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Why geospatial methods in Conflict and Fragile Situations

Logistical Methodological
Challenges Challenges

Analysis at Aiding objectivity
different scales and transparency

Applicable to
> ~3400 operational satellites variety of
evaluation
methods and
themes

High resolution data available

Rapid advancement in analytical tools
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What is special about geospatial?
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Spatial analysis focuses on the statistical analysis of patterns and underlying processes
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Context Awareness : Help with evaluation questions and mission planning

GEF Suppcrted Protected Area ~ Conflict Fatality
Distance from Protected Areas and Conflict Fatality, 1990-2020
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Extent of the problem in hard to reach, isolated and unsafe areas
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Extent of the problem in hard to reach, isolated and unsafe areas
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Extent of the problem in hard to reach, isolated and unsafe areas
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Extent of the problem in hard to reach, isolated and unsafe areas
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Extent of the problem in hard to reach, isolated and unsafe areas

Deforestation in Guaviare, Colombian Amazon

Negotiation and

Conflict
Post Conflict

Deforestation(ha)

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 p Ly 2015 2016 2017 2018

“It’s the peace that brings deforestation” - A project participant.
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EVALUATION: Impact

Rehabilitation of Lake Karago, Rwanda

Lake Karago Lake Shores 2002 - 2019
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EVALUATION: Sustainability

Liberia - SAPO National Park

SAPO NP, Liberia - Forest Loss
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COVID: Rapid assessment

Overall, 75 percent protected
areas saw a decrease in light
intensity, many of these include
GEF supported protected areas.
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Innovation - a
dynamic learning
process

Use mixed

' approaches
j and methods

Partnerships , e Variable costs

Methods
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