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Thelnternational Conference on the Contribution of Criteriaand
Indicatorsfor Sustainable Forest Management: the Way Forward
(CICI-2003) washeld from 3-7 February 2003, in Guatemala City,
Guatemala. Over 100 participants attended the conference, repre-
senting 52 countries, 11 international organizationsand three non-
governmental organizations (NGOS).

CICI-2003 was hosted by the National Forest Service of Guate-
mala(INAB), in cooperation with the Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation (FAO), theInternational Tropical Timber Organization (ITTO),
the Finnish Ministry of Agricultureand Forestry, the United States
(US) Department of Agriculture Forest Service Program and Depart-
ment of State. The conference was organized infollow up to recom-
mendations made by the Expert Consultation on Criteriaand
Indicators (C&I) for sustainable forest management (SFM) in Rome,
Italy, in November 2000.

Discussionsat ClICl-2003 were structured around four thematic
areas. strengthening the elaboration and application of C& | for SFM;
promoting political commitment for the use of C& | astoolsfor SFM;
strengthening institutional capacity and stakeholder partnershipsfor
implementing C& | and facilitating the exchange of information
among all stakeholders; and contributing to thework of the United
Nations Forum on Forests (UNFF) and to theinternational initiatives
on C& | related to sustainable devel opment. Consideration of each
thematic areawas supported by acombination of background discus-
sion papers, case studiesand working group sessions.

A BRIEF HISTORY OF C&| FOR SFM

In 1992, the United Nations Conference on the Environment and
Development (UNCED) adopted the“ Non-legally Binding Authorita-
tive Statement of Principlesfor aGlobal Consensuson the Manage-
ment and Sustai nable Development of All Typesof Forests’ (Forest
Principles) and Agenda21. Chapter 11 of Agenda 21 called for the
formulation of scientifically-sound criteriaand guidelinesfor the
management and sustai nable devel opment of all typesof forests; and
the Forest Principlesrecommend that SFM be carried out onthebasis
of environmentally-sound national guidelines, whichtakeinto
account relevant internationally-agreed methodol ogiesand criteria.

ITTO: Thel TTO had apioneering rolein developing and imple-
menting C& I, and first adopted C& | for the Sustainable M anagement
of Natural Tropical Forestsin 1992, and later revised thesein 1998.
Thel TTO has 31 producing member countriesand coverstropical
natural forestsaround theworld.

MCPFE/HEL SINK I PROCESS: Thesecond Ministerial
Conference on the Protection of Forestsin Europe (MCPFE), heldin
Helsinki in 1992, initiated the M CPFE Process—also known asthe
Helsinki or Pan European Process - which led to the devel opment and
adoption of acoreset of C&I in 1994. The C& | wereendorsed by the
MCPFE in 1998 asabasisfor international reporting and the devel op-
ment of national indicators. The M CPFE Processinvolves41 coun-
triesand covers European boreal and temperateforests.

MONTREAL PROCESS: In1994, several countriesformed a
working group known asthe Montreal Processto advancethedevel-
opment of internationally agreed C& | for the conservation and
management of temperate and boreal forests outside Europe. In 1995,
theMontreal Process countriesissued adeclaration containing aset of
C&I for SFM. TheMontrea Processinvolves 12 countriesand covers
temperateforestsin America, Asiaand the Pacific.

TARAPOTO PROPOSAL : The Tarapoto Proposal for the
sustai nability of the Amazonian Forestswas agreed at a Regional
Workshop on the Definition of C& | for the Sustai nability of Amazo-
nian Forestsin Tarapoto, Peruin 1995. The Tarapoto Proposal
involveseight countriesin the Amazon Basin.

DRY ZONE AFRICA PROCESS: In 1995, ameeting on C& |
for SFM in Dry Zone Africaconvened in Nairobi, Kenya, initiated
thisprocess. Practical guidelinesfor the assessment and measurement
of C&I for SFM in Dry Zone Africawere published in 2000. The
African Dry Zone Processinvolves 30 countriesin Sub-Saharan
Africa

AFRICAN TIMBER ORGANIZATION (ATO) PROCESS: In
1993, the ATO initiated The development of Principles, Criteriaand
Indicators (PC& ) for the management of African natural tropical
forests, which beganin 1993 and were adopted by the ATO Ministe-
rial Conferencein 1996. In 2001, the ATO harmonized itsPC& | with
thelTTO'sC&I1. The ATO Processinvolves 14 countriesand covers
Africantropical forests.

