Support the spread of good practice in generating, managing, analysing and communicating spatial information

Module: [M02 - Attitudes, Behaviours and Ethics]

Unit: [M02U03 - Free, Prior and Written Informed Consent

Case Study
Successes and Failures of PGIS: East Sumba, Indonesia
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Hardiono, M., H. Radandima, K. Suryanata and J. Fox. 2005. Building local capacity in using SIT for natural resource management in East Sumba, Indonesia. In J. Fox, K. Suryanata and P. Hershock (Eds.). Mapping Communities: Ethics, Values, Practice. Honolulu: East-West Center. 

The full text* is available online at: http://tinyurl.com/m9mln8
Task

Read pages 107-116 of this document to prepare for group discussion of the questions below.

Case study questions
· What are the biases of conventional mapping? How do these differ from local spatial knowledge? Do community sketch maps have legitimacy? Why or why not?

· How does the level of technical understanding affect community participation in mapping? 

· What is the difference between learning how to produce a map versus learning how to use a map? How can mapping facilitators ensure that both are achieved in the participatory process?

· What potential problems may an organisation encounter in capacity building and reliance on GIS technology? How can these be avoided?

· Who owns the outputs (e.g. maps, data, etc.) produced by participatory mapping? What challenges do community members face regarding control over spatial information? How can mapping facilitators ensure that community members have effective control?

· How can sensitive information be protected?

* Note to trainers: A copy of this document is available as a PDF file in the PGIS training kit (see “Handout for Trainees” folder under M02U03).
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