Minutes of Meeting

Subject : 6" Peatlands Working Group 2 (PLWG-2) Meeting
Date : July 11 & 12t 2018
Venue : Aloft Hotel, Kuala Lumpur
Name Organisation Status
Faizal Parish GEC Substantive
Dr. Joshua Mathews Bumitama Gunajaya Agro Substantive
Dr. Shahrakbah Yacob Sime Darby Substantive

Chin Kai Xiang
Dr. Arina Schrier
Dr.Gotz Martin
Jason Foong
Dr.Raymond Alfred (12t July)

Julia Lo
Bas Tishout
Lim Sian Choo
Richard Kan
Sim Choon Cheak

Serena Lew Siew Yan (only on 11t July)
Ananta Mayadi (only on 12t July)
Arnina Hussin

Amir Afham
Devaladevi Sivaceyon
Kertijah Kadir (only on 12t July)

Absent with apologies:
Jason Hon
Rianto Sitanggang
Almo Pradana
Harizajudin

Bunge Loders Croklaan
Wetlands International
Sinarmas-Agri
KLK
101 Group

GEC
World Resources Institutes
Bumitama Gunajaya Agro
Golden Agri
AAR (KLK)

GEC
Minamas
Sime Darby R&D

RSPO Secretariat
RSPO Secretariat
RSPO Secretariat

WWF
Bunge Loders Croklaan

World Resource Institute (WRI)

Sawit Watch

Substantive
Substantive
Substantive
Substantive
Substantive

Alternate
Alternate
Alternate
Alternate
Alternate

Secretariat
Secretariat

Substantive
Substantive
Substantive




No | Item description

Main Discussion Points

| Action Points

| Progress Update

July 11t 2018 (Wednesday)

1. Welcoming and update from Secretariat welcomed new members to the working group and | Secretariat to provide | Peat Definition announced
previous minutes of meeting continued with agenda of the day. the finalized peat | & available on the RSPO
definition for addition to | website.
WG has agreed on the peat definition. Co-chair stressed the | the P&C 2018
importance of the peat definition be circulated publicly.
Touching on external reviewer for drainability assessment, co-chair
suggested to check if anyone from Sarawak can become potential
reviewer.
2. Update on P&C review 2018 — | Co-chair shared updates on the P&C 2018 draft 2 relating to peat | Secretariat to amend the

Taskforce 5

(Annex 2).

WG’s comments was captured during the meeting as tabulated in
Annex 3.
e 7.8.4

o Theterm ‘in line’ to rephrase to ‘following’.

o It was commented that exemptions should be given for
drainability assessments for legacy areas with assisted or
artificial drainage. Comment added “WG to review and give
guidance on any exception or legacy cases in relation to the
drainability assessment procedure.”

e 7.8.5

o To add the missing term ‘area’. "All existing planting on peat
within the managed area is managed......"

o Replace 'at least to' with 'in line with'. “......... managed in
line with the standard in the......."

o The PLWG will identify the BMPs which will be auditable
under the P&C 2018

o Change to 'All unplanted and set aside areas on peat in the
managed area (regardless of depth) are protected............ '

o To include definition of set aside areas in this context. The
PLWG2 will provide the definition by Sept'18.

o Toadd ‘by the grower’. '......new drainage, road building and
power lines by the grower on peat soils is prohibited..."

missing word ‘area’ from
P&C 2018 on 7.8.5.

Secretariat to develop
checklist for grower to
report on management
area on peat to RSPO, a
requirement that is set
to come in under RSPO
P&C 2018 (what need to
be reported is map
needed, how frequent,
peat depth etc)

Secretariat and WG wiill
compile comments on
P&C 2018 tomorrow.

Final and confirmed
comments from WG has
been shared with
Proforest on 13 July.




o replace 'at least to' with 'in line with'. “......... and peatlands
are managed in line with the standard......

o The PLWG2 will identify the BMPs which will be auditable
under the P&C 2018.

ON 7.8.1, it was suggested the term ‘new planting’ to be changed to
‘new development’ due to the thought that it may carry a vague
meaning. The WG felt that ‘new planting’ is the appropriate term and
the best term to use especially since this is well understood among
growers.

Peat mapping

Secretariat gave an update on peat mapping (Annex 4). Requests were
emailed to 35 growers seeking verification of the accuracy of the
Gunarso datasets with their internal data and accuracy of the indicative
forest cover loss data from Global Forest Watch (GFW). Of the 35 sent,
only 5 responses were received. A Compilation of these responses
indicated that the publication data had a low level of accuracy. There
was one case where Gunarso’s dataset indicated 10,000ha+ of peat on
a concession, which was verified with by the grower as not containing
any peat. Another concern was from the responses, not only the
hectarage/boundary of peat was in question, but also the accuracy of
the location of peat. Gunarso’s findings was taken as more or less
similar to Badan Restorasi Gambut (BRG)’s map.

Co-chair responded that a potential reason for the difference could be
subsidence, especially in areas containing shallow peat. Another
possibility could be an error in the placement of the peat base layer
causing the difference.

WG was curious as to why Gunarso’s findings are used as the baseline
and co-chair explained that Gunarso was engaged back in 2010 by the
previous peatland working group itself. Co-chair added that it’s not to
be concluded that Gunarso’s study was inaccurate but instead the
difference in classification could be a main factor contributing to such
a high difference in findings.

