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<Highlight 1>: FCZ boundary demarcation in Indawgyi. 
Please add a summary/explanation 
FCZ boundaries were demarcated in Indawgyi in collaboration with the Department of Fisheries, Wildlife Sanctuary and 
communities. 

<Highlight 2>: Develop community agreed FCZ maps for Malihka River (Hponganrazi Wildlife Sanctuary) 
Please add a summary/explanation 
Developed community agreed FCZ and explained to the communities in the villages along the Hponganrazi Wildlife 
Sanctuary. 

<Highlight 3>: socio-ecological production landscapes and seascapes (SEPLS) and resilience assessment conducted. This 
was done in November 2016 in one village community. (see workshop report and photos below)  

Photos   

  

Boundary demarcation in Indawgyi @ FFI 

  
Develop community agreed FCZ maps for Malihka River (Hponganrazi Wildlife Sanctuary) @FFI 

  
Fish landing and CPUE survey in Indawgyi Lake together with the Department of Fisheries @ FFI 
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Community agreed FCZ in Mali Hka River (Hponganrazi Wildlife Sanctuary) 
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Workshop reporting form 

 

Indicators of Resilience in Socio-ecological Production Landscapes and Seascapes: 

Assessment Workshop Reporting Form  
 

 

I Submission information 
 

 

 Name Gurveena Ghataure 

 Title Programme Officer 

 Organization Fauna & Flora International 

 What was your / your organization’s role in the 
assessment and/or activities using the indicators? 

I was the facilitator and was training our FFI field staff 
to carry this out in our field sites 

II Background information 

1 Organization name(s) 
 
Who led or facilitated the assessment 
workshop?   
 

Coordinator: Gurveena Ghataure 
Facilitator (s):   Ngwe Lwin and U Myint Soe Oo 
Note Taker (s):  

2 Venue 
 
Where was the assessment workshop held?  
 
 

FFI Office in Indawgyi  

3 Dates of activities 
 
When did the assessment workshop take 
place? How long did it last for? 
 
How many days were spent for the 
preparation of the workshop? 

- November 26th and 28th. We spent one and a half 
days training FFI staff and partners in the field and 
going through the presentations and SEPLS 
assessment. We then spent one day in the village 
conducting the assessment.  

4 Purpose of the assessment/Reason for using 
the indicators 
 
What indicators were selected for use?  
How were the results utilized/ or will be 
utilized and incorporated for monitoring and 
evaluation of your project? 

 For the first trial, we decided to use all indicators, as we 
felt most of these were relevant.  

 The results have been collected and will be typed up. 
The discussion gathered from the village was useful and 
there have been some small changes already taken 
place.  

 
III 

 
Activity information  

 

  -  
5 
 

Assessment Workshop Participants: 

Number of participants (excluding facilitators 
and note takers) 
 
 

Total:      24        persons 
(Male        14      persons 
Female  10        persons) 
 



 
 

2 
 
 

 

  

 
Please indicate if any specific measures were 
taken in order to ensure that participants of 
both genders had the same opportunities to 
participate and speak freely. 
 
Please attach a participant list that includes 
gender, indigenous and/or minority group 
member, occupation, age. 
 
 

 
We have worked in this village before and they have all had 
Free, Prior and Informed consent for the freshwater project 
in the area.  The village was informed a few weeks before 
that we conduct this by our staff based near the field site. 
Attendance was encouraged  from women and men in the 
village and pen discussion was encouraged.  
 
List attached in Burmese and translation in English 

6 Assessment workshop  

Landscape Size (Hectares) 
 

Approx. 77699 HA 

Activities  
 
Please describe activities carried out during 
the assessment workshop, including the 
introduction (mapping exercises, explanation 
of concepts and indicators, etc.), scoring, and 
discussion, field trips etc. 
 
Please include or attach the schedule 
(timetable) of the workshop. 
 

Day 1. (half day) Introduction to FFI staff about the 
process and the assessment 
Day 2. (4 hours) Introduction presentation to FFI staff, 
partners – Friend of Wildlife and the fisheries staff at the 
office. We went through the purpose of the exercise and 
the indicators and questions. We did an example of 
mapping the area and going through the concepts and 
scores.  
 
Day 3: Boat to village, we then split the group into two 
(mixed men and women) and we then went through the 
assessment.  

7 Overall Results and Outcomes  of 
Assessment Workshop 
 
Please explain this within the context of your 
project. 
 

  

8 Lessons learned  
 
What were the lessons learned from the use 
of the Indicators? Please include 
recommendations for improvement of the 
Indicators if any. 
 

 

 
IV 

 
Comments (Optional) 

 

9 If there is any information you would like to 
share with us in addition to the above please 
include it here. 
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Appendix A: Report of resilience assessment in SEPLS 

 

Questions for scoring Common understanding of the group  
Group 

Score/trend 

Landscape/seascape biodiversity and ecosystem protection  

1 Landscape/seascape diversity 

Is the landscape/seascape composed 
of diverse natural ecosystems 
(terrestrial and aquatic) and land uses?  