NEAR EAST PROCESS: In 1996, aregional Expert Meeting on
C&| for SFM inthe Near East was held in Cairo, Egypt. In 2000,
guidelinesfor assessment and measurement were published. The Near
East Processinvolves 30 countriesin theregion.
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LEPATERIQUE PROCESS: In 1997, an Expert Meeting on C&|
for SFM in Central Americawasheldin Tegucigal pa, Honduras, and
resulted in the L epaterique Process. The L epaterique Processinvolves
Seven countries.

ASIA DRY FOREST PROCESS: In 1999, aWorkshop on
National-Level C&| for the Sustainable Management of Dry Forestsin
Asia/South Asiadevel oped aregional ly-applicabl e national -level set of
C& I for SFM. Guidelinesfor assessment and measurement were
publishedin 2001. The Dry Forest Asialnitiativeinvolves nine coun-
tries.

Approximately 150 countries are members of one or more
processes. Many members of the Collaborative Partnership on Forests
(CPF), including the Center for International Forestry Research
(CIFOR), FAO, ITTO, United Nations Environment Programme
(UNEP), and the World Conservation Union (IUCN) have provided
support for these processes and assi sted with the devel opment of
national C&1.

Generally, these nine processeswork independently from one
another. However, the potential benefitsthat could be gained through
improved coordination and communi cation and adegree of harmoniza-
tion between the processes have long been recognized. In 1995, FAO
and ITTO held an Expert Consultation on the Harmonization of C& | for
SFM in Romein 1995. Following this, an Intergovernmental Seminar
on C&I for SFM wasconvened in 1996 in Helsinki, Finland, in support
of theIntergovernmental Panel on Forests (1PF).

In 1997, the | PF endorsed the concept of C& | for SFM and
produced aseries of Proposalsfor Action on thedevelopment and use
of C&1. Thevarious C& | processes have beeninstrumental inimple-
mentation of these C& I-related Proposalsfor Action. In 1998, CIFOR,
FAO and the International Union of Forestry Research Organization
(ITUFRO) held an International Conferenceon Indicatorsfor SFM to
foster stakeholder input to advance the devel opment of field-level
implementation of scientifically-based indicators.

In 2000, FAQ, in collaborationwith CIFOR, ITTO, IUFRO and
UNEP, held an Expert Consultation on C& | for SFM in Rome. One of
the primary recommendations of the Expert Consultation wasto orga-
nizean International Conference on C& | for SFM, which lead to the
convening of CICI-2003.

REPORT OF CICI-2003
OPENING PLENARY

OnMonday, 3 February, LuisErnesto BarreraGaravito, INAB
Executive Director, opened CI CI-2003, outlining thefollowing objec-
tives: to strengthen the elaboration of C& | for SFM;; to promote polit-
ical commitment for the use of C& | astoolsfor SFM; to strengthen
institutional capacity and stakeholder partnershipsfor implementing
C& | and facilitate the exchange of information; and to contributeto the
work of the UNFF and theinternational initiativeson C&I, related to
sustai nable devel opment. He thanked the FAO, Finnish Ministry of
Agricultureand Forestry, INAB, ITTO, the US Department of Agricul-
ture Forest Service Program, and the US Department of State, for spon-
soring CICI-2003, and al so thanked the Governments of Japan,
Switzerland and the USfor their financial contributions.

Edin Barrientos, Guatemalan Minister of Agriculture, underscored
the usefulness of C& | for SFM and expressed support for binding
criteria.

Jagmohan Maini, CIFOR Chair of the Board of Trustees, high-
lighted the substantial progressalready achievedintheareaof C&| for
SFM, and outlined remaining challenges. He stressed the need to main-
stream C& | into national forest programmes (NFPs) and engage deci-
sionmakers. Hecalled for capacity and institutional building,
cooperation with relevant international processes, and the devel opment
of acommon set of global criteria. He noted the need to: identify crit-

ical, scientifically-based and easily understandabl eintegrated indica-
tors, develop acommon understanding of concepts, definitionsand
terms; and integrate C& | into monitoring, assessment and reporting.

Froylan Castafieda, FA O, outlined the organization of the confer-
encefor theweek, noting that background papersand case studies
would be presented to guide working group discussions on the confer-
ence' sthematic areas.

Markku Simula, Indufor Oy, presented an overview of thenine
regional andinternational C& | processes, comparing thelevelsof appli-
cation, hierarchical structure, contentsof national-level criteria, devel-
opment processes and definitions of existing C& | processes. He noted
the seven globally-applicablecriteriafor SFM identified by theinter-
governmental C& | processes: the extent of forest resources; forest
health and vitality; productive functions of forests; biological diversity;
protectivefunctions of forests; socioeconomic benefitsand needs; and
policy and institutional frameworks.