WG commented that it’s crucial to indicate which boundary is RSPO
looking at when they request data for cross checking. Maps especially
for Indonesia differs greatly in hectarage for Hak Guna Usaha and Izin




Lokasi, so this comes to the question to which map should be preferred
for comparison.

Secretariat explained the situation of being under great ambiguity by
not knowing exact hectarage of area planted versus conserved on
peatland. This then links back to the importance in peat monitoring.
WG asked the action for PLWG to also be smallholder inclusive.

Secretariat shared a request from RSPO Assurance Task Force to make
the peat map public via the platform, Geo-RSPO. WG gave a strict ‘no’
and questioned the fate of map that was sent along with ACOP
submissions. ACOP reports are public but the maps are not public yet.
Hence WG’s decision is, if Assurance task force are keen with peat map,
they should begin by looking at ACOP submissions. Secretariat
suggested WG to draft a formal letter to convey this opinion. Co-chair
also explained that given the data are still under construction it’s not
ready to be out for public.

Secretariat suggested a new research that could be used which is from
Gumbricht et al. which is based on a predictive model from known peat
areas. A comparison between, Gunarso, Gumbricht, and BRG database
could be done determine the most suitable database to use. Secretariat
suggested that Grower WG members provide their internal data on
known peat areas in their concessions to be used as the baseline for
comparison. The WG agreed, provided that the datasets and findings
are to be kept strictly for internal RSPO use only. Secretariat agreed to
the conditions set by the WG. WI added that they could provide WI
maps covering South Sumatra, Riau & Central Kalimantan which were
accurate as ground truthing had been done.

WG added that monitoring NPP map from 2010 — 2015 can be an initial
indicative based on picture of map given. Co-chair reminded the
secretariat to update the NPP monitoring for peat (till Oct’18) for
updates in the upcoming RT in November’18

To revisit drafting of the
recommendation letter
with regards to making
peat maps available in
Geo-RSPO once peat
mapping is completed.

Sime Darby, KLK,
Bumitama, GAR and WI
to provide their internal
peat datasets.
Secretariat to do a
comparison between the
datasets of confirmed
peat areas with the
Gunarso, Gumbricht and
BRG datasets.

Secretariat to look into
total land planted and
set aside on peat for
NPP up to October’18 as
continuation from
previous ERWG
monitoring.

Have informed RSPO
secretariat members of
ATF on WG’s stand on the
issue of accessibility of the
peat maps.

Have received selected
peat maps from WI.
Pending from Growers.

NPP monitoring has been
updated as at April’18
(latest NPP submission)




Checklist for BMP on
peatlands

Secretariat circulated the checklist over meeting (Annex 5). One main
audit checklist will be produced for RSPO P&C 2018 as overall and a
sub-peatland check list will be for audit purpose specific to practices
from BMPs.

Concern was brought up as there was no clear guidance on which
practice within the BMP guidance was auditable and which was
voluntary, and the introduction of this checklist would cause auditors
to assume all practices within the checklist would be compulsory &
auditable. Co-chair stressed out that this was not the case, the WG
would decide & specify which of the practices was auditable. A
suggestion was made to add auditable practices in the ‘generic P&C
2018 audit checklist’ and the voluntary practices would be available in
the checklist available in the BMP guidance.

It was decided that this was to be further discussed and tabled in the
next meeting in September’18.

WG to decide on criteria
from BMP that will be
used for P&C audit and
BMP audit.

Secretariat to note that
the next PLWG2
meeting in Sept’18 to
focus on key elements in
BMP manual considered
for auditing in relation
to P&C 2018. The
findings to be used for
the presentation to the
P&C TF6.

Review and update on BMP
on existing cultivation of oil
palm on peat

GEC presented the current draft of the BMP (existing OP cultivation on
peat) with comments from WG members. Clarification of past
comments and addition of new ones were done and recorded by GEC.

The timeline for the completion of the BMP guidelines was discussed.
The WG decided that it would not be appropriate to complete and
release the BMPs prior to the adoption of the latest P&C as the BMPs
specifically referenced the P&C 2018.

It was decided that the WG members would review the BMP guidance
for the final draft and share their comments to GEC by 3™ August 2018.
It was also agreed that the agronomic chapters and would require more
time, as such the deadline was set to 31 August 2018.

WG members to provide
comments by 3 august.
Dr Joshua & Dr Sim to
provide comments on




Co-chair added it would be valuable to sent the manual for stakeholder
review. It was agreed that the manual would be sent to stakeholders
for review once a more complete version was available, tentatively in
September’18.

agronomic chapters by
31t August.

6. Review and update on BMP GEC presented the current draft of the BMP (rehabilitation) with
for rehabilitation of peatland | comments from WG members. Clarification of past comments and
addition of new ones were done and recorded by GEC.
Timeline for the rehabilitation manual is the same as BMP (existing | Refer to item 5
cultivation) manual.
No | Item description Main Discussion Points Action Points Progress Update

July 12 2018 (Thursday)

7.

Drainability Assessment -
Findings from pilot testing

Pilot testers from WG member Growers presented on their findings of
the drainability assessment. Bumitama (annex 7) and Sime Darby
(annex 8) presented their initial findings for tier 1 &7 tier 2 respectively.

Dipa from Wetlands International joined the meeting via skype to
review and take note of the findings presented by the Pilot testers.

Bumitama concluded that for tier 1, while the assessment was feasible
in terms of application on the field, the use of theodolite to determine
the land level was both labour and time intensive in comparison to the
total area assessed. WI agreed with the comment, however added that
while the use of theodolite was the accurate, that level of accuracy was
not needed and other methods were available such as the U-hose
water levelling which was less intensive but provided acceptable
accuracy.

