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Executive Summary

The Santiago Workshop to Strengthen National Rempih Support of the Implementation of the Non-
Legally Binding Instrument on All Types of Forestgreinafter referred to as the forest instrumierthe
fifth of five capacity-building workshops undertakgointly by the United Nations Forum on Forests
Secretariat (UNFFS) and the Food and Agriculturgaization of the United Nations (FAO). The
objective of the workshop was to strengthen theaciy of UNFF and FAO/FRA (Forest Resource
Assessment) focal points in the Latin American &uatibbean region in reporting to the Forum on
progress made in the implementation of the foresttument at UNFF 10 in 2013 and UNFF 11 in 2015.
To this end, the workshop focused on enhancindaba& points’ understanding of the forest instrutmen
and of the importance of its implementation at¢bantry level. It also provided an opportunity toe
UNFF Secretariat to receive feedback on the temgtatreporting on progress in the implementatién o
the forest instrument and the achievement of i@l Objectives on Forests.

Participants found the workshop helpful in demaatsig the importance of the forest instrument dred t
benefits that it could generate for their countriise workshop exercises were also helpful in tlexg
for them the steps and actions that need to ba takeperationalize the forest instrument.

As currently structured, national reports will hapuntries identify more clearly key implementation
gaps and priority needs, which bilateral and mlatéral donors could take into account in the
implementation of their international sustainablreft management (SFM) technical cooperation
strategies.

Given that the reporting format was carefully siciaed by the preceding workshops and subsequently
revised to reflect the suggestions of countriesshraf the focus on national reports in this workshas

on (1) improving the clarity of the questionnaiesfiplate without lengthening it and (2) strengthgnin
through guidance the capacity of participating ¢das in completing their national reports.

There was general support for the national remorhét (Questionnaire/template) prepared by the UNFF
as a good tool for assessing progress in the imgiéation of the forest instrument and the achieveme
of its four Global Objectives on Forests. Eightlod countries raised no objections about the leafithe
reporting format, while two favored shortening it.

Specific recommendations for improving the questare/template, mainly in the form of greater digri
were proposed by workshop participants and are neflected in a revised draft appended to this repor



In order to shorten the questionnaire/template,UNEF Secretariat was also requested to shorten the
reporting format by making the responses to somhbeindicators optional for countries.

Several stressed the importance of receiving filmhrassistance, as is the case with other multdhte
environmental agreements, for the preparation ¢dréunational reports.The workshop participants
strongly proposed that a recommendation be presanté&JNFF 10 requesting financial support from
donors for the preparation of national reports MFB 11 and future sessions of the forum.

l. Introduction

The Santiago Workshop to Strengthen National Rempih Support of the Implementation of the Non-
Legally Binding Instrument on All Types of Forestgreinafter referred to as the forest instrumisrihe
last in a series of five capacity-building workshadertaken jointly by the Secretariat of the &lbhit
Nations Forum on Forests (UNFFS) and the Food agicélture Organization of the United Nations
(FAO).

Funded by the Development Account of DESA’s Cagadbitvelopment Office (CDO), the objective of
the project and the workshops is to strengthensapgort the capacity of UNFF national focal points
developing countries and countries with econommesransition in reporting to the Forum on progress
made in the implementation of the forest instrumenUNFF10 in 2013, in the context of the overall
theme of that session on “forests and economic ldpreent”, and to strengthen and support their
capacity to conduct monitoring, assessment andtisgqdMAR) required for the preparation of natibna
reports. The project will also contribute to prepawountries for the 2015 assessment report of the
international arrangement on forests, which calisountries to provide information on the contribnt

of forests to the internationally agreed developngerals, including the Millennium Development Goals
(MDGs).

To this end, the Forum Secretariat is expectecet@ldp a streamlined reporting format, in consigiat
with other members of the CPF, to ensure simplentaty national reporting for UNFF 10 focused on
the implementation of the forest instrument analarced reporting of all the four Global Objectives
Forests (GOFs) (UNFF9 Omnibus Resolution ltem 8apa

The UNFF Secretariat is cooperating closely withCrAnainly to incorporate elements of the forest
instrument andts GOFs into reporting on FAQO's state of the wialfbrests and through its global forest

resources assessment programme. In addition etret&riat will coordinate work with FAO to prepare

an analytical report, making best use of existinfiprmation systems and inputs from other relevant
processes, to serve the UNFF11 (2015) review adctffeness of the international arrangement on
forests, the forest instrument and consideratiomlibbptions for the future, as stated by the Cdunc

(Resolution 2006/49, para 32). Through the five kgbops, the project aims to develop a streamlined
reporting scheme in a transparent and participattagner, thereby creating ownership of the repgrtin

process among national correspondents. The UNFFetagat, Department of Economic and Social

Affairs (DESA) of the United Nations contracted ibatAmerican Consultants for Sustainable

Development and Environmental Management (LAGA)wadl as Mr. Peter Gondo, to assist in the

organization and facilitation of the workshops.



1. Background

The adoption of the forest instrument by the Unitddtions General Assembly (A/Res/62/98) in
September 2007 reinforced the global commitmensustainable forest management (SFM) as the
overarching principle for forest policy at both thational and international levels, and outlinetuffe
priorities in the form of the four Global Object&/en Forest (GOFs):

Global objective1

Reverse the loss of forest cover worldwide throwgyistainable forest management, including
protection, restoration, afforestation and refatsh, and increase efforts to prevent forest
degradation;

Global objective 2
Enhance forest-based economic, social and envinstaindenefits, including by improving the
livelihoods of forest dependent people;

Global Objective3
Increase significantly the area of protected faregiridwide and other areas of sustainably managed
forests, as well as the proportion of forest praéslderived from sustainably managed forests;

Global objective4

Reverse the decline in official development asstsafor sustainable forest management and
mobilize significantly increased, new and additiofinancial resources from all sources for the
implementation of sustainable forest management.

Monitoring and assessing progress towards implemtient of the forest instrument and achieving its
Global Objectives on Forests are critical compos@ftthe work of the UNFF. Countries have been
requested to submit voluntary national progressnepas part of their regular reporting to the Foru
The Forum’s 8-year (2007-2015) Multi-Year ProgramafeWork (MYPOW) specifically states that
“Each session will have as a main task the discussion on the achievement of the Global Objectives on
Forests and the implementation of the Non-Legally Binding Instrument on All Types of Forests’. The
successful implementation of the forest instrunrexuires improved national reporting by countries t
help assess progress, identify needs, and to peomahore effective sharing of experiences and best
practices.

I1. Objective

The objective of the workshop was to strengtherctpacity of UNFF and FAO/FRA focal points in the
Latin American and Caribbean region in implementing forest instrument and reporting to the Forum
on progress made in the implementation of the fanssrument at UNFF 10 in April 2013 and UNFF 11
in 2015. Within this objective, the workshop focdism the following goals:



* Increase awareness of the forest instrument bytdesn

« Increase the number of countries systematicallfémpnting the instrument,

¢ Increase the number of countries submitting naticeports to UNFF 10 and 11, and

« Provide a coordinated basis for reporting progtesee UNFF and other forest-related processes.

V. Venue and dates

The workshop was held at the offices of the EcormdBmmmission for Latin America and the Caribbean
(ECLAC) in Santiago, Chile from 18 to 20 April 2012

V. Participants

UNFF and FAO national focal points from a selectgdup of countries in the Latin American and

Caribbean region participated in the workshop. t&gh experts from the following thirteen countries
attended: Argentina, Barbados, Brazil, Chile, CuBegnada, Mexico, Nicaragua, Paraguay, St. Lucia,
Suriname, Uruguay and Venezuela. In addition, fogrerts from the UNFF Secretariat and four experts
from FAO participated. A total of twenty-six expegarticipated in the workshop. Please see Apgendi
3.

VI. Organization of theworkshop

The workshop consisted of five capacity-buildingsssens as reflected in the programme of work
contained in Appendix 1. The first four addressBdrftroduction to the project and the forest instent,

(2) the reasons and benefits why countries shaufdement the forest instrument, (3) approaches to
implementing the forest instrument and (4)omitoring and evaluation of progress in the
implementation of the forest instrument by coumstrigith the fifth focusing on national reporting thre
implementation of the forest instrument and thei@a@ment of its 4 Global Objectives on Forests to
UNFF 10 and 11. Each of the first four sessions diasded into three parts: presentations, group
exercises and interactive discussions of the emdnts emanating from the group exercises. Tottbs
participants in their deliberations, several docotsevere provided for their consideration, whicke ar
listed in Appendix 2.

VIl.  Opening of theworkshop

The workshop was initiated by Njeri Kariuki, Prognme Officer in the UNFF Secretariat, who
welcomed the participants and introduced Ms. JaAlMnoe, Director of the UNFF Secretariat.

By means of an audio-visual message, Ms. Jan MnAlpielcomed the participants and thanked ECLAC
for the support provided to the organization of warkshop. She emphasized that the multiple vaddies
forests are recognized today more than ever, teftpdhe necessity for a landscape approach that
encompasses the social, economic and environmestakell as the cultural and spiritual services of
forests. She also highlighted that countries mjflort on progress in implementing the forest imsgnt

at the tenth session of the Forum in Istanbul, &urik 2013 and that at the eleventh session in 2015
countries will review progress in the implementataf the forest instrument and assess the effewts®

of the international arrangement on forests. Theegfmonitoring, assessing and reporting on pragres
towards implementation of the forest instrument #@sdfour global objectives on forests are critical
components of the work of the UNFF. Ms. McAlpiriescaunderlined the importance of collaboration
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among international organizations concerned wittesbrelated reporting, noting that the benefits of
streamlining of reporting are multiple:

¢ Reduction of overlaps and duplication of efforts,

« Limiting inconsistencies between different repagtom the same topics,

+ Reduction of costs and efforts of data collection,

« Provision of consistent figures on global forestel gointly elaborating and communicating
common messages and key findings to stakeholddrthargeneral public.

She concluded by stressing that the successfukimgitation of the forest instrument and reporting o
its implementation will contribute to a greater argtanding and convergence of approaches for forest
and people worldwide.

In his opening remarks, Mr. Alan Bojanic, FAO Reqaetative in Chile, also welcomed the participants
and informed the workshop that FAO is supporting ithplementation of the forest instrument because
of the instrument’s relevance to the organizatiadhi®e global goals: eliminating hunger in the dorl
reducing poverty and ensuring the sustainable n&anagt of natural resources. To these ends, one of
FAQ’s strategic objectives is the sustainable marmamt of the world’'s forests. Consequently, FAO,
with financial support from the Governments of Gany and Japan, has been supporting the
implementation of the forest instrument throughsthevorkshops and pilot projects such as the ones
underway in Ghana, Liberia, Nicaragua and the Biiies. In closing, he encouraged countries to
submit national reports to UNFF 10 in Istanbul, Ky, which will be important for demonstrating
progress towards sustainable forest managememe iregion.

Welcoming words were also provided by Eduardo Vfiatepresentation of Chile’s National Forestry
Commission (CONAF for the Spanish acronym).

VIII. Capacity-building workshop sessions for strengthening implementation of the forest
instrument at the national level

Before moving into the workshop’s capacity-buildingpdules, Mr. Peter Gondo, UNFF Consultant,
provided an overview of the goals of the workshop:

« Increase awareness of the forest instrument bytdesn

« Increase the number of countries systematicallfémpnting the instrument,

¢ Increase the number of countries submitting natiegorts to UNFF 10 and 11, and

« Provide a coordinated basis for reporting progtesee UNFF and other forest-related processes.

Country participants introduced themselves. Whime were familiar with the UNFF, most, with the
exception of Nicaragua, had very little experiendth the actual implementation of the forest instant
at the national level. Many expressed intereg¢anning from the experiences gained in the Niczaag
pilot project on the implementation of the forestrument.



A. Session 1: Introduction to the forest instrument

In session one, Mr. Gondo, UNFF consultant, praviddistorical background on the evolution of fores
policy since the UNCED in Rio in 1992. In additidre also explained the functions of the UNFF, the
purpose and principles of the forest instrumend, ismxcomponent actions at the national and inteynal
levels.