On C&I'srelationship to certification, Simulaclarified that despite
similaritiesbetween the broad objectives and methods of C& | and certi-
fication systems, certificationisatool used mainly for the purposes of
private entities, while C& | are often government-led. He underscored
the challenges of implementing C&1, including: lack of political will;
differencesininformation collection and processing methodol ogies;
inconsistenciesin datafrom different sources; technica and institu-
tional constraints; insufficient knowledge of existing monitoring and
evaluation tools; poor and irregular data collection procedures; lack of
capacity; high costs; and lack of understanding of value added by C& .

Simulaoutlined key issuesto be addressed in C& | regional and
international processes, including: the recognition of the merits of
increased compatibility and consistency; the possible need for aglobal
set of C&I; harmoni zation of existing concepts, definitionsand method-
ologies; potential coordination and cooperation mechanisms between
regional processes; theroleof C&I in national forest monitoring,
assessment and reporting; and the practical application of national, sub-
national and forest management unit (FMU) C&1, including therela-
tionship with the certification standards.

In closing, Simularecommended that action betaken torationalize
reporting requirements, promote political will, improve cross-sectoral
andinter-institutional coordination, strengthen stakeholder participa-
tion, improve synchronization between FMU-level C& I and certifica-
tion standards, and build capacity.

Organization of Work: Following the opening Plenary, partici-
pantsmet intwo parallel working group sessions Monday afternoon and
throughout the day on Tuesday to formul ate conclusionsand recom-
mendations on thethematic areas: strengthening the elaboration and
application of criteriaandindicators (C&1) for sustainableforest
management (SFM) (chaired by ChristinaAmoako-Nuama, Ghana);
and promoting political commitment for the use of C& | astoolsfor
SFM (chaired by Ingwald Gschwandtl, Austria).

On Wednesday, parti cipants continued to meet intwo parallel
working groupsto formulate conclusions and recommendations on the
two remaining thematic areas: strengthening institutional capacity and
stakehol der partnershipsfor implementing C& | and facilitating the
exchangeof information among all stakeholders (chaired by Christina
Amoako-Nuama, Ghana); and contributing to thework of the UNFF
andtotheinternational initiativeson C& | related to sustainable devel-
opment (chaired by Ingwald Gschwandtl, Austria).

Theworking groupsformulated draft conclusions and recommenda-
tionsthat were presented and discussed in Plenary and subsequently
incorporated into thefinal report of CICI-2003. Del egates participated
infield excursionsto observelocal forestry practicesthroughout the day
on Thursday. On Friday, delegates convened in Plenary to finalizethe
recommendationsand conclusionsincluded inthefinal report. The
foll owing summarizes discussions according to thematic area.
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STRENGTHENING THE ELABORATION AND
APPLICATION OF C&l

BACKGROUND PAPER PRESENTATION: Robert Hendricks,
US Department of Agriculture Forest Service Program, presented a
background paper on strengthening the el aboration and application of
C& | for SFM. He noted agrowing number of actionson the ground,
including the coordination of national forest data collection, standard-
ization of country reporting, development of frameworksfor national
assessment, translation of SFM goalsinto broader sustai nable manage-
ment practices, and encouragement of participantsto provide concrete
cases studies onimplementing C& I. He noted persisting confusion
regarding theuse of C&| and thelack of understanding of therelation-
ship between national and sub-national C& | and certification. He
stressed that C& | and certification are complimentary, not competitive,
systems.

Hendricksidentified challengesin C& | work, including the need to
improvethe understanding of the benefitsof C& I, harmonize C& |
terminology and use C& | properly. Regarding the elements of
successful C& | processes, he highlighted: partnership-based devel op-
ment and implementation of C& I; permanent institutional mechanisms
tomaintain political support; networking and bilateral work; cross-
sectoral effortsto implement SFM; and theinclusion of SFM principles
inuniversity curricula. He also recommended encouraging C& | cham-
pions, creating an international technical advisory committee, and
developing acommon set of C& | to be refined by regional processes.

Inthe ensuing discussion, aparticipant from the US suggested that
aninternational policy advisory committee also be established.

CASE STUDY PRESENTATIONS: JamesBrown, Oregon
Department of Forestry, US, presented acase study on theimplementa-
tion of theMontreal Processin Oregon. He explained that the Montreal
Process provided aframework for the analysisand eval uation of
Oregon’sforeststhat had proven useful and crediblefor collecting and
evaluating dataabout forest conditionsand devel oping forest policies
that contributeto social, economic and environmental sustainability.

