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Criterion 7:
Legal and Institutional Framework

1 Twenty total - - 45 through 64 - - or
approximately 30% of the indicators.

1 Difficult to measure In past iterations.
BlLack of quantifiable standards
BlLack of data sources

v Similar results for other MP countries.

BC7 being revised by Working Group
BWill have new indicators




Our Approach

1 Developed a Governance Matrix based on
work by McGinley, Cubbage, and others.

BSystem to classify US SFM institutions under
Criterion 7

BBridge between current and future indicators




Governance Matrix

Approach

Scale: p
. - rocess or ]
Mechanism MNational. Performance or Private

: Prescriptive Systems .
Regional. State, p - Outcome Based | Enterprise
Iocal Based

Non-Discretionary/
Mandatory”

Informational/Educational®

Discretionary/Voluntary®

: - d
Fiscal/Economic

Market Based®

® Laws (L), Regulations or Rules (R), Intemational Agreements (I). Government Ownership or Production (G)

® Education (E). Technical Assistance (T). Research (R). Protection (P). Analysis and Planning (A)

* Best Management Practices (B), Self-regulation (5)

 Incentives (I). Subsidies ($). Taxes (T). Payments for Environmental Service (P)

® Free enterprise, private market allocation of forest resources (M), or market based instruments and payments_ including forest certification (C)
wetland banks (W), cap-and-trade (1), conservation easement or transfer of development rights (E)




Example - Indicator 46
... provides for periodic planning,

assessment, and policy review...

Policy and Governance Classification

Approach
Scale: Performance
Mechanism National, Process or or Private
i Prescriptive Systems
Regional, iiase d Outcome Enterprise
State, Local Based

Non-Discretionary/ Mandatory® N.R.S.L LEILG LRIG
Informational/Educational” R.N.SL E.R.A E.RA ER.A
Discretionary/Voluntary®
Fiscal/Economic?® N.S I
Market Based® L M

* Laws (L), Regulations or Rules (R). International Agreements (I). Government Ownership or Production (G)
® Education (E). Technical Assistance (T), Research (R), Protection (P), Analysis and Planning (A)

© Best Management Practices (B), Self-regulation (S)
4 Incentives (I), Subsidies (S). Taxes (T). Payments for Environmental Service (P)
® Free enterprise, private market allocation of forest resources (M), or market based instruments and payments, including forest

certification (C) wetland banks (W), cap-and-trade (T). conservation easement or transfer of development rights (E)




Potential for Governance Matrix

} Approach can:

BEnhance the rigor and clarity of this discussion and
analysis,

BHelp clarify gaps and weaknesses in our
Institutions, and

Bldentify opportunities for improvement in the
pursuit of sustainable forest management.