On the goal of getting countries to systematiciatiglement the forest instrument, workshop exercises
were undertaken that built on the experiences angress towards SFM of the participating counttiies.
the first exercise, participants were requestaelade their national forest programmes (NFPshéo t
policies and measures of the forest instrumentiqodairly as regards stakeholder participationiamet
ownership and multi-sectoral coherence. All of tbantries participating responded that their NFfes a
closely linked to the national policies and measufethe forest instrument. For most of the nationa
policies and measures contained in paragraph ltedbrest instrument, there is action and progogss
the participating countries.

B. Session 2: Why should countriesimplement the forest instrument?

In introducing this session, Mr. Gondo explainedvhbe forest instrument provides a framework for
guiding and strengthening the implementation oiomat forest programmes (NFPs) as well as promoting
the integration of forestry programmes into develept plans at national and sub-national levels.

In a second exercise on the relevance of the famesument to their countries, participants, wherev
divided into three exercise groups, identified fblowing benefits that could be gained through the
implementation of the forest instrument:

e providing opportunities to address public policy regarding land use planning and the landscape
approach to sustainable forest management,

e providing greater international and national visibility to forest issues and their relevance to
other instruments,

« promoting the direct and indirect importance offis,

« fostering and strengthening cooperation acrossfeelated sectors and their stakeholders,
including the private sector,

¢ engaging more effectively local and indigenous communities in SFM,

« promoting capacity-building for achieving sustaileafforest management,

« focusing multi-sectoral coordination through effoio achieve the Global Objectives on Forests,

« standardizing information that can be utilized byasety of stakeholders,

« strengthening data and information for differenefi-related processes,

From the group exercise the participants identiffexifollowing principal reasons for implementirng t
forest instrument:

1. guiding and strengthening implementation of natiémieest programmes (NFPs)
2. linking the forest instrument to national developirieameworks,
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3. coordinating internal forestry-related initiativassd agreements,
4. enhancing inter-sectoral coordination and
5. providing a basis for resource mobilization.

In an ensuing exercise, participants were requestétentify the important stakeholders who neetig¢o
informed of, and participate in, the implementatafrthe forest instrument. In addition participangre
asked to identify or suggest the awareness ragnagegies and methods that could be employedatthre
the identified stakeholders. The workshop exergreeips identified several stakeholders that shbeld
engaged in the implementation of the instrumeny; gtekeholders identified by some of the partictpan
included the judiciary, customs departments, lacal indigenous communities, and local organizations

Regarding strategies for reaching stakeholdersigputwareness and education were underlined as
particularly important for engaging stakeholder mup and participation in the implementation of the
forest instrument. All stakeholders should be enaged to understand that through the forest instni

we have moved from policy-making to the operaticagion of SFM policies at the country level and
that their participation is crucial.

The experts recommended the development of a coimatiom strategy targeting all forest stakeholders
using various communication tools such as discasgioups, capacity building, workshops and seminars
at the local and regional levels; and the productibbrochures and newspapers, including in indigen
languages. They recommended that a disseminatiategy for reaching out to local communities be
prepared, including in native languages.

It was noted that many important stakeholders atsiae the forest sector, such as legislatorscialdi
officials, financial institutions and law enforcente

C. Session 3: Approachesto theimplementation of the forest instrument

The engagement of all stakeholders during the reiffe phases of analysis, planning, including
prioritization of key selected policies and measuend implementation was important for the sudaéss
implementation of the Ghana pilot project, whichswvie first of the four pilot projects to be lauadh
The forest instrument led to the establishmentmdtzonal platform for dialogue among stakeholdees
was crucial in addressing potential conflicts ameagtors, for example, forests and mining. To agsis
the overall process, a website was establishedcatedi to disseminating information on the forest
instrument and thereby increasing awareness byglstédders at all levels, particularly those at theal
level.

Ms. Eva Muller of FAO interjected that the GhanaB\lpilot project can provide countries with a good
methodological model for assessing the status pfementation of the 25 national policies and measur
contained in paragraph 6 of the forest instrumehis is an important first step that countries neethke

in initiating the implementation of the forest inshent.

In evaluating the status of the 25 national padicied measures, Ghana adopted a scoring systen®from
to 3 for assessing each of these national actindsfa subsequently identifying and selecting ptyor
policies to be pursued in the implementation offtirest instrument. Zero meant that the measurenbad
yet been undertaken; 1, that the measure had tarsed and needed improvement; 2, that the measure
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had been initiated and was progressing well; andh&; the measure had been carried out to full
satisfaction. Based on this assessment, stakebotten agreed on the priority areas (policies and
measures) to be addressed.

Similarly, in the Nicaragua pilot project, followdnclose consultations with local communities, fiey
priorities were selected. The same approach wed inghe pilot projects in the Philippines anddrib.

The experiences of Ghana, Nicaragua and the otlo¢ppojects demonstrate that implementation needs
to build upon existing initiatives, build partneigh for increasing funding and involve key stakeleos.
Moreover, governments need to be innovative ané Into all sources of funding for supporting the
implementation of the forest instrument. The foiastrument pilot projects are proving to be cédtaly
and are generating substantial additional resoufmesSFM without requiring new major budgetary
outlays from the public sector.

Some country experts further elaborated on the itapoe of the inventory of on-going forest initiets.

The expert from Brazil proposed the creation oiratitutional website where inventoried initiativee
described and validated. The Mexican expert pravetean example the REDD+ page established in his
country that contains information from all staketek. The Nicaraguan expert noted the value of
websites in disseminating information on the impatation of the forest instrument, but was conatrne
that not all stakeholders, particularly local andigenous communities, lack access to the inteimet,
which case, workshops were essential in ensurinticipation of all stakeholders. The Brazilian erpe
further added that a combination of methods sudhtamet access and direct contact with all
stakeholders in the field is important, and thdatabase containing all the data collected shoaild b
established.

Participants noted that the three important stepsetundertaken for effectively planning and ititig

the implementation of the instrument at the coulemel are awareness raising, inventory of on-going
forest initiatives and assessment of the statusplementation of the 25 national policies and mees

of the instrument. In order to ensure broad staki participation, information materials for agaess
raising need to be developed and, through workshaapeements reached with stakeholders on processes
and methods of implementation. In the Nicaraguat gitoject, information materials were produced in
the principal languages of Spanish, Miskito andIBhgrhe inventory of on-going forest initiatives i
critical in forming the baseline for the implemetida of the forest instrument at the national leantl
involves a wide range of public and private seai@keholders. Updating the inventory on a regular,
consistent manner is an on-going challenge for s In all four pilot project countries, the symatic
assessment of the status of implementation ofdhesf instrument’s 25 national policies and measure
contributed to the prioritization of the policiesdameasures to be specifically addressed.

Three exercise groups then assessed the statuwe dfnplementation of the forest instrument's 25
national policies and measures in one country pmugy The groups used the Ghana rating approach and
selected 5 priority areas along with correspondiciipns to be addressed. The importance of theisger
was to place the experts in a position in whichytleeuld systematically assess progress in the
implementation of each of the 25 national policeesl measures of the instrument in their specific
countries.



There was a very wide variability in the selectmithe priority policies and measures by the countr
experts. Nevertheless, policy/measure 6 (t), whilith not feature prominently in the preceding
workshops, was cited by most: Promote and stremgpublic understanding of the importance of ard th
benefits provided by forests and sustainable foneghagement, including through public awareness
programmes and education. Others that were citexbbgral countries included:

6 (d) Develop and implement policies that encourtdigesustainable management of forests to
provide a wide range of goods and services, artdatea contribute to poverty reduction and the
development of rural communities;

6 (e) Promote efficient production and processihfprest productsinter alia with a view
to reducing waste and enhancing recycling;

6 (h) Create enabling environments to encourageatgisector investment, as well as
investment by and involvement of local and indigghcommunities, other forest users
and forest owners and other relevant stakeholdemystainable forest management,
through a framework of policies, incentives andulagons;

6 (y) Enhance access by households, small-scakstfawners, forest-dependent local and
indigenous communities, living in and outside foraseas, to forest resources and relevant
markets in order to support livelihoods and incodieersification from forest management,
consistent with sustainable forest management;

Based on the outcomes of the assessment of thus sthimplementation of the 25 national policiesl an
measures of the forest instrument, participanthéurdeveloped an action plan for implementingfibe
top priorities selected by each exercise groupddimg so, they (a) identified actions for implemegt
priority policies and measures, (b) determinedtiireline for the proposed actions, (c) identifieglyk
stakeholders responsible for the actions to berakin and (d) estimated the budgetary requirenfents
undertaking the actions. The aim of the exercise twaget participants to think about how to plae th
implementation of the NLBI.

D. Session 4: Monitoring and evaluation of theforest instrument

The fourth session addressed approaches to mawgjtand evaluating the status of implementatioref t
forest instrument. In his introduction of the semssiMr. Gondo stressed that systematic evidence is
needed for effectively assessing progress. He eulathe importance of first establishing baseline
information. Decisions need to be taken on whahaomitor in order to focus more sharply the monitgri
and evaluation process and avoid an assessmeti¢ thatbroad, as well as on the frequency of dath
information collection and the determination of afie indicators to be utilized. As much as possibl
monitoring needs to be linked to other relevantgoimg processes. Mr. Gondo also underlined the
importance of getting feedback on the data andrimftion collected and analyzed to determine its
usefulness for stakeholders.



The principal reasons for monitoring and evaluatigimplementation of the forest instrument inelud

1. assess progress and effectiveness of implementationgh systematic collection of data and
information,

gain better understanding of enablers and chalienge

identify strengths, weaknesses and gaps,

pinpoint areas needing urgent attention,

provide a basis for future planning and decisiorking

identify resources needed, and

develop a baseline for reporting on forestry atiésiand achievements.

Nogakr~wpn

The exercise groups then looked at possible inglisafor monitoring and evaluating progress in the

implementation of the forest instrument, bearingnimd the action plans that they had prepared durin

session three. The groups provided their views hen data and information to be collected, on the
periodicity of its collection and on the budgetasgquirements for monitoring and assessment. Each
exercise group reported its conclusions to the e/aairkshop.

A valuable part of this session was the sharingxperiences by countries on how they monitor theist
of their forests and their forest policies, witregentations made by Suriname, Mexico, Chile, Grenad
and Cuba.

Mr. Gondo indicated that the issue of indicators dssessing progress in the implementation of the
instrument would be addressed more specificallyindusession five. However, he stressed that for
improved monitoring and evaluation of the implenagioh of the instrument countries need to engage
their central statistical offices.

I1X. Strengthening national reporting to the tenth and eleventh sessions of the UNFF on progress
in theimplementation of the forest instrument and towar ds the achievement of the four Global
Objectives on Forests

A. Introduction

This session of the workshop on national reportinthe 18 and 11" sessions of the UNFF in 2013 and
2015 was coordinated by Mr. lllueca. He emphastbedsignificance of the feedback and input from
participants to the UNFF Secretariat in develogingmproved national reporting format by undertgkin

the following tasks:

= Assess the applicability and appropriateness oicatdrs from existing C & | processes for
assessing progress towards the implementation effdhest instrument and its four Global
Objectives on Forests, including their contribusioto the attainment of the Millennium
Development Goals;

= Provide advice to the UNFF Secretariat on a strieaahland sharply focused reporting format for
assisting countries in preparing their voluntaryares on progress in the implementation of the
forest instrument and the achievement of the Gl@igkctives on Forests. It is hoped that the
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selected indicators and reporting format will leadhe development of a baseline and database
for facilitating more accurate reporting to futwessions of the Forum.

In introducing the subject, he informed the workshmarticipants that his power point presentation is
based on the background analytical paper entititiethigthening national reporting in support of the
implementation of the forest instrument” (5 Julyl2Dreferred to in Appendix 2.