Sime Darby concluded that there were issues with tier 2; the method
was feasible in terms of application however the results did not reflect
on-site conditions. WI noted that there were some irregularities with
the results of the assessment. Wl added that there was a possibility that
the relevant water body selected in the pilot was not appropriate.

Sime Darby to relook at
the selection of water
body and revert with
their findings.




After discussion, it was decided that Sime Darby will relook into the
comments by WI and revert on the findings. WI also suggested to use
the latest peat thickness map as subsidence of peat will influence the
result.

KLK is in the midst of pilot testing and are using DSM data which may
potentially be processed to DTM. They should be presenting in the next
meeting.

GAR mentioned that they were also in the midst of their piloting and
added the WI have been actively involved in assisting the pilot testing.

All testers will be sharing their findings with Arina and Dipa.

Arina asked WG on decision for external reviewer, Co-chair responded
that it's not a compulsory by RSPQO’s requirement to have external
review but it will be valuable to do so. Alternatively, if going through
the whole assessment is tedious for the reviewer suggestion was the
seek advice only for the crucial parts.

Secretariat opened suggestion for external reviewer from grower
companies.

Chair asked Arina on why Deltares are not keen to be external reviewer.
Arina explained that Deltares are not into looking at new, simplified
approach. The WG feels that this may cause a problem in future when
the methodology will be launched and only then they come back
highlighting challenges. Hence the WG feels it’s best to have it resolved
before the launch.

KLK & GAR to present
the findings of their pilot
testing in the next
meeting.

All pilot testers to fill in
the feedback form
provided by WI to Arina
& Dipa once their
respective pilot tests
have been completed.

WG to suggest other
suitable candidates for
external review.

Secretariat to follow up
all previously contacted
candidates.

External review in
progress. Three reviewers
have agreed:

1. Prof Susan Page

2. Dr Rahmadi

3. Dr Charles
Review to be completed
by end Sept’18.

Cont’ - Review and update on
BMP for rehabilitation of
peatland

Meeting continued with GEC collating comments from members.

Refer item 5

SH Standard, SH Academy and
SH Interim Group (SHIG)

Ms.Kertijah (Jang), RSPO Smallholder(SH) Program Manager was
invited to brief on SH standard, SH academy and SH interim group
(SHIG). Slide as in Annex 9.




SH standard has 5 principles in total. Principle 2 contains items on peat.
WG did a quick run comparing P&C 2018 and SH Standard. Jang explain
that this standard is only for Independent SH. Scheme SH will be
complying against P&C.

WG raised a question “if in the future SH continue to plant on peat, how
would RSPO deal with the issue? Will RSPO exclude them?” Jang
responded that the SH standard was still in works and some details had
not been completely meshed out by SHIG, however it was important
the WG comment on the the SH Standard draft 1 to further improve it.

WG proposed to draft best management practices for peat that can and
should be implemented at SH group level and individual level.

On SH Academy, the platform/website is own by RSPO with curriculum
and training of the trainers (ToT) approach. Modules are designed for
independent SH, SH manager and supporting organisation. These
modules will also be translated in to Bahasa Melayu, French and Bahasa
Indonesia. WG opined that it would be good if the WG could review and
comment on the content before the peat module went live to avoid
contradiction with the planned Smallholder BMP manual. Jang replied
that she would share the draft peat module with the WG.

Target for accomplishment is by end of the year 2018. The business
model such as fee and man power are yet to be decided according to
Jang.

Secretariat presented the draft TOR on PLWG-SH Subgroup. Secretariat
checked if the contents of curriculum will be coming from whom and
Jang explained that the contents will be coming from PLWG.

The TOR developed is as Annex 10. There will be a consultant for this
subgroup who will be appointed by tender process, the consultant
needs to be independent from the current group.

Jang to share the peat
module for SH academy
to the WG

Secretariat to make
open announcement
tendering for
consultant.

SH academy peat module
circulated by secretariat to
PLWG 16™ July.

The ToR for the consultant
completed. Pending WG
approval &
commencement of
tendering.




10. | Sustainability College Co-Chair explained that there will be technical facts needing the big
group to re-look after O&E consultant has simplified the script.
Given the on-progress updates for BMP manual, production of scripts
is put on hold until both the manuals are completely updated,
tentatively looking at September’18.
11. | Financial budget 2018/2019 Secretariat presented budget for 2018/2019 financial year, slide is as
Annex 11.
Chair mentions that the production of both BMP manual previously
received some sponsorship and potentially will be receiving this time
as well, this will reduce the overall budget for this work.
12. | RT topics 2018 WG discussed in short that PLWG are looking at having a Prep Cluster GHG unit given one prep
during RT. cluster session for RT16.
The proposed topics will be dwelling on: The BoG requested topics
e Drainability assessment to be linked to P&C 2018.
e Peat mapping Proposed one session for
e  Winrock BMP on emission reduction peat covering:
1. Peat definition
2. Auditable items in
BMP
3. Drainability
assessment.
4. Peatinventory
13. | Next Meeting Secretariat will send doodle poll for the 2™ week of September’18 Doodle poll sent out on
July 13t
14. | AOB I. Secretariat re-updated the planted area figure for monitoring of

peat mapping due to excel formula error in the previously shown
sheet in Day 1.

