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GBC overview and context

Potential benefits of
agroforestry for the
development of GBC

|s agroforestry mentionned
In the documents ? How ?

Potential benefits of GBC
for the development of
agroforestry ; point of view
of stakeholders

Scales and stakeholders
Interactions
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GBC in France

« Grenelle de
Biodiv. reservoir I'environnement » policy

- Biodiv.

reservoir

Integrate biodiversity
considerations into land-use

| | planning
Mosaic type Linear type « japanese » :
of corridor  of corridor type of corridor Restore ecologlcal

connectivity
Protect existing biodiversity
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Potential benefits of agroforestry for GBC
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s agroforestry mentionned in the
documents linked with GBC ?

NB %
Europe 12 7%
National (France) 36 22%

Regional 56 34%
Local 59 36%
total 163 100%

Texts in French only
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Main terms used (based on frequency)

AGRICULTURE........

ACCEPTABILITE

BIODIVERSITE careone CLIMATIQUE
coLLABORATION CONCERTATION connNecTIVITE

CORRIDOR DURABLE ENJEU
FONCTIONNALITE FRAGMENTATION LISIERE

MORCELLEMENT MULTIFONCTIONNALITE PATRI M O I N E

PAYSAGE | . .cccormnc: PRODUCTION
. RESSOURCE RISQUE SOL

VULNERABILITE
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A few terms about trees

Distribution des mots-clés (Fréquence)
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268 437 576 720 o4 1005 1152 1296 1440
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Some differences .

according
to the spatial —
scale N P




Some terms also used by local
stakeholders

cermapnne AGRICULTURE nuenacemen

BIO DIVE RS ITE ARBONE CLIMATIQUE
COLLABORATION CONCERTATION CONNECTIVITE C O RRI DO R

DURABLE ENJEU FONCTIONNALITE FRAGMENTATION

LISIERE MORCELLEMENT MULTIFONCTIONNALITE PATRIMOINE
PAYSAGE an PERFORMANCE PRODUCTION rennement

RENTABILITE RESSOURCE RlSQUE SOL VULNERABILITE
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Some terms also used by local
stakeholders

Fréquence par ECHELLE

R e EEE RS Q
R B A N % -------------------
] =
2184 J---m e e - T SGGEREEEEY b
@ ] D)
§ R B M bbby Al T
= R R B B 1 e e
[~3 ]
IME ]
e R RRCEEEE REED ARl SEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE] BE O SEE EEES
R R RCRREREEEE i I EERY EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE] B ) EE CEh
£24 |-
312 1 |-
] /
D - ' <%
Europe Mational (France) Local Reqgional
ECHELLE
I AMENF’.GEMENT B EICDIVERSITE i 1 CHANGEMEMT _CLIMATIQUE
1 DEYELOPPEMENT _DIURAELE N MULTIFOMCTIONMMALITE ] PATRIMOINE
I PASAGE 1 PRODUCTION I FESSOURCE
N RISCQUE

10



A

<-.’¢—rxﬁﬁ‘¢2

Meadow orcharcf'ﬁ';" ‘ :"'" % Hedgerow - 4 =




e -

Modern agroforestri sistems ‘
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Scalehan—d stakeholders interactions

Tree-lined Low  |solated tree  Grazed T()p_down Bottom-up
driveway hedge forest
N T High National A
e ) 10008 Regional [
[
' Municipality I
| l I . .
S [ Individuals
: \ 4
. Alley cropping

Multi-scale
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Conclusion

@ Complex implementation

@ Vocabulary and meaning are different according to
documents, stakeholders, and scales

@ Challenging for agroforestry

@ Importance of the territorial constraints and
stakeholders perceptions

@ Agroforestry by whom, for what... and for who ?