On the issue of streamlining of national reportiMg, lllueca noted that this is an important isae
countries and that every effort should be mader&amline reporting on the forest instrument witheo
processes such as the FAO Forest Resource Assaq$iRdY), the forest biodiversity programme of the
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and thetdmational Tropical Timber Agreement (ITTA),
among others. However, he cautioned that the eafiess of governments on this issue tend to be much
more optimistic than what reality dictates. Thertygs across international processes are not aasixe

as governments think. He provided as an exampl&lE&RJproject in the late 1990s implemented by the
World Conservation Monitoring Centre (WCMC) on simdining reporting among the five global
biodiversity-related conventions (CBD, CITES, theoNtl Heritage Convention, the Convention on
Migratory Species (CMS) and the Ramsar Conventam) one regional convention (the Specially
Protected Areas and Wildlife (SPAW) Protocol of @&tagena Convention for the Wider Caribbean), in
which it was found that the overlap among these BlE&s only approximately 20%. Upon reflection,
this makes sense, since otherwise there wouldlmnlyeed for one over-arching MEA. The one shoe fits
all approach will not work.

Nevertheless, Mr. lllueca noted that streamliniagraich as reasonably possible is desirable andwill
addressed in greater detail during this fifth sessif the workshop.

He reiterated the purpose of the forest instrumemd its four Global Objectives on Forests.The
instrument is also expected to contribute to tHeeaement of the internationally agreed development
goals, including the Millennium Development God#(Gs), in particular with respect to the eradicatio
of poverty and environmental stability. It was rbtdhat a successful implementation of the forest
instrument would contribute to the achievement @fspecific targets under 5 of the 8 MDGs, including
also universal primary education, reduction of @hihortality rates and the global partnership for
development.

For purposes of reporting to the™and 11" sessions of the Forum, national reports shouldessdthe
status of implementation of the forest instrum@ndgress in the achievement of the GOFs, overall an
special themes for the sessions according to th@®W. For UNFF 11 in 2015, the overall theme will
be “progress, challenges and the way forward fer itiiernational arrangement on forests” with the
following special themes:

= Effectiveness of the international arrangementosadts and consideration of future options,

= Review progress towards implementing the foregtunsent and achieving the GOFs,
= Review the contribution of forests to the interoatil development goals.
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For purposes of clarity, the international arrangeton forests consists of:

= The United Nations Forum on Forests as the UNisggpal forest policy making body,

= The Multi-Stakeholder Dialogue,

= The forest instrument and its four shared Globge€itves on Forests

= The Collaborative Partnership on Forests (CPF) rasinger-organizational mechanism for
cooperation and coordination in support of the wafrfkhe Forum and the implementation of the
forest instrument,

= Inputs and support from regional and sub-regionatgsses, and

= Evolving financial arrangements.

He also provided a further breakdown of the cragsifng thematic and topical thematic clusters @& th
forest instrument with a view to identifying théitkages to the specific GOFs.

B. Proposed reporting architecture and main challenges of reporting

With this introduction, Mr. lllueca then proceedex describe the proposed reporting architecture for
national reports to UNFF 10 and 11. In the propasgarting architecture, four overlapping layers ar
visualized:

= The Global Objectives on Forests,

= The Millennium Development Goals,

= The thematic clusters of the forest instrument, and

= The overall and special themes of the sessiortseofForum.

The challenge in streamlining the reporting proéeds seek indicators, both quantitative and daiilie,

that can be used in reporting on policies and nreasthat impact across more than one layer. Inrothe
words, data and information can be used for asmpgsiogress across two or more of the above four
layers.

Based on this approach, a reporting questionnainptate with the four overlaying layers has been
designed in consultation with the members of thd- QRsk Force on Forest-Related Reporting, in
particular FAO, ITTO and the CBD Secretariat, whiglncluded as Appendix 4 to the paper presemted t
the workshop entitled “Strengthening national répgrin support of the implementation of the forest
instrument”.

C. Recommendations proposed by previouswor kshops

This questionnaire/template was carefully scruédiat the Workshops to Strengthen National Repprtin

in Support of the Implementation of the Non-Leg@inding Instrument on All Types of Forests heid i

Bangkok, Thailand from 10-12 October 2011 at tHece$ of the United Nations Economic and Social

Commission for Asia and the Pacific (ESCAP); Nairétenya from 13-15 December 2011 at the offices

of the United Nations Organization Nairobi (UNOM)xcra, Ghana from 6-8 February 2012 at the Alisa

Hotel; and Beirut, Lebanon from 11-13 April 2012 #ie UN House. Subsequently, the
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questionnaire/template was revised to reflect tlmvy of government forest experts from the ten
countries in the Asia and Pacific region that pgtited in the Bangkok workshop (Bhutan, Cambodia,
China, Fiji, India, Lao, Malaysia, Nepal, Pakistamd Papua New Guinea); the fourteen countries from
the East and Southern African region that atteridedNairobi workshop (Botswana, Burundi, Comoros,
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, GhaKanya, Madagascar, South Africa, Sudan,
Swaziland, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia and Zimbabte);thirteen countries that participated in the
Accra workshop (Bénin, Burkina Faso, Central Afnd@epublic, Céte d’'lvoire, Gabon, Ghana, Guinee,
Liberia, Mali, Nigeria, Senegal, Swaziland and Tpgand the nine countries that participated in the
Beirut workshop (Egypt, Irag, Lebanon, Moldova, Motia, Morocco, Saudi Arabia, Turkey and
Yemen). Given that the Beirut workshop took pltoe week before the Santiago workshop, it was not
possible to have an updated version available Her Santiago workshop. Consequently, the revised
guestionnaire/template to be reviewed by the Sgmtieorkshop is Appendix 4 of the report of the Accr
workshop. This does not pose any difficulties sitieechanges introduced by the Beirut workshop were
primarily for purposes of clarification.

D. Streamlining reporting by using indicators from existing C & | processes

Mr. lllueca then elaborated on the issue of possitlicators that could be used for reporting & 18"
and 11" sessions of the Forum. Regarding the use of itmidrom on-going criteria and indicators (C &
1) processes, the most useful could be providethéyollowing:

= FAO Forest Resource Assessment (FRA) (all countries

= UN Millennium Developments Goals indicators (allotries),

= |TTO Criteria and Indicator process (33 producingrtries + a few consumer countries),
= CBD indicators (in process of being developed) (C®8tracting Parties).

One difficulty that needs to be considered is fh@ng of the national reports emanating from these
processes, given that they are issued accordididfépent time cycles.

In this respect, Mr. lllueca informed the workshtmt reference to the CBD indicators in the
questionnaire/template was eliminated after thedWaiworkshop for two reasons. First, the timing on
their agreement will in all likelihood be too late be used for the country reports for 2013 and5201
Second, the CBD working group addressing this issuénclined to recommend pertinent existing
indicators used by FAO, which have already beeeartakto account in the questionnaire/template.

E. Proposed indicator s needed that are not covered by on-going C & | processes
Nevertheless, additional information beyond existaniteria and indicators (C & 1) processes will be
required since the on-going C & | processes onlyecsome portions of the forest instrument and its

Global Objectives on Forests and the overall aretisp themes of UNFF 10 and 11. In seeking this
additional information, the following points shold considered:
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= Quantifiable if possible
= Sharply focused
» Yes or no answers
» Multiple choice when yes answers provided
» Limited number of words to describe qualitativeoimhation
= Facilitate inputting of information through eleatio template format (especially where same
information requested more than once)
= Where possible, form interagency group to work oreppration of national report
(questionnaire/template)

Mr. lllueca suggested that some of the new infoilwnatequested, particularly those that are quaiid,
could be collected upon request by country statibbffices such as census bureaus, comptrolless, e
They need to be approached by national focal paintsder to determine their willingness to coopera
in the gathering of the new data and information.

He then introduced the revised questionnaire/tetaiar the consideration of the workshop. He also
underlined that the national reports are voluntasywell as the following key points:

= The information requested is less than length efhestionnaire/template.

= The questionnaire/template will facilitate greatfye processing of data and information across
the four layers and by thematic clusters.

= For assessment and operational purposes, knowimag ddta and information is unavailable or
where there is inaction is important for future sidlerations.

= Pre-filing of data and information for FRA (200:1d22010) and ITTO indicators (2006 and
2011) by the UNFF Secretariat may be possiblehbstto be decided upon internally.

= Timing considerations regarding FRA 2015 are beiungked out between FAO and the UNFF
Secretariat.

= Where possible, an interagency group to work on pheparation of the national report
(questionnaire/template) could be formed.

= Countries are encouraged to fill out the questioreitamplate as best they can. If information is
unavailable, indicate so and move on.

The proposed questionnaire/template contains a icaahtiotal of 93 points of information (indicatois)
requested for UNFF 10. Of these, 78 form the cepenting for both Forum sessions, with the remajnin
15 specific to the overall theme of UNFF 10 on $tseand economic development. Of the 78 core
indicators, 25 are indicators from the on-going F&#l ITTO criteria and indicators processes that ca
be pre-filled for countries. Three are MDG indigatoof which two can be pre-filled for countrieherl
remaining 50 new indicators consist of 10 MDG imdics that have been adjusted to focus on the
livelihoods of forest dependent people and 40 déhatadditional questions that are primarily of a-ge-

no, multiple choice nature, with some requestingmiitative information primarily related to Global
Objective 4 on forest financing. In other words,%6%4f the questionnaire/template is requesting
information outside existing C & | processes, witlest requiring simple yes-or-no and multiple choice
responses. If the quantitative information reqess not available, countries are asked to respohd
One question asks governments to rate the effeesgeof forest financing. For 14 strategic question
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the core reporting, governments are provided thp®dpnity to present 250-500 words of text elabiogat
on each response (mainly yes responses).

The Beirut workshop participants were requestefbt¢as their discussions on streamlining the nationa
reports and avoiding further lengthening of thedtio@naire/template, in order to finalize the teatel
for UNFF 10.

In the discussions at the preceding workshopsqthestionnaire/template was well received by country
participants. In the case of Ghana, the templagstipnnaire, which was made available to thenhet t
Nairobi workshop in December 2011, has served asbtsis for constructing their pilot project’s
programme for monitoring and evaluation of the iempéntation of the forest instrument in their countr
Nicaragua and the Philippines also stated in Atleed the questionnaire/template is being taken into
account in the development of their respective maoimg and evaluation programmes.

Mr. lllueca then guided the participants through tuestionnaire/template, which is divided intorfou
sections (one for each of the four layers of ttappsed reporting architecture), stressing repeatedk
data and information requested for more than orthefour layers will automatically be inputtedarsll
the applicable layers once it is inputted the firse.

F. Consideration of the questionnaire/template by the workshop

Constructive feedback was received from the worggharticipants for each individual point of datalan
information requested in each of the four sectio$ie questionnaire/template was revised, with the
revised version included in this report as Appertix

Some forest focal points, particularly from Paraguguriname and Uruguay, stated that many devejopin

countries lacked the necessary financial suppaties to prepare good country reports and it was fel
that the provision of financial assistance in thage of US$5,000 per country, as suggested by Mr.
lllueca, would be desirable for the preparatiofutdire national reports to UNFF.

Several participants felt that the final draft bé tquestionnaire/template has to be provided totces
with sufficient time, preferably at least three riimnbefore the submission deadline, for the nationa
reports to be properly considered and completed.

Much of the discussion on the questionnaire/teraplatused on the capacity of countries to gather th
data and information requested. Specifically, coestwere asked if they thought it feasible to jev
the information requested. Some indicated that thidynot have sufficient time, at the workshopgto
over the questionnaire/template. In order to alldbvem further opportunity to comment on the
questionnaire/template, Mr. lllueca urged themedndshim their comments by e-mail by 27 April since
he wanted to finalize the draft by early May.

The Brazilian participant was concerned about #porting burden on countries to the different fores
related processes. He felt that the reporting &rmcluded too many new indicators, several ofclvhi
required quantitative information and he doubtesl rilevance of these indicators and requestedtalata
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the political process. He stated that questionfomest financing and the MDGs that would be diffico
compile. It was his opinion that if the data reqadsvas too difficult to acquire and ended up béiaged

on poorly calculated estimates that the nationabms would suffer from poor credibility. He sugtesb
that, in order to make the reporting format shortieat some of the data and information requested b
made optional. In any case, Brazil would utilize final questionnaire/template to submit its naion
report to UNFF 10.

The experts from Brazil and Suriname generally fietit although the data and information requested
related to sustainable forest management wouldffieutt to collect, it was nevertheless relevant.