II. Chair asked if the BMP manual needs to go through public
consultation process. WG felt that external reviewer may have
different thoughts about the contents and add more time to the
review process. Chair said that there will be a public consultation
for comments around September’18 on the almost completed draft

Julia will be circulating
the revised version of
manual with comments
for 3™ review by WG
members. Targeted time
for draft finalising

BMP draft with comments
from the 6" meeting
circulated by Julia on 12"
July.




manual. Both draft manual is targeted to be circulated by 3 of
September’ 18.

Drainability assessment’s draft also needs to be finalised before the
next meeting. Testers are to share feedback form by 30th July’18
with Arina. Possibly to circulate for comments by 25" July’18.

process is 31 August
with the approval of the
final draft by the PLWG2
in November or
December.




Annex 1: Meeting agenda and attendance sheet

6™ PLWG meeting

Venue: Room Tactic 3, Aloft KL Sentral, Kuala Lumpur

Day 1, 11" July 2018 [Wednesday)

Time Agenda

5.00am — 9.30am 1. Review of previous mesting’s minutes and progress on actions
5.30am — 10.30am 2. Update and review of peatland issues in P&C 2018 review TFS
10.30am — 11.00am Coffes Break

11:00am —11:30am 3. Updates on Peat mapping, RSP0 secretariat

11-30am —12:30 pm 4. Audit checklist [Peatlands), GEC

12 30pmi — 1.30pm Lunch [Mook Restaurant, Aloft KL Sentral)

1.30pm — 3.00pm 5.  Brief & discussion on Existing Plantation EMP, GEC

3.00pm — 3.30pm Coffee Break

3.30pm — 5.00pm 6.  Brief & discussion on Rehabilitation BMP revision, GEC
5:00pm End Day 1

Day 2, 12 July 2018 [Thursday)

Time Agenda

5.00am — 9.30am 7. Ask REPO FAQ review, comments & approva

5 30am — 5.45am 8. Presentation on Drainability assessment pilot, Bumitama [TBC)

5.45am — 10.30am 3. Presentation on Drainability assessment pilot, Sime Darby

10.20am — 11.00am Coffee Break

11.00am —11.30am 10. Discussion on Drainability assessment guidelines (pilot testing &
external review]

11:30am -12:30pm 11. Sustainability college, Pest & Disease module, Wetlands Int.

12 30pm — 1.30pm Lunch [Mook Restaurant, Aloft KL Sentral)

1.30pm — 2.00pm 12_ Sustainability college, Water management module, Wetlands Int.

2 00pm — 2 30pm 13. Updates on SH Academy, RSFO secretariat (TEC)

2.30pm — 3.00pm 14. Mext step for 5H & PLWG2 SH Sub-group

3.00pm — 3 30pm 15. Budget and workplan 2018-2013

3.30pm — 4.00pm Coffes Break

4 00pm — 4.30pm 16. Confirmation of next meeting(s)

4 30pm — 5.00pm 17. AOB

5.00pm End Day 2
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Annex 2: Update on P&C review 2018 — Taskforce 5

Peatlands in 2018 P&C

Faizal Parish, Co-chair PLWG 2

Peatlands in 2018 P&C

Criteria 7.8 | rnu'g"lﬁ 4. 3b and 7.4h) No new planting on Peat regardless
of depth and all peatlands managed responsibly

Indicators

Larmms wiaibality i
ripshariad wa

S| Al et plartrg o pea within e meaned b managed o b ]
. 11 s WSRO Marual o Busl Managprmant Practics, (S0805] for axstisg =il galm
ot ation s paat’, version I, savised s J0LE

F.E6 (o 4 5.4 partially| Al arwa of undhradupend peatband in the managed s [ngandhes of
chingth] g Lol 4 pamnt s on paat vols 1 problebed, and
vk o L wiarehard o Lne RSO Bt ik Pactias for

el Matueal assnciatad with 06l Paim oetvation on

Peatlands in 2013 P&C

= Peatlands was included in 2013 P&C under:
= Indicator 4.3.4 { subsidence) and
= 4,3.5 (drainability) and

= guidance under 4.3 referred to the RSPO BMP
manual

= Criteria 7.4 on avoiding extensive planting on
marginal and fragile soil including peat

Issues for PLWG
T T

T.2.1 There ks na ne'w planting an peat {after Clear definition of peat

G&+10ay].

7.8.2 Prat zoil inventorised, documented and Guidance an ineembony 2md

reporied to BSPO Socretariat dooumentation. Format for
repaming to REFO

7.8.3 Subsidence of peat solkk is monitored, Guidance for manitoring ot

documented and minimized; and a documenbed  subsidenoe and guidance on
WZERT and ground Cover Management waber and ground cover Mt
programire: s in place

7.8.4 Drinability assessments RSPL riabdl ity Asscssmcni

Prac o Guidance on
akernathve craps and rehab.

7.8.5 BMP Manual for oil palm Revised manual, audit checklst

7.2.56 BMP manual for conservarion Rievised manual, audic chedklsr

Main changes in P&C 2018

One integrated criteria specifically for peat

Mo new planting on peat allowed

All peat in management unit to be managed
responsibly

Reguirement for mapping and reporting area of
management area on peat to RSPO
Reguirement to follow BWPs in both BMP
manuals [ production and conservation)

Clear requirements for subsidence monitoring
and drainability maintained and enhancad




Annex 3: WG’s comments on RSPO P&C 2018 - 2™ public consultation

RSPO P&C Review

Public Consultation workshops: template for comments

Please provide your comments below on any elements of the Principles and Criteria covered in the workshop. At the end is a space for
providing comments on any other proposed changes to the P&C.