 There is a diverse system, the lake, the forests, the 
community, fisheries and agriculture  

5 (very 
high) 

2 Ecosystem protection 

Are there areas in the landscape or 
seascape where ecosystems are 
protected under formal or informal 
forms of protection? 

 Weak law enforcement  3 (Medium) 
stays the 

same 

3 Ecological interactions between different components of the landscape/seascape  

Are ecological interactions between 
different components of the landscape 
or seascape considered while 
managing natural resources? 

  5 (very 
high) 

4 Recovery and regeneration of the landscape/seascape 

Does the landscape or seascape have 
the ability to recover and regenerate 
after extreme environmental shocks? 

 There were field flooded in 2015 and when water 
level went down, this recovered.  

5 (very 
high) 

Biodiversity (including agricultural biodiversity)  

5 Diversity of local food system 

Does the community consume a 
diversity of locally-produced food? 

  5 (very 
high) 

6 Maintenance and use of local crop varieties and animal breeds 

Are different local crops, varieties and 
animal breeds conserved and used in 
the community? 

 ~ replacement of industrial agriculture instead 
of traditional ways, which is not good 

 ~ less grazing land 

 ~ reduce growing native species 

 ~introduce exotic species 

3 

7 Sustainable management of common resources 

Are common resources managed 
sustainably? 

 ~ establish fish conservation zones 

 ~ prohibit unsuitable fishing practices 

 ~no management for grazing lands 

 ~ to demarcate the lake boundary and to 
conserve the grassland  

 ~ to prohibit growing in flooded area after 
water level is down 

(5) Very 
high (lake) 

(2)Low   
(grazing 
land) 

(3) Mediun 
(forest) 

Knowledge and innovation  



 
 

4 
 
 

8 Innovation in agriculture and conservation practices  

Does the community develop, improve 
and adopt new agricultural, fisheries, 
forestry and conservation practices 
and/or revitalize traditional ones to 
adapt to changing conditions, 
including climate change? 

 changing practices in fishing 

 ~  use chemical fertilizers and pesticides 

 ~ those changes however are not good for long 
term 

4 High 

9 Traditions and knowledge related to biodiversity 

Are local knowledge and cultural 
traditions related to biodiversity 
transmitted from elders and parents to 
young people in the community?  

 ~ fishing practices 

 ~ traditional culture 

3 Medium 

10 Documentation of biodiversity associated knowledge 

Is agricultural biodiversity and 
associated knowledge documented, 
accessed and exchanged?  

 Documentation on paper is good 1 very low 

11 Women’s knowledge  

Are women’s knowledge, experiences 
and skills recognized and respected at 
household, community and 
landscape/seascape level? 

 ~ conduct community based team cohesively 
e.g. village youth team. They are well 
respected and recognized  

5 very high 

Governance and social equity  

12 Right in relation to land/water and other natural resource management 

Does the community have customary 
and/or formally recognized rights over 
land, (seasonal) pastures, water and 
natural resources? 

 fishers group 

 ~ CF group 

 ~ social services group 
 

5 very high 

13 Community-based landscape/seascape governance 

Is there a multi-stakeholder 
landscape/seascape platform or 
institution able to effectively plan and 
manage landscape/seascape 
resources?  

 co-operate between village teams 

 ~ no people who move to other place 

4 high 

14 Social capital in the form of cooperation across the landscape/seascape 

Is there connection, coordination and 
cooperation within and between 
communities for the management of 
natural resources?  

  3 

15 Social equity (including gender equity)  

Is access to opportunities and 
resources fair and equitable for all 
community members, including 
women, at household, community and 
landscape/ seascape level? 

 Women have rights to discuss and have taken 
the lead sometimes in discussions  

5 
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Livelihoods and wellbeing  

16 Socio-economic infrastructure 

Is the socio-economic infrastructure 
adequate for the needs of the 
community? 

  3 

17 Human health and environmental conditions 

What is the general health situation of 
local people also considering the 
prevailing environmental conditions? 

 ~ suffer from kidney diseases due to 
contaminated water 

 ~ suffer from diarrhoea in hot season 

3 

18 Income diversity 

Are households in the community 
involved in a variety of sustainable, 
income-generating activities? 

  3 

19 Biodiversity-based livelihoods 

Does the community develop 
innovative use of the local biodiversity 
for its livelihoods? 

  3 

20 Socio-ecological mobility  

Are households and communities able 
to move around between different 
production activities and location as 
necessary? 

  1 
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Appendix B: Report of discussion about potential action plans in SEPLS  
 

Priority topics of discussion identified in the group were as follows: 
1. Agriculture land near lake – better boundaries and demarcation to prohibit growing in flooded area after water 
level is down 
2. 
3. 

Topic What needs to be done? 
Who will do 

it? 
Who will 
lead it? 

External 
support 

 
 
 
 
 
 

・     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

・     
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