The representative from Nicaragua supported thetmummaire/template as a good format for the nation
reports. He did suggest that reporting on certéith® indicators be made optional and that his trgun
would subsequently provide suggestions on whickcatdrs could be optional.

The Cuban representative noted that there has Iligerprogress by existing forest-related criteaiad
indicators processes in developing new indicatorsnieasuring progress in the implementation of the
forest instrument and for measuring the role oé$ts in achieving the Millennium Development Goals.
She also referred to the positive work in this aredertaken by the ministerial conference for thaér.
American and Caribbean region.

The Mexican representative was supportive of thestionnaire/template. Much of the new data and
information requested was available in his courdfthough information on forest dependent peopté an
MDGs would be difficult to compile. In cases whaméormation was unavailable in final format, Mexico
would formulate the necessary methodology to attempompile the requested information.

The representative from Grenada stated that hisntgouwas prepared to fill out the
questionnaire/template. In comments submitted voilg the workshop, the representative from Chile
stated that her country was prepared to fill ot guestionnaire/template once it received it ddflgi
from the UNFF Secretariat.

In closing, Mr. lllueca stressed that reportingv@duntary. He underlined that the inability to pice
specific information should not be taken as a otifbe of weakness, but rather as an indication loéne
monitoring and evaluation needs to be strengthehi.also stressed that the national reports, as
structured along the lines of the questionnairgslate, could serve as a valuable assessment tool
mapping out areas of need that developing countoetd present to donors when seeking funding for
strengthening the implementation of the forestrumsent and sustainable forest management progcts,
point which is emphasized in the first paragrapthefquestionnaire/ template.

X. Workshop recommendations and follow-up
A. Implementation of the forest instrument

Participants agreed that the workshop had effdgtidemonstrated to them the importance of the fores
instrument and the benefits that it could genei@téheir countries. Furthermore, the workshop esers
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were helpful in clarifying for them the steps amti@ns that need to be taken to operationalizédhest
instrument.

Participants also recommended that countries reestténgthen their efforts to increase public anass
of the forest instrument and to engage public atvhie sector stakeholders in order to implemest th
instrument more effectively.

As a follow-up, Ms. Muller reiterated the invitatido country focal points interested in participgtin
pilot projects such as those implemented by Ghiabayia, Nicaragua and the Philippines to pleaselse
their requests to FAO.

B. National reportsto the 10" and 11" sessions of the UNFF

The participants generally expressed support femtitional reporting format (questionnaire/template

a good tool for assessing progress in the impleatient of the forest instrument and its Global
Objectives on Forests, along with concerns withardgto the data availability. A few specific
recommendations for improving the questionnairgfiate, mainly in the form of greater clarity of
concepts, were proposed by workshop participardsaae now reflected in a revised draft appended to
this report.

Given that the reporting format was carefully siciaed by the preceding workshops and subsequently
revised to reflect the suggestions of countriesshraf the focus on national reports in this workskas

on (1) improving the clarity of the questionnaiesfplate without lengthening it and (2) strengthgnin
through guidance the capacity of participating ¢das in completing their national reports.

The UNFF Secretariat was requested to look agahowatthe 10 ITTO indicators would be referenced.
Five of the 10 are identical to FRA indicators. THBIFF Secretariat would pre-fill this data and
information for ITTO member countries based on #8841 Satus of Tropical Forest Management.
Because of their special relevance to the foresttument, the data and information for the follogvin
ITTO indicators would be requested from all UNFFmmber states with the ITTO reference moved to
footnotes: 1.3, 1.4, 1.8, 7.12 and 7.13.

In order to shorten the questionnaire/template,UhEF Secretariat was also requested to shorten the
reporting format by making the responses to somehef indicators optional for countries. After
examining this, it is the recommendation of the BHSFconsultant that Part 2 of the reporting fornrat o
the overall theme for UNFF 10 on forests and ecdoomevelopment be made optional. A better
approach could be for the UNFF Secretariat to peeplze respective reports of the Secretary-General
under the general theme of forests and economieloj@ment for the consideration of UNFF 10. The
national reports are more important for focusingtlo® implementation of the forest instrument asd it
Global Objectives on Forests and on the role oédt in contributing to the achievement of the
Millennium Development Goals. The questionnairefiate has been revised accordingly.

Since the workshop participants were either UNF&/@nFAO forest focal points, some indicated that
they would be involved directly in the preparatiohtheir national reports and would be following up

with the UNFF Secretariat.
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The workshop participants strongly proposed thacammendation be presented to UNFF 10 requesting
financial support from donors for the preparatidmational reports to UNFF 11 and future sessidns o
the forum.

The questionnaire/template and its guidelinesdporting to UNFF 10 in 2013, which is appendechts t
report, should be finalized by early May and in calenic format by early June. The
questionnaire/template should be ready to sendoogbvernments by the beginning of July, allowing
countries five months to complete their nationgbns.
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APPENDIX 1

WORKSHOP TO STRENGTHEN NATIONAL REPORTING IN SUPPORT OF THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NON-LEGALLY BINDING INSTRUMENT ON ALL
TYPES OF FORESTS

18-20 April 2012, Santiago, Chile
Celso Furtado Conference Room, ECLAC

Programme of Work
Wednesday, 18 April
08:30 —09:00 Workshop registration
09:00 — 09:45 Opening remarks by UNFF, FAO and CONAF
09:45 - 10:15 Background, purpose and objectives of the workshop

Workshop methodology
Introduction /Presentation of participants

10:15-10:30 Coffee break

10:30 - 13:00 Session 1: Introduction:
» Overview of the UNFF/FAO projects
* Non Legally Binding Instrument on All Types of
Forests (Forest Instrument),
 Previous workshop report/outcomes

13:00 - 14:30 Lunch break

14:30 - 15:30 Session 2: Why should countries implement the Forest
Instrument?

15:30 — 15:45 Coffee break

15:45 - 16:45 Session 2 continued (working groups)
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Thursday, 19 April

09:00 — 09:15

09:15-10:30

10:30 - 10:45

10:45 - 12:45

12:45 - 14:15

14:15-15:30

15:30 — 15:45

15:45-16:45

Friday, 20 April

09:00 - 09:15

09:15-10:30
Instrument

10:30 — 10:45

10:45 - 12:45

12:45 - 14:15

14:15-15:45

15:45 - 16:00

16:00-16:30

16:30

Recapitulation of the first day

Session 3: Approaches to implementation of the Forest
Instrument

Coffee break
Session 3 continued (exercises)
Lunch break

Session 4: Monitoring and evaluation of the progress in the
Forest Instrument

Coffee break

Session 4 continued (exercises)

Recapitulation of the second day

Session 5: Reporting on the implementation of the Forest

Coffee break

Session 5 continued (working groups)
Lunch break

Session 5 continued

Coffee break

Final session: Conclusions and follow-up

Closing
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APPENDIX 2

Workshop Documents

UNFF Secretariat and FAO, Programme of Work.

United Nations General Assembly, Non-legally birgdinstrument on all types of forests: Note by the
Secretariat (A/C.2/62/L.5) (22 October 2007).

UNFF Secretariat, Strengthening national reporitingupport of the implementation of the forest
instrument (5 July 2011).

FAO, NLBI Capacity Building Module (November, 2011).

FAO, A Guide to Monitoring and Evaluation of the Non-legally Binding Instrument on all Types of
Forests (NLBI) (September 2011).

Latin American Consultants for Sustainable Develeptand Environmental Management (LAGA),

Workshop to Strengthen National Reporting in Suppbthe Implementation of the Non-Legally
Binding Instrument on All Types of Forests, 6-8 ketry 2012, Accra, Ghana (2 March 2012).
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APPENDIX 3

VY

List of participants

Regional Workshop to Strengthen National Reporting in Support of the Implementation
of the Non-legally Binding Instrument on All Types of Forests
Beirut, Lebanon, 11-13 April 2012

Argentina

Ms. Jessica Diaz

jnz@mrecic.gov.ar

Barbados

Mr. Kenny Ward

Senior Agricultural Assistant
Ministry of Agriculture
kennyriw@yahoo.com

Brazil
Mr. Joberto Freitas
Executive Manager
Brazilian Forest Service
info@florestal.gov.br
Chile

Eduardo Vial
Director Ejecutivo
Comision Nacional Forestal (CONAF)

Ms. Nancy Cespedes

Direccion de Medio Ambiente, Antartica y Maritimos
Ministerio de Asuntos Exteriores
ncespedes@minrel.gov.cl

Mr. Angelo Sartori
National Forestry Commission (CONAF)
angelo.sartori@conaf.cl
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Ms. lleana Saborit Izaguirre

Environmental Specialist

Division of the Environment

Ministry of Science, Technology and the Environment (CITMA)

saborit@citma.cu

Grenada

Mr. Aden Michael Forteau
Chief Forestry Officer
Botanical Gardens

Michael forteau@yahoo.co.uk

Mexico

Mr. Jorge David Fernandez Medina
Gerente de Planeacion y Evaluacion
Comision Nacional Forestal
jffernandez@conafor.gob.mx
0133-3777-7067

Nicaragua

Mr. Mario F. Garcia Rosa
Director de Fomento y Proteccion Forestal
INAFOR

mgarcia@inafor.ni

Mr. Leonardo Chavez

NLBI Coordinator for Nicaragua
FAO Nicaragua
Chavez.Leonardo@fao.org

Paraguay

Ms. Damiana Mann

Directora de Relaciones Internacionales
Instituto Forestal Nacional (INFONA)
Infona.py@gmail.com

St. Lucia

Mr. Adams Toussaint

Forestry Department

Ministry of Agriculture, Lands, Fisheries and Forests
toussaintadams@yahoo.com

Suriname

Mr. Rene Somopawiro
Director
Department of Research and Development
Stichting boor Bosbeheer en Bostoezicht
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sbbsur@sr.net

Morena Maria Sanchez

Research and Development Officer
Department of Research and Development
Stichting boor Bosbeheer en Bostoezicht

Uruguay

Mr. Juan Pablo Nebel Fuentes

Forestry Engineer

Ministry of Livestock, Agricluture and Fisheries (MGAP)
jnebel@mgap.gub.uy

Ricardo J. Echeverria Luraschi

Jefe de Departamento

Planeamiento

Direccion General Forestal

Ministry of Livestock, Agricluture and Fisheries (MGAP)
recheverria@magap.gub.uy

Mr. Leonardo Boragno

Direccion General Forestal

Ministry of Livestock, Agricluture and Fisheries (MGAP)
Iboragno@mgap.gub.uy

Venezuela

Mr. Americo Miguel Catalan Sepulveda

Director of Forest Investigation and Projects
Ministry of the Environment and Natural Resources
acatalan@minamb.gob.ve

Mr. Alan Bojanic
FAO Deputy Regional Representative
FAO Representative in Chile

Ms. Eva Muller, Director
Eva.Muller@fao.org

Hivy Ortiz
FAO Forestry Officer for Latin America and the Gdréan
FAO Regional Office for Latin America and the Céréan
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Mrs. Njeri Kariuki
Programme Officer

UNFF, DESA

1 UN Plaza, Room DC1-1258
Tel: 1 212 963 3080

Fax: 1917 367 3187

E-mail: kariuki@un.org

Mr. Tomasz Juszczak
Forest Affairs Officer
UNFF, DESA

Tel: 1 212 967 3076

Fax: 1917 367 3187

1 UN Plaza, Room DC1-1256

E-mail: juszczak@un.org

Mr. Mikko Kurppa

Associate Expert

UNFF, DESA

1 UN Plaza, Room DC1-1255B
Tel: 1 212 963-2869

Fax: 1917 367 3187

E-mail: kurppa@un.org

Mr.Peter Gondo

UNFF Consultant

UNFF/DESA

IUN PlazaTel: 263-4-714728220
Fax: 263-4-790470

E-mail: peter@safire.co.zw /

gondopeter@yahoo.co.uk

Mr. Jorge lllueca
UNFF Consultant
Tel: (507) 6430-7079
Fax:

E-mail: illueca@un.org
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Appendix 4

Questionnaire/Template for National
Reportsto UNFF 10

Introductory Note and Guidancefor the
Preparation of National Reports

The information that countries submit in their pagl reports to the United Nations Forum on For
(UNFF) at its tenth and eleventh sessions will b&cal in setting the path forward for the intetioaal
arrangement on forests, including the non-legallyding instrument on all types of forests, hereiea]
referred to as the forest instrument. These ndti@perts are also critically important to repogtioountries
for the following reasons:

« Addressing the issue of financial resources forlémenting the forest instrument and attaining
global objectives on forests;

e Assisting countries in assessing the effectivengflsghe international arrangement on fores
including the forest instrument;

» Identifying more clearly the needs of countriesttipalarly developing countries, including lo
forest cover countries and small island developitades, and countries with economies in transit]
for implementing more effectively the forest instrent and achieving its four global objectives
forests. Bilateral and multi-lateral donors couddke these needs into account when implemer)
their international sustainable forest managenf®FM) technical cooperation strategies.