ConsulETion MoCaTIOm: e e e

Date: ... 13/07/2018.. ...
Group members: PLWG2 Group members

Principle 7: Natural Resource Management and Biodiversity Enhanced

Criteria Comments

Indicators

Criterion 7.8

7.5.4 1. Change the ‘in line’" to “following’. Drainability assessments are undertaken following the RSPO..._..

2. The PLWG will review and give guidance in Sept 18 prigr to the TFe meesting on any exception or
legacy cases in relation to the drainability assessment procedure.

3. The PLWG2 will be finalizing the drainability assessment procedure in the WG meeting and make it
available to the PE&C TF

7.B.5 1. Missing text ‘area’. "All existing planting on peat within the managed area is managed._ ... "
2. Replace 'at least to' with ' im line with'. “___. __managed in line with the standard in the_. "
3. The PLWG will identify the BMPs which will be auditable under the PEC 2018
7.B .6 1. Change to "All unplanted and set aside areas on peat in the managed area (regardless of depth) are
protected.._ ... !
2. To include definition of set aside arsas in this context. The PLWGE2 will provide the definition by Sept'18.
3. To add by the grower' . ' _new drainage, road building and power limes by the grower on peat soils is
prohibited. "
4. replace 'at lzast to" with "in lime with". “._._._.. and peatlands are managed in line with the standard...... "

5. The PLWG2 will identify the BMPs which will be auditable under the P&EC 2018,




Annex 4: Update on peat mapping

Peat Mapping Update
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Peat layer dataset

Conclusion on verification
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Annex 5: Draft Checklist for the RSPO BMP manual for oil palm on peat

Name of Company:

Total planting area:
Year(s) of planting:

Date of survey:

Location of plantation

Peat area:

Survey team

% of area with peat

BMPs for oil palm cultivation on peatland

collection drain) or
40-60cm
(groundwater
piezometer
reading)

Able to drain at all states of river
level/tide

BMP Issues Requirements Observations
Map and nature of peat | Extent Map to show extent of peatland
Depth Map or records to show depth
Type Map or records to show type ( Fibric,
Hemic, Sapric)
Subsoil Record of subsoil and mgt measures if
acid sulphate or sand
Water management rainfall data Maintain daily records
- effectively
maintaining water | Water mgt/ Parallel or contour drainage system
level of 50-70cm drainage system clearly marked in maps
(below the bankin | Drainability Drainability assessment.

Outlet controls

Adjustable Gates at inlet/outlet

water control

One stop-off for every 20cm drop in

structures water level

Drain water level Peiscales at regular intervals in collection
monitoring drains/main drains

Active water Stop-off/gate level adjusted regularly to
management maintain water level at 50-70cm in

collection drains

In field water levels

At least one piezometer per block -
reading weekly

subsidence
monitoring

At least one subsidence post per block

record of water
level

Water levels regularly recorded and used
for management

Fertilizer & nutrients
management

Regular assessment
of fertilizer needs

Foliar analysis on annual basis

Disease

Esp ganoderma,
rhinoceros beetle,
termite, rat,

Nutrient Periodic checking of leaves for signs of

deficiencies significant deficiencies

Micro nutrients Regular application of Zn, Cu and B
Integrated Pest and IPM Plan Clear IPM plan

Beneficial plants

Beneficial plants planted in each block
along main roads

Surveys

Regular surveys for pests and diseases
and record of incidence




Tirathaba bunch moth

Control Use of appropriate control and avoidance
of restricted pesticides
Ganoderma Minima presence or active control

Other significant
disease problems

Identify issues and control methods

Gaps and supply

Number of gaps/supply per ha

Effective weed
management

Herbicide use

Focus on planting circle and harvesting
path. No blanket spraying. Avoidance of
class | pesticide/herbicide.

Management of leaning
and fallen palms

Evidence of
appropriate planting
approach

Compaction and hole-in-hole planting

Leaning palms

Record of proportion of leaning palms
and severity

Treatment of palms

Soil mounding and other approaches to
address leaning palms

Replanting Age of replanting Normal replanting age for peat 20 years
Drainability Drainability assessment according to
assessment RSPO method to be completed before

replanting
Compaction mechanical soil compaction before
replanting if low bulk density
Planting hole in hole planting 10-15cm below
surface
BMPs operational issues

Yield Records Record of yield by block
Enhancement Measures taken to enhance yield

Transport system Record system used (buffalo,

wheelbarrow, tractor, truck, water)

Training and field BMP Record of specialised training on peat

supervision

and monitoring/supervision of BMPs

BMPs Environmental and social issues

conservation,
maintenance and
rehabilitation of natural
vegetation and river
reserves

water quality

No spraying near drains or buffers

HCV

HCV areas in peat identified and
managed appropriately (management
and monitoring plan)

Other conservation
areas (HCS, Peat,
Buffer etc)

identified and managed appropriately
(management and monitoring plan)

Endangered and
endemic species

Presence of rare and endangered species
documented and protection measures in
place

Wildlife corridor and
buffer zone

Where animal movement through estate
or HCV — no inappropriate barriers to
movement placed

Prevention of
hydrological

Boundary canal or drainage system
should not lead to drainage of adjacent
peatlands




disruptions to
adjacent peatland

riverbank Adequate buffer (10-40m) along
waterways, vegetated with appropriate
natural vegetation,
Fire prevention and Fire risk Fire risk maps for peatland prepared for
control plantation and adjacent areas
FDRS FDRS warning signs and system
Patrols Regular patrols of fire prone areas
Control Available equipment for fire control (

pumps, hoses etc) and trained staff

minimization of

greenhouse gas (GHG)

emission

Monitoring and

Completion of GHG report ( using Palm

reporting GHG)
Emission reduction Measures to minimize of reduce GHG
from peat

cooperation with local
communities/stakehold

ers

identification

Identification of other stakeholders in
peatland landscape

Collaboration

Collaboration and exchange on common
peatland management issues.