Thang Hooi Chiew, Malaysian Forestry Department Headquarters,
highlighted Malaysia's experiencewith devel oping aset of C& | for
SFM at the national and FMU levels, based onthe ITTO’scriteriafor
the measurement of sustainabletropical forest management. He
remarked that: C& | have assisted in theidentification of elements
needed for SFM in Malaysia, and for monitoring and evaluating
progress; the application of C& | hascreated greater awareness of SFM
among forest managers and workers; market prices of forest products
should reflect thefull costs of work on C& | for SFM; and the prolifera-
tion of forest management certification schemes using different setsof
C& | hasexacerbated the need for aset of international ly-agreed C& |
for ng SFM.

Miguel Ramirez, Administration for the Protection of Rural Areas,
Honduras, discussed the practical use of C& | to evaluate SFM inthe
pineforestsof Hondurasat the FMU level. He stressed that: some C& |
arenot applicablefor al locations; C& | need to be adapted for different
cultures; and economic factorsmust be considered when selecting C& 1.
He noted the need to devel op astrategy for centralized datacollection
and for monitoring and eval uation at national and FMU levels, and said
that moreresearch isnecessary to determinewhich C& | are most appro-
priatefor forest certification.

Inthe ensuing discussion, participants discussed thefinancial cost
of implementing C& 1. A participant from Malaysianoted the cost of
C& | asamajor constraint, and a participant from the US suggested that
costs could be kept down by avoiding excessively detailed C& .

Partici pants discussed the need for long-term monitoring systems
and national forest inventories (NFI) and for social, economic and envi-
ronmental indicators. A participant from the US highlighted the useful -
nessof legidlation or positiveincentivesto encourage the private sector
tomeasure C&I.

GENERAL DISCUSSION: Discussion centered onthefollowing
themes: national-level work and applications; the rel ationship between
national and sub-national level C&I; linkageswith certification; link-
ageswith monitoring, assessment and reporting; the review and refine-
ment of indicators; and theimportance of NFIs.

On national -level work and applications, aparticipant from Costa
Ricarecommended that through international cooperation, all countries
should be encouraged to elaborate national C& 1. He a so recommended
that the process of devel oping indicatorsbedirected by the ministries.

Regarding the rel ationship between national and sub-national level
C& |, aForest Stewardship Council (FSC) representativenoted thatin
many developing countriesit may bemore appropriateto develop C&|
at thelocal level, and in many developed countries, at the national level.
A participant from |ndianoted that state governmentsare having diffi-
culty with datacoll ection and monitoring and with theinvestment
required for C& | implementation.

Regarding linkageswith certification, aparticipant from Ecuador
said themajority of forest ownersin Ecuador have limited capacities,
and are unableto meet the high standards necessary for certification. He
noted that asimple set of C& | ismore appropriatefor such forest
owners. A participant from Trinidad and Tobago remarked that certifi-
cation providesafinancial incentivefor countriestoimplement C&1.

The Pan-European Forest Certification (PEFC) said that certifica-
tionin Europe hashel ped to increase stakehol der awarenessof C&1. On
linkages with monitoring, assessment and reporting, aGerman partici-
pant noted that C& | are useful toolsfor raising public awarenesson the
goodsand services provided by forests.

Onthereview and refinement of indicators, aparticipant from
Vanuatu noted the need to refineregional indicatorsto suit national
circumstances. A participant from Canadanoted that Canadais
currently trying to reduceitsnumber of national-level indicators, and
said it isnecessary to adapt indicatorsto changing circumstances.
Several participantsnoted that it is not necessarily relevant to report on
all indicators.

On theimportance of NFIs, a South African participant stressed the
importance of information exchange. A participant from Trinidad and
Tobago recommended the standardization of NFIs. Ghanastressed the
need to mainstream C& | into NFIsand NFPs.

PROMOTING POLITICAL COMMITMENT FOR THE
USE OF C&l

BACKGROUND PAPER PRESENTATION: Jos2 Antonio
Prado, Instituto Forestal, Chile, presented abackground paper onthe
need for promoting political commitment for theuse of C& | astoolsfor
SFM. Hesaid themain challengesinimplementing C& | include: the
diversity of political interestsrelated to forests; lack of comprehension
of the SFM concept and C&I; thelack of financial resourcesand tech-
nical capacity in many devel oping countries; and low political commit-
ment at variouslevels.