¢ The information and data requested from countriéiscallectively and nationally serve as a basel
for measuring progress towards the implementatfaheforest instrument and its global objecti
on forests.

The UNFF at its ninth session in 2011 requeste®ésretariat to prepare a streamlined reportinmaor in
consultation with other members of the Collaboeti®artnership on Forests (CPF), to ensure sif
voluntary national reporting for UNFF 10 focused thre implementation of the forest instrument, an
balanced reporting of all four Global Objectivesforests.

The preliminary design of a questionnaire/tempfatenat for national reports was prepared by the BN
Secretariat in consultation with the members of @RF Task Force on Forest-Related Reporting,
feedback provided by FAO, ITTO and the CBD SectrataBubsequently, country experts consisting rya
of the national focal points of the UNFF and thed-Borest Resource Assessment (FRA) were invitdiyeo
regional capacity-building workshops to discuss tpgestionnaire/template format and contents.
workshops were organized jointly by the UNFF Sexiat and FAO in Bangkok, Thailand (10-12 Octo
2011), Nairobi, Kenya (13-15 December 2011), AcGhana (6-8 February 2012), Beirut, Lebanon (11
April 2012) and Santiago, Chile (18-20 April 2012)total of 143 national and international expértsn 78
countries and 5 international organizations paoéitad in the five workshops.

In May 2012, the revised questionnaire/templatéecéhg recommendations from the five workshops
distributed for final comments to the CPF Task Eooo Forest-Related Reporting. These consultatiotis
the CPF Task Force reflect the UNFF Secretariatmroitment to increased interagency collaboratio
order to streamline national forest-related repgrind avoid the duplication of data and infornmatio
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The new reporting format is made up of overlapdagers that countries have been requested to report

voluntarily for UNFF 10 and 11. The format has beesigned to allow the use of an indicator for nmben
one of the four layers that will be reported oneTayers are:

I. The contribution of forests to the achievement allevinium Development Goals (MDGs

in your country
II. The global objectives on forests
1. The forest instrument
V. The overall theme of the Forum session

For the overall theme for UNFF 10 on forest andnemuics, the reporting by countries will be optigna

bearing in mind that the national reports are viaion

The new streamlined approach takes into accounttijaive and qualitative information utilized iaporting
to other related intergovernmental processes, dintualready existing forest-related reportingesida and
indicators processes, such as the FR@est Resource Assessment (FRA) and the International Tropic
Timber Organization (ITTOSatus of Tropical Forest Management assessments where they are dire
related to the forest instrument and its globakotiyes on forests.

In all, approximately one-third (32) of the indicet in the questionnaire/template are taken fragroti-going
FRA and ITTO criteria and indicators processes.s€h&rrespond primarily to Global Objectives onests
1 to 3 and the national policies and measures efftinest instrument related to capacity-buildingl
education. In the questionnaire/template, the ITiidcators, with the exception of those that aentital to
FRA indicators, are identified only in footnotes these indicators were considered of greataals to
the forest instrument and for this reason are baskgd of non ITTO member states. Excluding theoal
reporting on the overall theme of forests and eotos for UNFF 10, nearly one third (24) of the atiors
used for the core reporting on the forest instrumies global objectives on forests and the comtidn of
forests to the achievement of the MDGs are fromRRA and ITTO criteria and indicators processesc&
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countries have already officially provided data fiwe FRA and ITTO indicators for 2005/2006 and

2010/2011, the UNFF Secretariat will pre-fill thislata and information for each country’'s

template/questionnaire for UNFF 10. In the casdTdfO indicators, it will be pre-filled only for ITO
member states.

However, in terms of available indicators from éxig criteria and indicators processes, major vataiexist
for (a) Global Objective on Forests 4, (b) sevefahe relevant MDG targets that have been slightbdified
to relate to poverty eradication and livelihooduiss for forest dependent people and (c) the lar@erity of
the national policies and measures of the forestument. This is largely due to the forest se¢tapproach
of most on-going criteria and indicators procesadsch contrasts with the UNFF's landscape, poli
oriented, cross-sectoral approach to achieving@madtle forest management.

Consequently, it was necessary to select new itatigathat will provide a better measure of progr
achieved across the full scope of the instrumedtitmglobal objectives on forests. Half are qadte in
nature, largely based gms or no and multiple choice responses, and half are gading in nature, mainly
dealing with forest financing and MDG targets rethto poverty eradication and quality of life issder
forest dependent people. The policy implicationsfuifire reporting of the contributions of forests the
achievement of the relevant MDG targets merit greattention in national reports and by the upcap
sessions of the Forum.

The questionnaire/template reporting format wilhcibute to the development of a reliable and cxtesit
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baseline for future assessments. It provides aseiref indicators that will serve as the basisftiture UNFF
national reports on progress in the implementatifathe forest instrument and towards the achieveérokthe
global objectives on forests as well as on therdaution of forests to the achievement of the MDGs.

It is recognized that for UNFF 10 it may not be gibke for all countries to provide some of the npew
quantitative information requested. Neverthelesgnynworkshop participants felt that by flagging and
requesting it now, countries could begin to ditkelr attention to the gathering of this informatiwhich will
contribute greatly to the preparation of natiorgdarts for 2015 and afterwards.

It is not the intention of the UNFF Secretariadtgplicate the work of others. However, there i®acto look
at forests holistically and identify critical gajpsnational reporting, which was taken into accaarthe
preparation of the format and contents for natioapbrts for UNFF 10. Existing criteria and indmast
processes are better equipped than the UNFF Seatétecollect the new indicators (data and infation)
contained in the questionnaire/template reportorgift. It is hoped that consideration will be giterthe
incorporation of these indicators by existing eigeand indicators processes.

Guidance for the preparation of national reports

Given the cross-sectoral scope of the forest ingni, it is recommended that UNFF national focahiso
prepare their responses in consultation with remiadives of relevant organizations, including
ministries/agencies of environment, economic dgwelent, finance, agriculture, health and statisti€s.
possible, this could be achieved through interitutsdnal coordination mechanisms on forests alyepd
existing in the countries. Hopefully these shouidlude the national focal points for FRA and thePNF
Facility and, where applicable, the national fguaints for the MDGs, ITTO C & | process, CBD, UNFC(
and UNCCD.

The advantage of a template format is that infoilmnabnly has to be input once and will be autongsdiyc
duplicated in other relevant sections of the qoestire. The areas where information will be autocadly
generated are highlighted in grey. It is anticigateat the average national report will vary ingémfrom 15
to 20 pages but the actual information requestdideiless in terms of actual text inputted.

If information at the national level does not exist for specific indicators, please enter NA (not available).
Remember that it is important for us to know whiyere exist gaps in data and information.

The template questionnaire contains 18 strategistipns requesting ges or no answer in which the
opportunity is provided to elaborate on each respaa a maximum of either 250 or 500 words, dependin
the question. Although the maximum amount of wardsnot be exceeded, responses can be shorter and to
the point.

The definition of terms that appears in the glogshat follows is simply for the purpose of clac#ition of
terms and to assist in filling out the questioneair

Glossary:

Ecosystem services: Are the numerous and diverse services providefiobgsts and woodlands, including
serving as a repository for biodiversity, protegtinagile ecosystems (mountain forests, drylands small
islands), protecting soil and water, sequesterampan, and providing social (recreation, ecotouyissports
fishing/hunting) and cultural (spiritual, cultur&istorical) services.

Forest: Land spanning more than 0.5 hectares with tredsehithan 5 meters and a canopy cover of more
than 10 percent, or trees able to reach thesehibicssin situ. It does not include land that is predominantly
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under agricultural or urban land useRA 2010).
Forest dependent people: People who are directly reliant on forests feelihood purposes. These a

generally (1) people who live inside of forestsd avho are heavily dependent on forests for theglilhood
primarily on a subsistence basis and are oftergerdus people; (2) people who live near forestsallys
involved in agriculture outside the forest, whoulegly use forest products (timber, fuelwood, bfisbds,
medicinal plants, etc.) partly for their own susnce purposes and partly for income generatiod;(8)
people engaged in commercial activities such gsping, collecting minerals or forest industries tswas
logging, depending on income from forest-dependmur rather than from direct subsistence usewfst
products. (FAO, Forestry Policy and Planning DimisiPeople and Forests in Asia and the Pacific: Stuation
and Prospects, 1997).

Forestsfor conservation: Forest area designated primarily for conservatidniaogical diversity.

Includes but is not limited to areas designatedbiodiversity conservation within protected areg&RA

2010).

Forestsfor protection: Forest area designated primarily for protectios@f and water(FRA 2010).

Forests for social services: Refers to forests designated primarily for sbekrvices such as recreatig
tourism, education, research and for the consenvati cultural or spiritual sitesFRA 2010).

Indigenous communities: Considering the diversity of indigenous peoplas, official definition of
“‘indigenous” has not been adopted by any UN-sydiedy. According to the UN the most fruitful appcbg
is to identify, rather than define indigenous pesplThis is based on the fundamental criterion edf-

identification as underlined in a number of humats documents. The term “indigenous” has predads
a generic term for many years. In some countrtesret may be preference for other terms includiiizpsy;
first peoples/nations, aboriginals and ethnic gsp@mong otherDccupational and geographical terms |
hunter-gatherers, nomads, peasants, hill peopte, aso exist and for all practical purposes canubed
interchangeably with “indigenous peoples”. (Unitsdtions Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues,
Sheet).

International Arrangement on Forests: Is a United Nations arrangement for promotingtainable fores

management consisting of (1) The United Nationsuffoion Forests as the UN's principal forest pol
making body, (2) the Forest Instrument and its febbared Global Objectives on Forests, (3) the M
Stakeholder Dialogue as an advisory mechanism a@oFtirum on its work and the implementation of
Forest Instrument, (4) the Collaborative Partngrgin Forests (CPF) as an inter-organizational nésha|
for cooperation and coordination in support of Wk of the Forum and the implementation of theeSb
Instrument, (5) inputs and support from regionatl @ub-regional processes, and (6) evolving findn
arrangements to support the work of the Forum hadrhplementation of the Forest Instrument.
Minimum level of dietary energy consumption: The FAO measure of food deprivation, referredthes
prevalence of undernourishment, is based on a cesopaof usual food consumption expressed in tesfn
dietary energy (kcal) with minimum energy requiremeorms. The part of the population with fo
consumption below the minimum energy requiremenissidered underfed, or undernourished. Repo
on this is directly related to countries reportorgMDG indicator 1.9.

Non-wood forest products: Goods derived from forests that are tangiblk @mysical objects of
biological origin other than woodFRA 2010).

Other wooded land: Land not classified as “Forest”, spanning miant0.5 hectares; with trees

higher than 5 meters and a canopy cover of 5-1€epéror trees able to reach these thresholdgun i
with a combined cover of shrubs, bushes and tréesea1l0 percent. It does not include land thal
predominantly under agricultural or urban land E&A 2010).

Sustainable forest management: Sustainable forest management, as a dynamic ardirgy@oncept, aimg
to maintain and enhance the economic, social amtloemental values of all types of forests, for trenefit
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of present and future generations, taking into aotas a reference framework the seven thematiegits
of sustainable forest managenenwhich are drawn from the criteria identified byisting criteria and
indicators processes. (Based on the non-legalljibgninstrument on all types of forests).
Traditional forest related knowledge: a cumulative body of knowledge, practice anddbehanded dowr
through generations by cultural transmission andivévg by adaptive processes, about the relatigns
between living beings (including humans) with omether and with their forest environment. (UNFHR
Report of the Secretary-General on Traditional Sbrelated knowledge, E/CN.18/2004/7 (2004), adhp
from Berkeset al, Ecological Applications 10(5): 1251-1262; and IUFRO Task Force on Trad#loForest
Knowledge www.iufro.org/science/task-forces/traditional-far&sowledge.

