyotakan komitmen atas hal-hal sebagal barikut
1. Bersomo worgo masyarakal desa bersedio melestankan fungsi hulan dand Arecal
Keria Hutan Desa vang divsulkan menjodi Hutan Desa
2. Tdak akon melakukan pervbahan status dan fungsi hutan dod kowaosan huton
yang divsulkan untuk menjodi Hulan Deso
3. Akon segera membeniuk lembagd desa sebogal pengeiola Hulan Desa.

Cemidan, parmyataan ini kami buat secora sungguh-sungguh.

) . Dusun Lubwlk Berdngin, 07 Marsi 2009
POV _t&'_:!ﬂr_'ﬁ desbale B s Pembuat Pernyatacn
w7 5

i g
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.
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Agroforestry in the drylands of eastern Africa: a call to action
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Invasion of prosopis juliflora and local livelihoods: Case study from the Lake
Baringo area of Kenya

Leadership for change in farmers organizations: Training report: Ridar Hotel,
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Water, women and local social organization in the Western Kenya Highlands
Highlights of ongoing research of the World Agroforestry Centre in Indonesia
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Agro-biodiversity and CGIAR tree and forest science: approaches and examples from
Sumatra.

Improving land management in eastern and southern Africa: A review of polices.

Farm and household economic study of Kecamatan Nanggung, Kabupaten Bogor,
Indonesia: A socio-economic base line study of agroforestry innovations and
livelihood enhancement.

Lessons from eastern Africa’s unsustainable charcoal business.
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eastern Africa.

Strengthening farmers’ organizations: The experience of RELMA and ULAMP.
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Promoting rainwater harvesting in eastern and southern Africa.
The role of livestock in integrated land management.

Status of carbon sequestration projects in Africa: Potential benefits and challenges to
scaling up.

Social and Environmental Trade-Offs in Tree Species Selection: A Methodology for
Identifying Niche Incompatibilities in Agroforestry [Appears as AHI Working Paper
no. 9]

Managing tradeoffs in agroforestry: From conflict to collaboration in natural resource
management. [Appears as AHI Working Paper no. 10]

Essai d'analyse de la prise en compte des systemes agroforestiers pa les legislations
forestieres au Sahel: Cas du Burkina Faso, du Mali, du Niger et du Senegal.

Etat de la recherche agroforestiere au Rwanda etude bibliographique, période 1987-
2003

Science and technological innovations for improving soil fertility and management in
Africa: A report for NEPAD’s Science and Technology Forum.

Compensation and rewards for environmental services.

Latin American regional workshop report compensation.

Asia regional workshop on compensation ecosystem services.

Report of African regional workshop on compensation ecosystem services.

Exploring the inter-linkages among and between compensation and rewards for
ecosystem services CRES and human well-being

Criteria and indicators for environmental service compensation and reward
mechanisms: realistic, voluntary, conditional and pro-poor

The conditions for effective mechanisms of compensation and rewards for
environmental services.

Organization and governance for fostering Pro-Poor Compensation for
Environmental Services.

How important are different types of compensation and reward mechanisms shaping
poverty and ecosystem services across Africa, Asia & Latin America over the Next
two decades?

Risk mitigation in contract farming: The case of poultry, cotton, woodfuel and cereals
in East Africa.

The RELMA savings and credit experiences: Sowing the seed of sustainability

Yatich J., Policy and institutional context for NRM in Kenya: Challenges and
opportunities for Landcare.

Nina-Nina Adoung Nasional di So! Field test of rapid land tenure assessment
(RATA) in the Batang Toru Watershed, North Sumatera.

Is Hutan Tanaman Rakyat a new paradigm in community based tree planting in
Indonesia?

Socio-Economic aspects of brackish water aquaculture (Tambak) production in
Nanggroe Aceh Darrusalam.

Farmer livelihoods in the humid forest and moist savannah zones of Cameroon.

Domestication, genre et vulnérabilité : Participation des femmes, des Jeunes et des
catégories les plus pauvres a la domestication des arbres agroforestiers au Cameroun.
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Biofuels in China: An Analysis of the Opportunities and Challenges of Jatropha
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Jatropha curcas biodiesel production in Kenya: Economics and potential value chain
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Agroforestry on the interface of Orangutan Conservation and Sustainable Livelihoods
in Batang Toru, North Sumatra.
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West Kalimantan.

Assessing the Hydrological Situation of Talau Watershed, Belu Regency, East Nusa
Tenggara.

Kajian Kondisi Hidrologis DAS Talau, Kabupaten Belu, Nusa Tenggara Timur.
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Lessons learned from community capacity building activities to support agroforest as
sustainable economic alternatives in Batang Toru orang utan habitat conservation
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Mainstreaming Climate Change in the Philippines.

A Conjoint Analysis of Farmer Preferences for Community Forestry Contracts in the
Sumber Jaya Watershed, Indonesia.

The Highlands: A shower water tower in a changing climate and changing Asia.
Eco-Certification: Can It Deliver Conservation and Development in the Tropics?

Designing ecological and biodiversity sampling strategies. Towards mainstreaming
climate change in grassland management.

Participatory Poverty and Livelihood Assessment Report, Kalahan, Nueva
Vizcaya, the Philippines

An Assessment of the Potential for Carbon Finance in Rangelands
ECA Trade-offs Among Ecosystem Services in the Lake Victoria Basin.
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Cameroun. Diagnostic technique et stratégie de développement Honoré Tabuna et
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Les exportateurs camerounais de safou (Dacryodes edulis) sur le marché sous
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Impact of the Southeast Asian Network for Agroforestry Education (SEANAFE) on
agroforestry education capacity.
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The World Agroforestry Centre is an autonomous, non-profit
research organization whose vision is a rural transformation
in the developing world where smallholder households
strategically increase their use of trees in agricultural
landscapes to improve their food security, nutrition, income,
health, shelter, energy resources and environmental
sustainability. The Centre generates science-base knowledge
about the diverse role that trees play in agricultural
landscapes, and uses its research to advance policies and
practices that benefit the poor and the environment.

United Nations Avenue, Gigiri - PO Box 30677 - 00100 Nairobi, Kenya
Tel: +254 20 7224000 or via USA +1 650 833 6645
Fax: +254 20 7224001 or via USA +1 650 833 6646
Southeast Asia Regional Programme - Sindang Barang, Bogor 16680
PO Box161 Bogor 16001, Indonesia
Tel: +62 251 625 415 - Fax: +62 251 625 416
www.worldagroforestry.org