Prado recommended that political commitment at theinternational
level befostered through: partnerships between devel oped and devel-
oping countries; coordination between different C& | processes, espe-
cialy inregardto criteria; adequate cooperation; and alegally-binding
instrument. He said that at the national level, specific actionsto foster
commitment might include: increasing awarenessof C& | for SFM;
creating amultistakeholder dial ogue; implementing NFPsto promote
SFM; strengthening local capacitiesthrough international cooperation;
and demonstrating the benefits of implementing SFM and C& | onthe
ground. Healso recommended areview of existing C&| at national and
international levels.

CASE STUDY PRESENTATIONS: Ewald Rametsteiner,
MCPFE, described the process of devel oping pan-European C& | under
the M CPFE Process. He stressed that the non-binding nature of C& 1 for
SFM and a participatory approach were useful for gaining and strength-
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ening political commitment. He said the benefitsof C& I in Europeare
clearly visibleto all stakeholders, which helpsto sustain political will to
implement the C&I. In the ensuing discussion, participants stressed the
importance of promoting political commitment through: eval uation of
thedirect and indirect economic benefits of SFM; and providing tech-
nical and financial resourcesfor devel oping countries.

Emmanuel Siisi-Wilson, ATO, highlighted ATO’sexperiencesinthe
implementation of C& I, based on collaboration with devel opment part-
nersand CIFOR. He highlighted the creation of aharmonized ATO-
ITTO set of PC&|. He stressed that, despite the expressed political
commitment in theregion, implementation of C& | ishampered by the
lack of financial resourcesintheregion.

Sergio Sanchez Ballivian, Amazonian Cooperation Treaty,
explained how political commitment wasfostered within the Tarapoto
Process, and highlighted afinancia initiativeto support the validation
of C&l intheregion.

In the ensuing discussion, participants agreed that major challenges
in C& | work include sustaining and increasing political commitment
and trandlating political will into action. A participant from Uruguay
commented that political will isinsufficient to ensureimplementation.
Several del egates noted that theimportance of forestsis underestimated
and stressed the need to ensurethat forest issuesbecomeapolitical
priority, especialy at thenational level.

Regarding, therel ationship between national commitmentsand
regional andinternational frameworks, participantsfrom Iran and Paki-
stan discussed the need for national dialogue prior to engagingin
regional and international agreements. A participant fromthe UK said
reaching political commitment at the regional level helpsto influence
actorsat thenational level. A delegatefrom Australiapointed out the
need for C& | that arerelevant to national goalsand policies.

GENERAL DISCUSSION: Discussionsfocused on thefollowing
issues: the meaning of political commitment; waysto promote commit-
ment at national, sub-national, regional and international levels; and
waysto enhance cooperation between C& | processes and involve coun-
triesnot yet participating in C& | initiatives.

Onthenatureof political commitment, aparticipant fromtheUS
stressed that meaningful political pressure should comefromlocal
communities, and highlighted that publicinterest and political commit-
ment depend on many dynamic factorsand that C& | should reflect
changing circumstances. Several participants stressed that real political
commitment isdemonstrated through the provision of fundsand
capacity building.

Onlinkages between C& | and NFPs, participants agreed that C& |
and NFPsare mutually supportive. A participant from Chile stressed the
need for cross-sectoral cooperation at all levels. Participants agreed that
national coordination isimportant in the processtoward SFM.

Regarding the need for alegal ly-binding instrument, some partici-
pantssaid creating alegally-binding instrument would distract from
fostering real political commitment.

A participant from Finland noted that existing political commitment
could provide abasisfor working toward an agreement on acommon
set of criteriaand acommon understanding of indicators. Herecom-
mended creating synergiesamong existing processesat all levels,
including through acommon information platform for theregional
processes and the integration of expert networks. He stressed theimpor-
tance of integrating C& | and sustai nable devel opment-rel ated
processes.

Onwaysto promote political commitment at the national level, a
participant from the US recommended ensuring the participation of all
stakehol ders, engaging other sectorsand using regional commitmentsto
enhance effortsof governmentsat the national level. A participant from

the UK stressed theresponsibility of forestry ministriesto sell the
concept of C& | to other ministries. Hesaid theregional processes
provide an opportunity to convince national officialsof C& | benefits.

A participant from Iran said CICI-2003 demonstrates the existence
of political commitment, but noted that in order to strengthen political
will and turn commitment into action, greater regional and international
cooperationisrequiredto assist devel oping countriesin C& | devel op-
ment and implementation. A participant from Céted’ Ivoirelamented
the absence of donorsat CICI-2003. An ATO representative stressed the
need for greater bilateral cooperation to support national processes.

