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PROTECT, RESTORE AND PROMOTE
SUSTAINABLE USE OF TERRESTRIAL
ECOSYSTEMS, SUSTAINABLY MANAGE
FORESTS, COMBAT DESERTIFICATION, AND
HALT AND REVERSE LAND DEGRADATION
AND HALT BIODIVERSITY LOSS
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SDG Target 15.3 ‘ —
i

By 2030, combat desertification, restore
degraded land and soil, including land affected
by desertification, drought and floods, and strive
to achieve a land degradation neutral world.



Land Degradation Neutrality B |,

“A state whereby the
amount and quality of land
resources necessary to
support ecosystem functions
and services and enhance
food security remain stable
or increase within specified
temporal and spatial scales
and ecosystems”

UNCCD COP12 October 2015
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Origin of LDN

Health and productivity of land is
declining

Addressing land degradation gives

multiple benefits:

* climate change mitigation,
adaptation

* biodiversity conservation

« food security

* sustaining livelihoods

* Rio+20

“Zero net land degradation”
« SDGs (15.3)
« UNCCD COP 12
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Schematic of the scientific conceptual framework for LDN SZ | o insysens
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Reversed past
degradation degradation

Reverse past degradation via

Avoid or Reduce new degradation via
i restoration, rehabilitation, reclamation

ble Land t(SLM)




4

h1—1
NFZ Dryland Systems
CGIAR

* Vision of LDN

e to sustain and improve the stocks of land-based
natural capital and the associated flows of
ecosystem services, in order to support the future
prosperity and security of humankind
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 Mechanism for achieving neutrality

 Neutrality = no net loss compared to the reference state

 Counterbalancing future land degradation (anticipated
losses) through planned measures to achieve equivalent
gains elsewhere within the same land type

 “like for like”



Frame of reference: the baseline equals the target

Blue horizontalline is the
minimum target level
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relative to baseline (the —
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Response Hierarchy

Avoiding degradation is
the highest priority,
followed by reducing
degradation and finally
reversing past degradation
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Maximize conservatio

REVERSE 4

Avoid - Land degradation can be avoided
by addressing drivers of degradation and
through proactive measures to prevent
adverse change in land quality of non-
degraded land and confer resilience, via
appropriate regulation, planning and
management practices.

REDUCE

Reduce - Land degradation can be
reduced or mitigated on agricultural
and forest land through application of
sustainable management practices
(sustainable land management,
sustainable forest management).

Reverse - Where feasible, some (but rarely all)
of the productive potential and ecological
services of degraded land can be restored or
rehabilitated through actively assisting the
recovery of ecosystem functions.




Projecting the impacts of land use decisions

Preparation for AntiCipated PfOiected
nge in Gains vs. Losses
- t0)

Context*

Land Use and Metrics (t
Al Management
Land Area: 15,000 ha p|anning (tO) Grazing period

-------------- Use: short grazing period § extended
Status: Not Degraded !

A Map of Land Types
(Land Type “A” = Grassland)

Negative Loss: 15,000 ha
change degradation )
anticipated anticipated

A2
Land Area: 25,000 ha LIVESTUCK EXCIUSION
Use: grazing excluded Assessment maintained

Status: Not Degraded Y of land potential,
: condition,

resilience and

Stable: 25,000 ha
no change
anticipated anticipated

A3
socio-economic : : Loss: 10,000 h
Land Area: 10,000 ha ; : : Long grazing period Negative s s
Use: long grazing period § Status, including continued change degradation
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Status: Degraded

measurement of
the metrics of
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Use: short grazing period
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designed to show how land use
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Neutrality (LDN). This example ‘ Negative change anticipated (in at least one metric) @ Not degraded land or Anticipated

illustrates a grassland grazed by
livestock,

anticipated postive change Net Gain: 5’000 ha




Projecting the impacts of land use decisions
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4

h1—1
NFZ Dryland Systems
CGIAR

* Planning for LDN

* LDN introduces a new approach in which land
degradation management is coupled with land
use planning:

* integrated land use planning

* Keep track of cumulative impacts, and plan
measures to counteract losses

12



Assessing LDN

SDG
Indicator
15.3.1
Proportion of land
that is degraded
ovar total land
arqn
Sub- T
Indicators Pradectivily
UNCCD {CED,
UNFCCO)
Raporting
Nashandom s8bebEs
Data from Official Statistics snd
multiple Earth Obsarvation
sources ¢ Qﬁ
o
e
.e &

Land Covar and
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' WHAT is the
baseline?

WHAT are the
drivers?

Carbon stocks abova/
balow ground

. WHICH indicators

' to use?
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LDN Target Setting Programme
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