Others




Annex 6: Review and update of existing RSPO manuals on BMPs relating to Peat

Review and Update of existing
RSPO Manuals on BMPs relating
to Peat

Faizal Parish/ Julia Lo
11" July 2018, 6" PLWG meeting

-

Mo | Section FIC Working tithe Note

Section Arinay Tey/  Whatis Peat: Nature and - Feedback Received
L1 luliaf Jason  Characteristics of Tropical from Arina/ Jason
foong/Dx.  Peat Foong/ lufia

e Upsoted
Section Aringf Tey!  Key Monitoring and Feedback receved
12 luliaf Jasen  Management Elements:  from Arina
I-'S:u:p' Dr.  Cultivating on Peatlands Updated
al

Chapter 2- info on subsidence monitoring shifted to
chapter 7 | or maybe chap 3). Section on constraints
remaved. Revized peat definition bazed on PLWG
decision. Added section on impacts from drinages on
peat. Need to prepare 2 tropical pest soil map and
dizgram/description for basin peat.

Timeline

o ] m=mi maa m

BED N B R We dp M dee id Ly Bf W W B

P
® e n
-
No | Section PIC Working Tithe Nate
Section WA Overview: Oil Palm
31 Cultivation on
Peatland
Soption ArinafDrShah Effective Water Feedback received Fram
1% [DrGot Management Arina/ D Shah/ Gotz
Dr. Shoh shart write up
for woter zoning)

Dr. Golz {reservair

during dry season)
Chapter 3- water management + (drainzbility zssessment + rewetting +
paludiculture] with inputs by Wi; section on water management still
nead more ingut espeaially the drainage design that foll ow contour and
\WatEr management structures. Need tpo dedds if to indude
monitoring of water and subsidence to here or chapter 7

Progress since PLWG 4 (April)

+ Comments received on 1* draft at time of
PLWG 4 meeting as well as other inputs
incorporated to 2™ Draft By GEC.

+ Consultation with selected stakeholders in Bali
ICOPE meeting {25-27 April)

* Further information gathered from
stakeholders and site visits

= 2™ draft circulated to PLWG members on 30
June

No | Section PIC arhing Title/Content Mate
Secticn Dr. Joshuzy Dr. Adequate and Feedback receved
311 GotyTey Balanced Fertilization  from Dr. Gotz/ Dr

loshia
O, Jostug provided
Jurther input
Section Dr. Cost-effective and Feedback received
34 Joshua/DeGot Environment-friendly  from Or. Gotz/ Dr
2fTey Integrated Pestand  Joshua

Diszase Management
Chapter 4- fertilizer and nutrient managemeant + [PAM+
replanting; Dr. Joshua had given his input on this section.
Major concern on the description of chemical uses in
IPM, may need to shorten it or reduce the focus on
chemical and emphasise more on biological fenv friendly
approaches. Need further inputs from specialists.

BMP for OP on peat
No | Section PiC orking tithe: Note
S0 Section SianChoo  Introduction: Ol Palm  Feedback Received
1Ll (Cultivation on Peatland
Section SianChoo  RSPOPRC(2013}and  Feedback Ruceived
12 Guidance in relation to
Peatland =

Chapter 1- had besn shortensd. Updated figures on
area of oil palm on peat induded. Country regulztions
updated {Malaysia and Indonesia)Country regulation
on peat to be found for ROW ez Peru and Congo.

No_| Section PiC orking Tite Nate:
Section  Dr. Jashua/ Effective Feedback received
15 DrGote/Or. Shah Managementof  from Dr. Gotz
Leaning and Fallen
Palms and Weeds
Section  DrGots/DrShah  Replanting Practices Feedback received
1k from Dr. Gatz

Updated

Sectiond DrGotyfRichard  Operational Ny Fspdbas yat

Considerations

Chapter 5- not much changes.

Suggestion to remove/merge to chapter 4 the box on
“limiting factors of OP cultivation on peat” as duplication
of info with fertilizer/ pest 2nd diseases.




| Mo | Section | _Pic | WorkingTitle | Mot |
Section 5 Arina (Env)f Erwironmentaland  Feedback received
Jasan Hon{ Sian Social Considerations from lason Hon

(Choo
Section  Kai Xiang/ Fire Prevention and  Feedback received
54 Drloshua Cantral fram Kaixiang
Lipdated
Section & lason Foong/  Good practices for Feedback received
ArirafDeShah  Reszarch & fram Arina
o, ey
menitoring and
reparting

Chapter &- Social and environment [input from WWF).
Section on riparian reserve- perhaps shorten section and
refer to this RSP0 Riparaian manual to avoid duplication.
Chapter 7- focus on research and monitoring.
Subsidence and water level monitoring is included.

Online survey form

+ Feedback received as of July 2018
= 19 received for English version
* 3 received for Indonesian version

BMP for rehab
Chapte PIC Note
s M Introduction Feedback received
from Juliz

Updated
PN Pzt swamp forest & Arina/lason Hon/ Feizal Feedback received

Ecosystem from w1
Updated

Chapter 1- tidied up the text, to maks it simple and
shart for intro chap. For info on riparian reserve, suggest
to minimized, as RSP0 already had BMP on riparian
reserve. Suffice to cross reference.