Trees outside of forests: include: (a) groups of trees covering an areless than 0.5 ha, including lines an
shelterbelts along infrastructure features andcaljural fields; (b) scattered trees in agricultuamdscapes
(c) tree plantations mainly for other purposes thaod, such as fruit orchards and palm plantatians; (d)
trees in parks and gardens and around buildingssToutside of forest are not assigned an aréeeioverall

—

hi

e
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land use classification, but occur inside other dembland and other land in FRA. (FAO, FRA Working

Paper No. 33, 2010).

Abbreviationsin the questionnaire/template:

AQ: Additional question that is not part of theABnd ITTO criteria and indicators processes
B.Sc.: Bachelor of Science degree

C & I: Criteria and indicators processes

FAO: Food and Agriculture Organization of the éditNations
FLEGT: Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and&rad
FRA: FAOQ's global Forest Resource Assessment

GOF: Global Objective on Forests

ITTO: International Tropical Timber Organization

LLDCs: Land-locked developing countries

MDGs: Millennium Development Goals of the Unitedthdns
M.Sc.: Masters of Science degree

NA: Not available

NFP: National forest programme

ODA: Official development assistance

SIDs: Small Island Developing States

SFM: Sustainable forest management

UN: United Nations

UNFF: United Nations Forum on Forests

UNFFS: United Nations Forum on Forests Secretariat

Part 1. CoreReporting for UNFF 10 and 11

Country:

Check category(ies) country falls under:
Developing To be pre-
Least developed filled by the
Low forest cover UNFF
SIDs Secretariat

! The seven thematic elements are (1) extent offoessurces, (2) forest biological diversity, (8)dst health and vitality,
(4) productive functions of forest resources, (@tective functions of forest resources, (6) s@tonomic functions of
forests and (7) legal, policy and institutionahfirework.

30



Emerging economy

LLDCs

Developed

Date of submission of national report:

Contacts

Head of forest agency

Name:

Title:

Address:

Phone:

Fax:

e-mail:

UNFF national focal point (please fill out if not same as above)

Name:

Title:

Address:

Phone:

Fax:

e-mail:

Per son to contact concer ning the national report, if other than the UNFF national
focal point

Name:

Title:

Address:

Phone:

Fax:

e-mail:

USdollar values: All values for the data in response to the add#@i@uestions beyond the FRA and ITTO
indicators contained in the questionnaire/tempdatauld be provided in US dollars. Please indibaie the
exchange rate between the country’s national cayrand the US dollar used for calculating values:

Exchange rate: | 2005: 2010:

I. Theglobal
obj ectives on
forests

Guidance: As indicated below in Section Il, thguated MDG indicators will also
contribute to measuring progress in the implementaif the global objectives on
forests. MDG indicators 7.1, 7.6 and 7.7 are diyeelated to measuring progress in
the achievement of global objective 1; indicatads 1.6, 1.8, 1.9, 2.3, 4.1 and 4.2, to
global objective 2; 7.6, to global objective 3; @hd, to global objective 4.

The additional indicators listed below are takemfithe SFM C & | processes,
specifically the FAO global FRA and the ITTO C & To assist governments, the
UNFF Secretariat will pre-fill the official inforntion provided by your country for the
2005/2006, 2010/2011 and 2015 FRAs (for UNFF 1¥)onfFor global objective 4,
ITTO indicators were found to be the most relevant.

Funding for sustainable forest management willtibecenter of the deliberations of
UNFF 10. The indicators and additional questiomdar Global Objective 4, which tak

a cross-sectoral approach, will contribute sigaifiity to discussions on this issue.
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Global objective 1: Reversetheloss of cover worldwidethrough sustainable forest management,
including protection, restoration, afforestation and refor estation, and increase effortsto prevent forest
degradation;

2005 2010

1.FRA T.1.1: What is the extent of the country’s forests (16a)?

2.FRA T.1.2: What is the extent of the country’s other woodsttk
(1000 ha)?

3.FRA T.2.1: What is the extent of the country’s forests urpldgslic
ownership (1000 haj?

4.FRA T.2.2: What is the extent of the country’s forests urtérate
ownership (1000 ha)?

And what is the extent of privately owned forestsading to the
following categories (1000 ha)?

Individual

Business entities and institutions

Local, indigenous and tribal communities

Global objective 2: Enhance forest-based economic, social and environmental benefits, including by
improving thelivelihoods of forest dependent people;

5.FRA T.3.1: What is the extent of forest designated and mahage
for production (1000 ha)?

6. FRA T.3.2: What is the extent of forest designated and mahage
for protection (1000 ha)?

7.FRA T.3.3: What is the extent of forest designated and mahage
for conservation (1000 ha)?

8.FRA T.3.4: What is the extent of forest designated and mahage
for social services (1000 ha)?

Global objective 3: Increase significantly the area of protected forests worldwide and other areas of
sustainably managed for ests, aswell asthe proportion of forest products from sustainably managed
forests;

2005 2010

9.FRA T.3.10: What is the extent of forest designated and maha
for sustainable forest management (1000 ha)?

10.FRA T.3.11and ITTO 1.11: What is the extent of forest with
management plans (1000 ha)?

Additional questions |

UNFFS AQ 1. Does your country maintain informat@amSFM
certification programmes for forest products?

If yes, can you provide information on the valueeitified forest 2005 (US$) 2010 (US$)
products? If not, please respond with NA.

Global objective 4: Reversethe declinein official development assistance for sustainable forest
management and mobilize significantly increased, new and additional financial resourcesfrom all
sourcesfor theimplementation of sustainable forest management.

| 2005 | 2010

11. What is the amount of funding in forest managetmadministration, research and human resource

2 The 2005 data on ownership of forests was firstigled by FRA 2010, which does not provide data2fat0
for FRAT.2.1 and FRA T.2.2.
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development (US$ 1,000) from the following sourées?

Government sources

International development partners

Private sources

Yes

No

12. Are economic instruments and other incentbaiag implemented

to encourage sustainable forest managerfient?

If yes, in 500 words or less, give the name of eszdmomic instrument/incentive , a short descripéiad
explanation of how it is used, and the main institus responsible for its implementation. If yoiskwto
provide additional information, please provide thign appendix to this report, but please proadeimmary|

in this space.
Additional questions Yes No
UNFFS AQ 2. Has the country been able to mobiligaiicantly
increased, new and additional financial resouroa@® fall sources for
the implementation of sustainable forest managesiane 20057
If yes, please check the applicable
source(s).
Increased public funding
Increased funding from bilateral donors
Increased funding from multilateral donors
REDD+ (Reducing Emissions from
Deforestation and Forest Degradation)
Other economic instruments for SFM
Increased private sector funding
2005 (US$) 2010 (US$)

UNFFS AQ 3. If your country has a consolidated kridgr forests
rather than a budget spread across different seataf their respective
ministries, how much funding was provided?

For countries without consolidated budgets for §tseplease respond
to AQ 4-16. If the information is not availabldepse respond NA.

UNFFS AQ 4. How much funding related to forest$ieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by olveradiversity
funding (multisectoral)?

UNFFS AQ 5. How much funding related to forestheotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by olelialate change
funding (multisectoral)?

UNFFS AQ 6. How much funding related to forest$ieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by olMierad management
and land rehabilitation funding (multisectoral)?

UNFFS AQ 7. How much funding related to forest$ieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by tleeggrsector?

UNFFS AQ 8. How much funding related to forest$ieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by #mesportation sector?

UNFFS AQ 9. How much funding related to forestheotwooded land

and trees outside of forests was provided by thiewdtural sector?

3 This question is identical to ITTO indicator 1.3.
4 This question is identical to ITTO indicator 1.4.
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UNFFS AQ 10. How much funding related to foresthgo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providechbyntater resources
sector?

UNFFS AQ 11. How much funding related to forestbeo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providechbynining sector?

UNFFS AQ 12. How much funding related to forestago wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providecbydurism sector?

UNFFS AQ 13. How much funding related to forestbeo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providedhbyetlucation sector?

UNFFS AQ 14. How much funding related to foresthgo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was provided bicipal funding?

UNFFS AQ 15: If applicable, how much funding rethte forests,
other wooded land and trees outside of forestspragded by other
sectors? Please list:

1.

2.

3.

Yes

No

UNFFS AQ 16. Has the overall budget for SFM-relateigénce and research increased since 20077

If yes, which of the following sources apply?

If yes, which of the following sources apply?

Increased public sector financing

Increased funding from private industry

Increased funding from other private sector
donors, e.g., foundations, NGOs

Bilateral cooperation

Multilateral cooperation

Other (describe in 50 words or less)

Please check the areas that have been
targeted for SFM-related scientific research
and other relevant research

Forests and climate change

Forest biodiversity

Land management and rehabilitation

Forestry

Valuation of ecosystem services provided by
forests

Forest biology

Social and cultural values of forests

Other (please describe in 50 words or less)

2005 (US$)

2010 (US$)

UNFFS AQ 17. If available, how much funding in UB&s designated
for SFM-related scientific research and other rafgvesearch? If

figures not available, please respond NA.

Optional: You may use this space if you wish tolifipany of the information provided for in thiscén
(Part 1, Section 1) in 500 words or less. For eplemis the quantifiable information an estimateor
accurate reflection based on accounting? Or yopwish to explain that the information is currently

unavailable but is in the process of being coliécte
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I1. Achievement
of Millennium
Development
Goals(MDGs) in
your country

Guidance: In its purpose, the forest instrumetd isnhance the contribution of forests
to the achievement of the internationally agreecetiment goals, including the
Millennium Development Goals, in particular witlspect to poverty eradication and
environmental stability. The MDG indicators thaliéw have been adjusted to focus g
the contribution of forests to their achievemerd,aronsequently, are closely tied to th
global objectives on forests. MDG indicators 7.5, and 7.7 are directly related to
measuring progress in the achievement of globaabivie 1; indicators 1.1, 1.6, 1.8, 1.9,
2.3,4.1 and 4.2, to global objective 2; 7.6, tabgll objective 3; and 8.1, to global
objective 4.

(U=

Statistical information for 2012 will be provideéiavailable, only for UNFF 10, and for
2015, only for UNFF 11.

It is possible that information on the MDG indicatdor 2015 related to social and
economic benefits and finance will not be availdahl2015, in which case the
respondents should indicate if the information édrputted into the final column is for
2014 or 2013.

Yes No

Bearing in mind the definition of forest-dependpabple contained in
the glossary, does your country have a formal @afmof forest-
dependent people or forest-dependent communities?

If yes, in 200 words or less please provide thénit&fn in this space.

Does your country maintain census or other staéikfigures for forest dependent people?

If yes, please provide information below for indma under Target
1.A,1.B,1.C, 2.A and 4.A. If information is navtailable, please
respond with NA.If the answer isno, please skip down to point 23
under Target 7.A and continuefilling out the
questionnaire/template.

2005 2010

Target 1.A: Halve between 1990 and 2015 the proportion of [geepose income is less than $1.00 a day|.

13. (1.1.) What is the proportion (%) of the popigia of forest
dependent people below US$ 1 per day?

14. (1.1.a.) What is the proportion (%) of the pagian of forest
dependent people below your country’s establistoeeny line?

Target 1.B: Achieve full and productive employment and deaeoitk for all, including women and young

people.

15. (1.6.) What is the proportion (%) of employebple in the forest
sector living below $US 1 per day?

16. (1.6.a.) What is the proportion (%) of emplopedple in the forest]
sector below your country’s established povertg?in

Target 1.C: Halve between 1990 and 2015 the proportion of jgeepo suffer from hunger.

17. (1.8.) What is the prevalence (%) of underweggtidren under
five years of age among the population of foregteteent people?

18. (1.9.) What is the proportion (%) of the popigia of forest
dependent people below the minimum level of dietargrgy

consumption?