Many del egates emphasized the need to mobilizetheinternal
resourcesof developing countries. A participant from the US suggested
refining and strengthening C& | and recommended creating an enabling
environment for domestic and foreigninvestment in the forest sector. A
participant from Mexico stressed the need to create national alliances
and ensure more efficient use of existing bilateral mechanisms. A
participant from Uruguay stressed the need for South-South technology
transfer, and highlighted Uruguay’s cooperation with Argentina, Chile
and Cubainthisregard.

A participant from Colombiarecommended incorporating C& | as
toolsfor assessment and eval uation in technical assistance programmes.
A participant from Paraguay called for utilizing existing information
structures and cooperation between technical experts, highlighting a
relevant FAO information project in the Caribbean and Latin American
region. A participant from South Africahighlighted therole of theNew
Partnership for Africa’'s Development (NEPAD) in promoting SFM and
emphasized linkages between SFM and sustainabl e devel opment.

Onglobal commitment to C& I, aparticipant from the US high-
lighted the need to bring C& | to theforefront of theforest discussionsat
theglobal level, and emphasized therole of FAO, ITTO, UNFFand
other international organizationsin promoting high-level commitment
and facilitating cooperation among regional C& | processes. She
stressed that the donor community isguided by priorities set by national
governmentsand recommended that devel oping countries: placeforest
issues high on the national agendato facilitate donor assistance and
international cooperation; take advantage of funding availablethrough
the Global Environment Facility’s (GEF), the I TTO, the NFP Facility
(hosted by the FAO), and other international organizations.

A representative from the Permanent I nterstate Committeefor
Drought Control in Sahel (CILSS) recommended linking work on C& |
to poverty aleviation and food security programmes and considering
C& | for monitoring political commitments.

STRENGTHENING CAPACITY AND PARTNERSHIPS TO
IMPLEMENT C&l

BACKGROUND PAPER PRESENTATION: RavindraPrabhu,
CIFOR, presented abackground paper on strengthening institutional
capacity and stakeholder partnershipsfor implementing C& | and facili-
tating the exchange of information between all stakeholders. Hehigh-
lighted theimportance of continuing international dial ogue and
multilateral consultationsfor promoting the C& | processes, and
stressed the need to engage stakeholdersat all levels, taking into
account their specific needs.

Herecommended strengthening stakeholders’ capacitiestoimple-
ment C& | through thefollowing: formulating dynamic and participative
forest policy and legislation that promotes C& I; ensuring the avail -
ability of technical and financial resources; strengthening capacity for
conducting research and transferring knowledge, skillsand technol ogy;
providing the meansto strengthen theinvolvement of local govern-
ments and stakehol ders; providing accessto information; and orga-
nizing cost-€fficient networking and information exchangeat all levels,
including theregional processes. Heal so stressed theimportance of
linking work on C&1 to processesrel ated to sustai nable devel opment.
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CASE STUDY PRESENTATIONS: Marvin Brown, American
Forest and Paper Association, described the*Roundtablefor SFM,” an
ongoing stakeholder processtodevelop C& 1 intheUS, highlighting
independent professional facilitation and participantsrepresenting
diverseinterestsasimportant features of the Roundtable.

Brown explained that the benefitsfor industry from engaging inthe
processincluded improved information about forestry resources and
policies, and dial ogue between different interest groups. He stressed the
challengesof: achieving trust between all interest groups; developing a
common understanding of the benefitsof C&I; strengthening linkages
with other processes; improving datacollection; and, at the global level,
building capacity and harmonizing C& | processes.

Ram Prasad, India, presented the outcomesof an ITTO project
aimed at increasing local communities’ capacity to assessthe benefits
of SFM. He explained that the methodol ogical framework for devel-
oping local-level C& | involved: the orientation of stakeholderstoward
theneed for C&I; the participatory development of site-specificindica-
torsbased on aset of national C&|; and field validation and refinement
of indicators. He noted that the C& | devel opment processwasfollowed
up by initiativesto strengthen capacitiesfor implementing C& |, further
methodol ogical devel opment and i nformation exchange. He said that
the project would likely continue becauselocal communitiesrecognize
that C& | implementation givesthem credibility as successful forest
managers.

Jari Parviainen, Finland, presented acase study on strengthening
institutional capacity and stakeholder partnershipsfor implementing
and refining C& 1 in Finland. He highlighted the foll owing features of
C& I work inFinland: political commitment and sufficient budget;
democratic and dynamic processes; reliabledata; theinvolvement of the
private sector and NGOs; strong research input; cooperation with NFPs;
and close cooperation with the M CPFE process. He noted that C& | help
to communicate the SFM concept to forest managers.