Chaptar 2- some addition/ delztion of the text. Added
more phaotos for flora & fauna section.

10

Timeline

ot

14

Chapter PiC Note

Iianzgement of Kaixiang/ Arina/ Feedback received

eyisting peat swemp  Jzson Hon/ Faizal from wi/

forest area Kaixiang/Faizzl
Updated

Rehabilistion of peat  DrGotz/Faizal Feedback from

swamp forest Gotz/Faizal
Updated

Chapter 3- it make mare s2nse to divide the sections into —
hydrology restoration & revegetation. But due to the
existing content, it is quite hard to do so. Case studyto
use more recent example (to request WI/GAR for input )
Chapter 4- paludiculture s=ction is included in this chapter.
Relevant info from BRG,Wim Gizsen's report has been
extracted and put here.

11

Next steps

+ Inputs on Draft 2 from PLWG

+ Send Draft to external reviewers (15 July-15
August?)

+ Public consultation?

+ Final draft for September PLWG meeting

+ Design and layout

15

Chapter PiIC MNote

peludiculture and Avina/sian Choo/  Feedback received

alternate use Faizal from wi,/Faizal
Updated

Chapter 5- some edition/ deletion of the text. The textis
rather lengthy at the moment. Perhaps to maks it point
form? Suggest to put the case study of 10 ketapang here
on nursery/ seedling procuremant.

12




Annex 7: Results from drainability testing by Bumitama

Drainability Assessment

Tierl
Joshua Mathews, Husr Batubars and Yudi
Bumitama Gunajaya Agro (BGA)

Presented an 12 7 2018 Peat Land Working Group Meeting
(PUNG)

Peat depth (m) D;

Drainability Assessment

Work after the skype presentation by
Wetland International (Dr. Dipa) on
22/1/2018 in Miri, Sarawak.

BGA Agreed to work on Tier 1 based on the

available data.

Land elevation (Zg)

Measured Parameters

Peat depth (m) D:

Peat Depth (Dv)

Distance between nearest water body and centrold = AXves
Subsidence rate =(S)

Average water level elevation Zywy

Drainage base= Zy (M) = (Zuwet (0.0002 XZuwl)
fverage Elevations (Z,] (m)

Depth of drainage base <DueZy 2o

Orainage Lim Time = D20y Ds/S {In years)

Drainage Lmi Time = D.<Dy=Du/S {In years)

X Land elevation {Z,}
Elevation measurement
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Distance to nearest Water body (AX,,,,.)

Man days of work

No. Work Type
1Measuring peat depth
2Installing base reference points
Measuring land level using
3Theodilite
4.Measuring water level in the river
Total
Hectares covered per man day

Total Man
days
17
7

67
18
109
6.2 Ha

Monthly average river water
level fluctuation (Zyys)

Wt evel at the Boundury rver

10

Thank you

14

Calculation
Peat Depth (D) L4ém
Distance between neancst
water bedy and centraid
Aas 1750m
Subsidence rate |S| Sem

Average water level elevation
Zvar

Dranage base Z, (m) (Zewe®
(0.0002 XZywal)

Average Elevation (2] {m)

Depth of drainage hase
D2  Za

DIT = D20e- DufS (i yoars)

DET= DucDye=Du/S {in years)

126
1078

9.52

25.20

ion (Z:) Difference b

Theodolite




Annex 8: Results from drainability testing by Sime Darby (pending slides



Annex 9: Updates on SH Standard

n
* PRC Review Task Force » 1# draft of the RSPO Standard for Smallholder
* During P&C Review TF2 —smallholder representatives assigned Certification, Support and Inclusion
to draft Considarations for SH to include in PEC

SMALLHOLDERS PROGRAM + Elements on Applicability, Unit of Certification, Eligibility,

) Principles and Criteria of standards, Continuous
+ Smallholder Int G SHIG) to PAC TF — tasked to devel
IN RSPO sin;llifr;dzrp;roe:cnl: for:lsur:alilIholjeroinclusion askec o devElop Improvement, Assurance & Verification and SH Credits
+ Members of SHIG are mostly SHWG members + Principle 2: Environmental Responsibility, Natural

" ) Resource Management and Biodiversity Conservation
Kertijah Abdul Kadir

smallncidrs Frogram Mansger + 1* draft of SH Standards open for public consultation period prare e e ————
since 4 June 2018 | it vt e g

SWIALLHOLDER STANDARDS 17 DRAFT SWIALLHOLDER STANDARDS 17 DRAFT RSP0 SWALLHOLDER ACADENMY

*+  For existing plot, Criteria 2.2

Where the certification unit exists on peat, subsidence of peat soils *  For new planting, Criteria 2.5 ! Acséerey Feiner
shall be minimized by best management practices, including water There are no new plantings on peat of any depth. e\ O
management, and ground cover R ¥ l:l
*  Key elements to be incorporated at indicator level EBE= e/l