Target 2.A: Ensure that by 2015 children everywhere, boysgarsl alike, will be able to complete a full
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course of primary schooling.

19. (2.3.) What is the literacy rate of the popolabf forest dependen
people (number out of 1000)?

Overall

15-24 year-olds

Men

Women

Target 4.A: Reduce by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015 therurfive mortality rate.

20. (4.2.) What is the infant mortality rate foethopulation of forest
dependent people (number out of 1000)?

21. (4.1.) What is the under-five mortality rate fioe population of
forest dependent people (number out of 1000)?

Target 7.A: Integrate the principles of sustainable develogrtéo country policies and
reverse the loss of environmental resources.

programmes and

22.(7.1.) What is the proportion (%) of land aceaered by forest?

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.1.1.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.1.2.

Target 7.B: Reducing biodiversity loss, achieving by 2010ignigicant reduction in the

rate of loss.

23. (7.6.) What proportion (%) of total land areighviorests is
protected?

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.3.2.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.3.3.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.3.4.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&®A T.3.10.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.3.11 and
ITTO 1.11.

24.(7.7) What is the number of forest speciesatiemed with
extinction?

Plants

Animals

Target 8.A: Develop further an open-ended, rule-based, pradliet non-discriminatory trading and financi

system.

25. (8.1.) What has been the net ODA receiveddiestry (US$)?

If available, what has been the net ODA receivedfeM (US$)? If
not available, please respond NA.

Repeat here information inputted above for indicdtbunder GOF 4

Repeat here information inputted above under UNRES2.

Additional questions | Yes

No

Relevant to Targets 1.A-1.C
UNFFS AQ 18. Are your national forest program aglévant policies
and strategies contributing to poverty eradication?

If yes, please check the applicable reason(s)

National forest programs have been revised to
include specific measures and resources for
eradicating poverty.

National forest programs have been updated tq
take into account and support the implementation
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ts

of the forest instrument and the achievement o
four global objectives on forests.

National development policies, plans and
strategies incorporate sustainable forest
management.

National poverty eradication plans and strategiges,
which in some countries form part of their
national development policies/plans/strategies,
have been revised to incorporate sustainable
forest management.

Other(s) (describe in 50 words or less):
)
)
3

In 500 words or less, please describe the principleelopments in your country in applying sustaiedbrest
management to poverty eradication from 2000 to 20itl2 special emphasis on the role of your national
forest programme (NFP). If you wish to provide ifiddal information, please provide this in an apgi& to

this report, but please provide a summary in thacs.

2005

2010

Relevant to Target 2.A
UNFFS AQ 19. What is the proportion (%) of forespdndent people
who have access to primary school?

or have completed primary school education?

Optional: You may use this space if you wish tolfpany of the information provided for in thiscten

(Part 1, Section II) in 500 words or less.

I11. Thematic Guidance: Excluding monitoring, assessment andrtieyy, the forest instrument has
Clustersof the five cross-cutting and seven topical thematic elsst

Forest

Instrument 1A: Strengthening political commitment for sustaindblest management

1D: Stakeholder participation
1E: Enhanced international cooperation

2B: International Trade in forest products
2C: Protection of forests

2D: Science and research

2E: Public awareness and education

2F: Private sector and industry

2G: Indigenous and local communities

the thematic clusters of the forest instrument.

2A: Forest law enforcement and governance

1B: Financing sustainable forest management
1C: Capacity building and technology transfer

Several of the indicators and information from &iddal questions used for
reporting on the global objectives on forests d@edMDGs will also be used fo

r

1A: Strengthening political commitment for sustainable forest management

Repeat information provided for MDG targets und&RFS AQ 17. |

Yes

No
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National forest programs have been revised to
include specific measures and resources for
eradicating poverty.

National forest programs have been updated t
take into account and support the implementat
of the forest instrument and the achievement o
its four global objectives on forests.

f

National development policies, plans and
strategies incorporate sustainable forest
management.

National poverty eradication plans and strategi
which in some countries form part of their
national development policies/plans/strategies
have been revised to incorporate sustainable
forest management.

es,

Other (explain in 50 words or less)

Repeat here information inputted above for gloléctive 4 under

indicator 11.
Government sources
International
development partners
Private sources
Additional questions Not applicable Yes No

UNFFS AQ 20. For countries whose official
language is not one of the 6 official UN
languages, has the forest instrument been
translated into your country’s official
language? If your country’s official language
is one of the UN official languages please
check “not applicable”

UNFFS AQ 21. For all countries, has the
forest instrument been translated into the
principal native language(s)

If yes, please list the principal language(s) into
which the forest instrument has been translgted

UNFFS AQ 22. Have inter-institutional and/or mudtakeholder
mechanisms for improved cross-sectoral coordindéading to SFM

been established?

If yes, at what levels do they exist?

National

State/provincial

Local

If yes, in 250 words or less, please describe thesss-sectoral mechanisms, the year establistbtiam
they function. If you wish to provide additionaformation, please provide this in an appendihts teport,
but please provide a summary in this space.
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1B: Financing sustainable forest management

Repeat here information inputted above for indicM®G 8.1. 2005 2010
Repeat here information inputted above for GlobajeCtive 4 under Yes No
UNFFS AQ2.

Increased public funding

Increased funding from bilateral donors

Increased funding from multilateral donors

REDD+ (Reducing Emissions from Deforestatio

and Forest Degradation)

Other economic instruments for SFM

Increased private sector funding
Repeat here information inputted above for 2005 2010
global objective 4 under indicator 11.

Government sources

International development partners

Private sources

Yes No

Repeat here information inputted above for
global objective 4 under indicator 12.
Repeat below the information inputted for 2005 2010

these additional questions under Global
Objective 4.

UNFFS AQ 3. If your country has a consolidateddrtdor forests
rather than a budget spread across different seatwt their respective
ministries, how much funding was provided?

For countries without consolidated budgets for $tseplease respond
to AQ 4-16. If the information is not availabldepse respond NA.

UNFFS AQ 4. How much funding related to forestieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by olvieiadiversity
funding (multi-sectoral)?

UNFFS AQ 5. How much funding related to forestieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by olvelialate change
funding (multi-sectoral)?

UNFFS AQ 6. How much funding related to forestieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by olMierad management
and land rehabilitation funding (multi-sectoral)?

UNFFS AQ 7. How much funding related to forestieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by tleeggnsector?

UNFFS AQ 8. How much funding related to forestieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by #esprortation sector?

UNFFS AQ 9. How much funding related to forestieotwooded land
and trees outside of forests was provided by thiewagural sector?

UNFFS AQ 10. How much funding related to foresthgo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providechbynmater resources
sector?

UNFFS AQ 11. How much funding related to foresthgo wooded

land and trees outside of forests was providechbynining sector?
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UNFFS AQ 12. How much funding related to forestheo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providechbytdurism sector?

UNFFS AQ 13. How much funding related to forestigo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was providedhbyetlucation sector?

UNFFS AQ 14. How much funding related to foresthgo wooded
land and trees outside of forests was provided byicipal funding?

UNFFS AQ 15: If applicable, how much funding retate forests,
other wooded land and trees outside of forestspragded by other
sectors? Please list:

il}

2.

3.

Additional questions | Yes No

UNFFS AQ 23. Have financing strategies been deeldpat outline
the short-, medium- and long term financial plagrfior achieving
SFM, taking into account domestic, private sectat foreign funding
sources?

If yes, in 500 words or less, please describe thagegies, the year they were established anchéfire
institutions responsible for their implementatidhyou wish to provide additional information, plee
provide this in an appendix to this report, butagke provide a summary in this space.

1C: Capacity building and technology transfer

| 2000 2005 2008

26.FRA T.13: What is the total number of personsg
employed in forestry (1,000 persons-yeats)?

27.FRA T.15b and ITTO 1.5: What is the total
number of staff working in public forest institutis?

| Yes No

28. Does there exist and is there the ability folamppropriate
technology to practice sustainable forest manageemahthe efficient
utilization and marketing of forest products?

If no, in 250 words or less, please describe unstihal priority needs and technology and know-tareas of
particular concern. If you wish to provide addit# information, please provide this in an appendithis
report, but please provide a summary in this space.

| Comment [UN1]: Grenada: The

question has 3 components, so what if
only 1 or 2 apply, should | answer yes or
no?”

Additional questions Yes No

UNFFS AQ 24. Is your country the recipient of SFddtinology
transfer from donor countries and internationaboigations?

If yes, in 250 words or less, please describe #teara, source and recipient of this assistancgoufwish to
provide additional information, please provide tinisn appendix to this report, but please progidemmary|
in this space.

5 Data provided in FRA 2010 is for 2000 and 2005.
® Data provided in FRA 2010 is for 2000, 2005 an@&0
" This question is identical to ITTO indicator 1.8.
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UNFFS AQ 25. Are there any incentives for promoting introduction
and/or application of new and/or improved techn@sdor SFM?

If yes, please check the applicable reason(s). |

Low interest loans

Tax breaks

Subsidies

Participation in SFM best practice certification
programmes that improve access to markets

Other (describe in 50 words or less):

1D: Stakeholder participation

Yes

No

29. Does your country have institutional mechanifsngnvolving
stakeholders in SFM policy formulation, planninglamplementation
at the following levels®

National level

Regional level

Local level

If yes, in 500 words or less, describe the procesfeublic participation, indicating the partiesalved
and their level of involvement. If you wish to pide additional information, please provide thisim

appendix to this report, but please provide a sumiimethis space.

1E: Enhanced international cooperation

Additional questions

[ Yes |

No

UNFFS AQ 26. In which of the following areas is yamountry participating in regional and internaabn

cooperation in the field of sustainable forest ngemaent?

Combating illicit international
trafficking in forest products
such as FLEGT

Please list

Technical assistance such as
regional partnership
arrangements

Please list

Scientific cooperation

Initiatives of international
organizations in support of the
forest instrument

Other (describe in 50 words or
less) Please list

Not applicable

UNFFS AQ 27. On a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being the
lowest and 5 the highest, how effective would you
rate support from bilateral and multilateral

8 This question is related but not identical to ITiR@icator 1.10.
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organizations in supporting your efforts to implerne
the forest instrument and achieve SFM?

Please provide in 250 words or less an explanatigoour choice.

2A: Forest law enforcement and gover nance

Additional questions Yes

No

UNFFS AQ 28. Since the adoption of the forest insint in 2007,
have steps been taken to improve forest-relatedldgign, strengthen
law enforcement and promote good governance &hals in support
of the forest instrument and SFM?

UNFFS AQ 29. Is your country participating in béedl, regional and
international cooperation, such as FLEGT, to addilésit
international trafficking in forest products, inding timber, wildlife
and other forest biological resources, throughptioenotion of forest
law enforcement and good governance at all levels?

If yes, is your country a donor or recipient of aejty building to
address forest-related illegal practices accorthrdpmestic legislation
including wildlife poaching?

Donor country

Recipient country

Please describe in 250 words or less the prineigednces taken leading to enhanced forest law eanfwnt

and governance.

UNFFS AQ 30. What was the total number of casestergd for illicit
harvesting of forest products and the percentaafevtbre prosecuted?

Logs/timber

2005 2010
No. of | % No. of | %
cases | prose- | cases | prose-
cuted cuted |

Wwildlife

Other non-wood forest
products, excluding wildlife

UNFFS AQ 31. What was the total number of casesstegd for
illegal sale of forest products and the percentagewere prosecutetf?

Logs/timber

Wildlife

Other non-wood forest product
excluding wildlife

o

UNFFS AQ 32: What was the total number of casestegd for
illegal occupation of forests and the percentagéwere prosecuted?

UNFFS AQ 33: What was the total number of casestegd for

° This refers only to cases involving persons oitiestthat are involved in thélegal cutting of treesand
deforestation and theallegal collecting of non-timber products such as wildlife and plants, among others.
10 This refers only to cases involving persons oitiestinvolved in thellegal sale of timber and non-timber

forest products.
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destruction of forests due to arson and the peagerthat were
prosecuted?

2B: International tradein forest products

Additional questions Yes No
Repeat here information inputted above for glolgéctive 3 under

UNFFS AQ 1.