GENERAL DISCUSSION: Discussion focused on recommenda-
tionsfor: capacity building and institutional strengthening; stakeholder
participation; public outreach and education; exchange of experiences
and information; and research.

A United Nations Devel opment Programme (UNDP) representative
stressed that forest i ssues can be brought to the forefront of theinterna-
tional agendaonly through linkageswith poverty alleviation, water,
energy, health, agriculture and biodiversity issues.

On capacity building and institutional strengthening, several partici-
pantssaid that |ocal communities represent untapped resourcesfor
implementing C& | and stressed the need for simpl e, relevant and effec-
tive C& | that they could utilize. A participant from Indiasaid that
capacity building and institutional strengthening should be addressed at
the highest level, including at ministerial conferences.

A number of participants supported building innovative administra-
tive control and supervision systemsto ensurethat forest administration
work isconducted in atransparent manner and involvesall stake-
holders. The US highlighted the potential role of international coopera-
tionin creating such administrative systems. A participant from
Ecuador stressed that stakeholder participationiscrucia during the
phase of C& | negotiation.

On public outreach and education, a participant from Canada
stressed the need to takeinto account the divergence of stakeholders
views. A participant from Guatemal ashared his country’s successful
experiencesin creating “ dialoguetables’ among stakeholders and noted
theneed for international cooperation to reinforcethe creation and func-
tioning of similar mechanismsat national and regional levels.

A participant from Trinidad and Tobago said that stakeholder part-
nershipsareaunique meansfor promoting C&| at all levelsand under-
scored the untapped potential of education and outreach for promoting
C&I. Hecalledfor therecognition of insufficient capacitieswithin

developing countriesfor C& | development and implementation, and
recommended that funding for public outreach and education be
increased.

A participant from the US pointed out that university curriculaare
outdated and do not cover subjectscrucial for successful SFM, such as
communication, collaboration and conflict management. Another
participant from the US suggested that regional processes’ member
countriessubmit national C& |-based reportsto the UNFF to assist the
UNFFinmaking informed decisions.

Onthe exchange of experiencesand information, aCIFOR repre-
sentativereiterated the need for capacity building acrossthe sectorsand
for improved institutional mechanismsfor cross-sectoral cooperation. A
participant from Canadacalled for better utilization of forest-related
datacollected by different bodies. A UNDP representative suggested
that theforest sector make an effort to cooperate with other sectors, for
example, by engaging in the World Water Forum.

AnITTO representative highlighted the ongoing work on linking
forest and water issues, including an FAO/ITTO expert meeting heldin
2002 and the ITTO' s participation in the World Water Forum.

Onresearch, aparticipant from the US stressed the need for further
researchtoidentify C&| that are useful for all stakeholders, including
C& I for the non-market benefits of forests. Herecommended that rele-
vant international bodiesand organizations, such asthe FAO, the
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), facilitate
researchon C& | related totheforests' protectivefunctions, biodiver-
sity, androlein carbon cycles.

CONTRIBUTION OF C&I TO THE WORK OF THE UNFF AND
INTERNATIONAL INITIATIVES

BACK GROUND PAPER PRESENTATION: Ewald Ramet-
steiner, MCPFE, presented abackground paper on key issuesfor the
future devel opment of international initiativeson forest-related C& | for
sustainabl e devel opment. He highlighted that increased coordination
and collaboration reduces costs, increases benefits, and supportsand
assiststheregional processes. Regarding monitoring, assessment and
reporting to the UNFF and international fora, he emphasized that while
C& | areuseful toolsfor SFM reporting, thereisaneed to streamline
and synchronizerequirements. On global approachesto forest-related
C& |, herecommended taking astepwise approach and stressed that any
globally-agreed C& | should be complementary to national and regional
C&l.

GENERAL DISCUSSION: Discussion focused on thefollowing
key themes: increased coordination and collaboration; monitoring,
assessment and reporting to the UNFF and other international fora; and
global approachesto forest-related C&I.

A representative from FA O described the FAO-led Global Forest
Resources Assessment (GFRA) and itspossiblelinksto C& | processes.
Noting that CICI-2003 hasidentified the need for global harmonization
of C& | processes, he explained that the GFRA processisanimportant
reporting framework for C& I-related information. Heoutlined alist of
global criteria, including forest heal th, biodiversity and socioeconomic
functionsof forest resources, which he said capture the common
elementsof theregional andinternational C& | processesand have been
proposed to constitute the structure of GFRA reporting.