* Key elements to be incorporated at indicator level - Farmer commitment <:> (:::) == <:::> | |
- RSPO best management practices for oil palm on peat are =N

implemented === “
- Meed to address the fact that best management practices nzed to I:|

be applied by the group and cannat be done at the individual level El

only




RSP0 SALLHOLDER ACADENY RSP0 SALLHOLDER ACADENY

Types of Traieleg Lsagth Wha Train.t Lamrreer? Aol o o bl
awed T
The: RSP 5H Acadermy Pockage Srulihaider Program 1. Samiars (A 1-2 dma POG
Deigr Gaicarce LT o
Wit ¥ For Whon? Tiypihes ? Hos does It work =y _—
& ditiad Grzaa Training
Comant | e | [ ot sus phaseine) |
Paitsus
| | Liren caril, berw Lhiiihazld |
|:| [ comssmsera | S PyTr— ; ;
Training [ B
- -



Annex 10: Draft TOR for PLWG-SH Subgroup

Terms of Reference

RSPO PLWG2 Smallholder Sub Group

1. Introduction

The first RSPO Peatland Working Group (PLWG) was established in 2010 and operated till late
2012. The objectives of the PLWG were to:

Identify the environmental and social impacts related to oil palm plantations on
peatlands.

Identify best practices (BMPs) for managing oil palm plantations on peat soils in order to
minimize GHG emissions and enhance sustainability.

Identify practical methodologies for assessing and monitoring carbon stocks and key GHG
emissions from oil palm plantations established on peat soils; and

Evaluate options and constraints for the rehabilitation of degraded peatlands.

Five years after the completion of the work of the RSPO PLWG, the 2" Peatland Working Group
(PLWG2) was established to update the output of the previous WG and address current issues
and concerns pertaining to oil palm (OP) cultivation on peatlands.

During the 5™ PLWG2 meeting in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia held on the 5"-6'" of April 2018, the
WG found a need to establish the PLWG2 Smallholders Sub Group to further discuss the issues,
BMPs and limitations of OP cultivation on peat specifically to Smallholders®.

2. Main Purpose
To develop BMP guidance together with its training modules and materials specifically for
smallholders in their own language, taking into account both their technical and financial
limitations.

3. Scope of Work

Oversee and support the development of the BMP guidance specifically for smallholders’
existing OP plantations on peat, which is in line with the SH Standard and building on the
revised RSPO BMP manuals for existing OP plantations on peat and BMP manuals for
rehabilitation of natural vegetation.

Support development of the training materials and modules in reference to the developed
BMP guidance (SH Academy).

Develop guidance on alternative use of peatlands: wet agriculture (and other potential use
such as fisheries and aquaculture?)

Reporting of progress of works done to the PLWG2.

1 farmers who grow oil palm, alongside with subsistence crops, where the family provides the majority of labour
and the farm provides the principal source of income, and the planted oil palm area are is less than 50 hectares,
or otherwise defined in NI of the respective country



4. Expected Outputs.

i. BMP guidance for smallholder cultivation, conservation and paludiculture n on peatlands.
ii. Outreach and capacity development materials for smallholders.
iii. Inputs related to peat to other RSPO processes related to smallholders (e.g. review of draft
material, identification of experts & good management sites etc.)

5. Meeting Frequency

Members of this sub-group expected to meet once every three to four months.

6. Composition

It is proposed that the group comprises mainly specialists with experience in working with
smallholders and peatland management.

In addition, some independent peatland experts may be invited to join/ provide inputs.

7. Role of secretariat

Secretariat should support the subgroup and facilitate interactions with the members and
stakeholders. The secretariat will also oversee the preparation of commissioned studies and other
work. Secretariat will assist in appointing a consultant to develop the BMP manuals and training
materials.

8. Active Period
It is proposed that the subgroup undertakes its work in the period from July 2018 till completion
of the outputs of the subgroup.



Annex 11: PLWG budget for FY 2018/2019

| PLWG2 Budget 2018/19

Coparemrmad meming g baa 1 RL g

Budget & Expenditure FY18/19

B. Coda (Dnmieription Budgu Activity
L]
ERDDE [LL0 | 55,000 ity wiror & el annanpement
ERDGD Durssloprimnt of BMP 376,000 1. Auwiw of sxrting B on peatland
[Pt L. D, OF gl chrainabiliby il
weadhehien

3 D OF BRAFS o pisatband] fow
smadFukirs

I =IOl

Coparmmrmal meiny geibaa 1 R0 g

Activities c/f FY 17/18

Koy Activity Progrees

'wmmm = (Completion of revised BMPS {adsting plantation |
A& rahabilitaton)
+ Dasign, imnslalon and outraach, of revisesd
BMFs

Foat Drainabdly Assessmant  Wiork in progress with, \Welands Imemational

Guidanoe (Tangat complation: Dec Z018)
‘Sustainaiiity Colege Soript for peal BMP or aisling plantalion ongaing
{PeabPalmGHGMT B) {Tangat complatian: Dac 2018}

Foatiand mapping asercisa = Comparizon of difieront poat datasols with
Known paatiand anas

=+ Analysis of peal on Membars CONLESSn b
ion mast accunie dataset

\ﬁ' RSPO ==

i

Corparemrmmal i LS s 17, LK

Upcoming Activities FY18/19

Ky Actvity Propoeed aub-activities
BMPs for paafiand managemant - 1. To work with "SHWE or 5H on davaloping he
Smalhaiders Prat manual

2 Commencament of PLWEZ SH Sub-groip

Training & communicatan of Toconduct iraining on BMPs & drainabilty
BMPs B drainatil, " Tor growians
Quidalines
Trairing & comimunicaion of Toconduct rairing on BMF for smalholders

BMPs - Smalhaidars

\ﬁ' RSPO |

Coparemrmad w1 0
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