If yes, can you provide information on the valueeftified forest 2005 2010

products (US$)? If not, please respond with NA.

Yes No

Repeat here information inputted above for fonestrument cluster 2A
under UNFFS AQ 27.

Donor country

Recipient country

Please describe in 250 words or less the prineigahnces taken leading to enhanced forest law @nfa@nt
and governance.

2005 2010

2C: Protection of forests

Repeat here information inputted above for indics®G 7.6.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.3.2.

Repeat here information inputted above for indic&RA T.3.3.

Repeat here information inputted above for FRA T03.

Repeat here information inputted above for FRAT13.

2D: Science and research

Additional questions Yes No

UNFFS AQ 34. Does your country have an institutp(sjmoting the
development and application of scientific and textbgical
innovations for SFM?

If yes, do they have extension programs for prongpthe use of these
scientific and technological innovations directédoaest owners,
local and indigenous communities and other stakksns?

If yes, how many persons from the following growese reached by 2005 2010
these extension programs? If figures not availgiéase respond
NA.

Forest owners

Local communities

Indigenous communities

Others (please describe)
1.
2.
3.

If yes, please describe in 250 words or less how gountry is promoting the use of scientific and
technological innovations for SFM among forest okgh&cal communities, indigenous communities and
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other stakeholders.

Yes No

Repeat for the questions that follow informatioputted under global
objective 4 for UNFFS AQ 15-16.

Has the overall budget for SFM-related sciencerasdarch increaseq
since 20077

If yes, which of the following sources apply?

Increased public sector financing

Increased funding from private industry

Increased funding from other private sector
donors, e.g., foundations, NGOs

Bilateral cooperation

Multilateral cooperation

Other (describe in 50 words or less)

Please check the areas that have been target8éfbirelated
scientific research and other relevant research

Forests and climate change

Forest biodiversity

Land management and rehabilitation

Forestry

Valuation of ecosystem services provided by
forests

Forest biology

Social and cultural values of forests

Other (please describe in 50 words or less)

2005 2010
If available, how much funding in US$ was desigd&te SFM-
related scientific research and other relevantare$® If figures not
available, please respond NA.
| |
2E: Public awareness and education
| 2005 2008

30.FRA T.16.1: What number of students in forest related eduoati
graduated with a M.Sc. degree or equivalent?

31.FRA T.16.2: What number of students in forest related edunati
graduated with a B.Sc. degree or equivalent?

32.FRA T.16.3: What number of students in forest related eduoati
graduated with a technician certificate/diploma?

33.FRA T.16.4: What percentage of students in forest related
education that graduated with a M.Sc. degree ovatgnt were
women?

34.FRA T.16.5: What percentage of students in forest related
education that graduated with a B.Sc. degree avalgmt were
women?

35.FRA T.16.6: What percentage of students in forest related
education that graduated with a technician cestiétdiploma were
women?
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Additional questions Yes No

UNFFS AQ 35. Did your country organize specific mgeand
activities in support of the International Yearkorests?

If yes, please describe them in 250 words or less.

UNFFS AQ 36. Has your country implemented actiangtrease
public awareness of the forest instrument and @frttportance of and
the benefits provided by forests and sustainablestananagement?

If yes, which of the following approaches have betiized?

Published materials such as brochures,
pamphlets, leaflets, posters, etc.

Meetings with public sector stakeholders to
inform them of the purpose and scope of the
forest instrument and its four global objectives

Meetings with private sector stakeholders to
inform them of the purpose and scope of the
forest instrument and its four global objectives

Meetings with local public and private
stakeholders to inform them of the purpose and
scope of the forest instrument and its four global
objectives

Orientations to engage stakeholders, both pu
and private, in the implementation of the forest
instrument

C

Other (describe in 100 words or less)

2F: Privatesector and industry

Additional questions Yes No

UNFFS AQ 37. Do stakeholder participation mechasigmsupport
of the forest instrument and sustainable forestagament exist that
engage the private sector and industry?

If yes, in 500 words or less, describe these mashanand their functions. What specific role iaygd by
the private sector and industry in promoting argbsuting the forest instrument and sustainablestore
management?

Repeat here information inputted above for fonestrument cluster
1C under UNFFS AQ 23.

Low interest loans

Tax breaks

Subsidies

Participation in SFM best practice certification

" This question will be posed only for UNFF 10. EtMFF 11 it will be replaced by a question relating
World Forestry Day and World Environment Day.
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programmes that improve access to markets

Other (describe in 50 words or less)

2G: Indigenousand local communities

Yes No

36.Are tenure and user rights of communities and iexdys peoples
over publicly owned forests recognized and pradite

If yes, please describe in 500 words or less hay #re recognized and practiced.

37.Are traditional forest-related knowledge and p@ediused in
forest management, planning and implementation?

If yes, please explain in 500 words or less howw itsed and by whom.

Additional questions Yes No

UNFFS AQ 38. Do stakeholder participation mechasigmsupport
of the forest instrument and sustainable forestagament exist for
the engagement of the following?

Indigenous communities

Local communities

If yes, in 500 words or less, describe these mashanand their functions. What specific role iaygd by
indigenous and/or local communities in promoting anpporting the forest instrument and sustainfikst
management? If you wish to provide additional infation, please provide this in an appendix to tégort,
but please provide a summary in this space.

UNFFS AQ 39. Are indigenous and local communiéegaged in
benefit sharing from the goods and services pradlbyeforests®

If yes, in 500 words or less, describe how thisirgtioning.

UNFFS AQ 40. Are education, training and extengiosgrammes
being implemented that are directed at local adéygnous
communities, in order to develop resource manageamproaches
that will reduce the pressure on forests?

2005 2010
If yes, how many persons from the following comntigisi were the
beneficiaries?
Indigenous
Local
Yes No

Repeat here information inputted above for fonestrument cluster

12 This question is identical to ITTO indicator 7.12.
13 This question is identical to ITTO indicator 7.13.
14 Benefit sharing policies for management of foresburces vary among countries. In such natiopldyp
regimes that require permits from a national foeeghority, benefits can include payments for pritey,
regenerating and planting forests; payments fosystem services; harvesting of non-timber forestipcts,
dry timber and dead trees; and selective harvesfitignber; among others.
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1C under UNFFS AQ 23.

Low interest loans

Tax breaks

Subsidies

Participation in SFM best practice certification
programmes that improve access to markets

Other (describe in 50 words or less)

Optional: You may use this space if you wish tolifipany of the information provided for in thiscén
(Part 1, Section IIl) in 500 words or less.
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OPTIONAL

Instruction: Part 2 of the national reporting format is optibfor countries to fill out. The focus of
Part 2 is on the overall theme for UNFF 10 on ftwesd economic development. The data and
information that governments may wish to provideewill be utilized in the preparation of the
Report of the Secretary-General to UNFF 10 on ferasd economic development and its four su
themes.

Part 2. Overall Themefor UNFF 10: forestsand economic development,
with thefollowing four themes:

Theme 1: Forest products and services;

Theme 2: National forest programmes and othepsagbolicies and strategies;
Theme 3: Reducing risks and impacts of disasterd;

Theme 4: Benefits of forests and trees to urbannconities.

Theme1: Forest productsand services™ Guidance: Most directly related measures of thedor
instrument are 6 (d), (e), (i), (r), (x); 7 (f),)(gh), (i) and (k).

2005 2010

39.FRA T.11.1and ITTO 4.2: What is the total volume of industrial
roundwood removal (1000y?

40.FRA T.11.4: What is the total value of industrial roundwood
removal (US$1000)?

41.FRA T.11.5and ITTO 4.2: What is the total volume of fuelwood
removal (1000 §)?

42.FRA T.11.8and ITTO 7.2: What is the total value of fuelwood
removal (US$1000)?

43.FRA T.11.4and ITTO 7.2: What is the total value of non-wood
forest products (NWFP) (US$1000)?

Additional questions Yes No

UNFFS AQ 41. Has your country established a mesima(si) for
payment of ecosystem services?

If yes, in 250 words or less, please describe tmwntechanism(s) functions.

2005 2010

If yes, what is the value of the payment of ecamysservices (US$
1,000)? If information is unavailable, please cespNA.

Repeat here information inputted féiRA T.3.1 under global objective
2: What is the extent of forest designated and igeahdor production
(1000 ha)?

Additional questions | | Yes

Repeat here information inputted for global objee® under UNFFS

15 Values of removals given in FRA 2005 were in USD,0while in FRA 2010 they are in million US$.
Figures should be provided in US$ million.
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AQ 1: Does your country maintain information on SEBftification
programs for forest products?

If yes, can you provide information on the valueeftified forest
products (US$)? If not, please respond with NA.

2005 2010

Theme 2: National forest programmes and

Guidance: Most directly related measures of thesfor

other sectoral policiesand strategies instrument are 6 (a), (h), (k), (), (w); 7 (c).
Repeat here information inputted above for glolgéctive 4 under
indicator 11.
2005 2010
Government sources
International development
partners
Private sources
Additional questions Yes No

Repeat information provided for MDG targets und&RFS AQ 17.

include specific measures and resources fo
eradicating poverty.

National forest programs have been revised

—

(0]

National forest programs have been update
take into account and support the
implementation of the forest instrument and

on forests.

the achievement of its four global objectives

dto

National development policies, plans and
strategies incorporate sustainable forest
management.

National poverty eradication plans and
strategies, which in some countries form pa
of their national development
policies/plans/strategies, have been revise
incorporate sustainable forest management

It

1 to

Other (explain in 50 words or less)

Theme 3: Reducing risks and impacts of

Guidance: Most directly related measure of thedore

disasters instrument is 6 (0).
2005° 2010’
44.FRA T.9.1: What is the total land area affected by fires (LB@)?
Forests
Other wooded land
Other land

45.FRA.T.10a: What

is the total land area of forests affectgather

disturbances (1000 ha)?

Insects

Diseases

Other biotic agent8

6 Annual average for period 1998-2002.
¥ Annual average for period 2003-2007.
8 Includes wildlife browsing, bark stripping, gragior other physical damage by animals.
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Abiotic factord® _

Additional questions | Yes No

UNFFS AQ 42. Which of the following disasters résdlin the loss of
forest cover and the reduction in area of otherdeddands since
20057

Forest fires

Droughts

Pests

Invasive species

Floods

Hurricanes/typhoons

Tornados

Volcanic eruptions

Tsunamis

Wars and armed struggles

Other (please describe in 50 words or less

UNFFS AQ 43: Have forest rehabilitation or restmnaiactions been
taken following any of the above disasters?

If yes, in 500 words or less, please describe thierss taken. If you wish to provide additionalarmation,
please provide this in an appendix to this refmrt,please provide a summary in this space.

UNFFS AQ 44. Have efforts been strengthened tdNot Applicable Yes No
protect and re-establish mangrove forests as
buffers against extreme events such as hurricares/
typhoons and tsunamis originating in oceans? If
you are a land-locked country, please respond rot
applicable.

Please describe in 500 words or less the actides i respond to disasters resulting in loss iz and
forest degradation?

Theme 4. Benefitsof forestsand treesto urban | Guidance: Most directly related measures of thedor
communities. instrument are 6 (j), (t).

2005 2010

Repeat here the information inputted for globakehiye 2 undeFRA
T.3.4: What is the extent of forest designated and measdgr social
services (1000 ha)?

Additional questions | |

UNFFS AQ 45. What is the number of visitors to oatil parks and
other protected areas in your country? If informatnot available,
please respond NA.

UNFFS AQ 46. What is the area of urban parks irr yountry (1000
ha)? If information not available, please respodd N

UNFFS AQ 47. What is the estimated number of visito urban
parks in your country? If information not availahidease respond NA.

9 Includesclimatic events such as storms, drought, wind, sfosvand floods, as well as tsunamis and volcanic
eruptions
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| Yes No

UNFFS AQ 48. Are there tree planting campaignsaarycountry at
the local community level in urban and peri-urbaminments?

If yes, please describe in 250 words or less #e ptanting campaigns, the public and private $takiers
involved and the extent of their activities.

Optional: You may use this space if you wish toldfyany of the information provided for in thiscten (Part
2 for UNFF 10) in 500 words or less.
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