Several participants highlighted theimportance of collaborationand
coordination at national and regional levels. A Malaysian participant
recommended that future forest resource assessmentstakeinto account
both regional and national C& | processes, aswell asinformation on,
inter alia, biological diversity, forest health and carbon services. A
participant from Chile proposed the establishment of acollaborative
network to facilitate cooperation between therelevant processes. A
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participant from Paraguay noted that many devel oping countrieshave
insufficient capacities and resourcesto gather necessary information
and participate effectively inthe C& I processes.

A number of participantsdrew attention to the need to reduce
reporting burdens. A participant from the UNFF highlighted the
recently established CPF task force on streamlining forest-rel ated
reporting.

Regarding how to operationalize coordination and collaboration
among C& | processes, aFinnish participant proposed assigning asmall
group of expertsto addressthistask. A participant from the UK recom-
mended building on existing processes. A participant fromtheUS,
supported by many, proposed that the FAO and ITTO convenean inter-
national expert consultation to consider the possibility of establishinga
communication network among C& | processesand member countries.
She proposed that the expert consultation would consider and make
recommendationson: improving the common understanding of
concepts, termsand definitionsrelated to C& I ; identifying common
approaches, methodsand protocol sfor collecting data; strengthening
existing C& | processes; and the merits of forming aninternational tech-
nical advisory committee. A participant from Guatemal aexpressed
concern regarding the extent to which the US-proposed international
expert consultation would engageregional processesand other fora.

Regarding whether to adopt acommon set of global criteria, partici-
pants considered, but were unableto agree on, seven possible common
criteria: extended forest resources and global carbon cycle; biodiversity;
forest health and vitaity; productivefunctions of forests; protective
functionsof forests; socioeconomic functions; and legal policy and
institutional frameworks. In particular, participantsfrom Brazil and
Malaysiaobjected to thereferenceto theglobal carbon cycle, whereas
Canadaand the US supported thereference.

Several participantsincluding Malaysia, Finland and the US
expressed support for either acommon set of criteria, or at least recog-
nition of common elements and thematic areas addressed by the
regional andinternational C& | processes. A Brazilian participant ques-
tioned the purpose of devel oping acommon set of criteria, and
supported taking amore cautious approach involving strengthening
coordination, collaboration and communication.

In Plenary discussion on theworking groupspreliminary conclu-
sionsand recommendations, Brazil objected to languagereferring tothe
potential benefits of “acommon set of criteria” andinstead preferred
“thematic areasof existing criteriaelaborated by regional processes.”
Canadaopposed Brazil’ s suggestion.

CLOSING PLENARY

On Friday morning, CICI-2003 Vice President LuisAlberto
Castafieda Amaya (Guatemal a) introduced the draft final report of
CICI-2003, containing the 29 conclusions and 24 recommendationsthat
wereformulated by the four working groups. Participantsthen
suggested amendmentsto thereport.

Onthemany applicationsof C& |, delegatesagreed toincluderefer-
enceto certification. Regarding political commitment at theregional
level, participants agreed to specify that political commitment at the
regional level can aso provideaframework for coordinating requests
for external assistance.

Regarding the need to devel op innovative waysto improve the effi-
ciency and effectiveness of forestry institutions, partici pants discussed,
inter alia, the need for areferenceto outsourcing forestry institutions
monitoring and enforcement functions. A participant fromIndia
suggested del eting the reference. Participants agreed to retain thetext
and specify that theinnovative ways may include the redefinition of
rolesand mandates of public, privateand civil society.

Considering aconclusion on development assistanceto theforest
sector, aparticipant from Trinidad and Tobago added language on the
needto raisetheforest sector’sprofile both in national and international
policy agendas.

A participant from Iran proposed adding anew paragraph to high-
light theimportance of small- and low-forest cover countries' (LFCCs)
forestsfor the global and national significanceto biodiversity and the
need to consider their needsand requirementsininternational and
regional fora.

Regarding the potential benefits of acommon set of criteria, partici-
pantsdiscussed the need to specify that these benefitsmay include
promoting credibility and progressat theinternational level. A partici-
pant from Brazil suggested del eting thetext. A participant from
Australiarecommended substituting thistext with language stressing
the benefitsof C& | for demonstrating progresstoward SFM at theinter-
national level and, after ashort discussion, participants agreed.

Regarding C& | asaframework for certification schemesand the
roleof certificationin developing C& I, aparticipant from Finland
suggested text stating that “ certification can al so servein some casesas
atool supporting development of C&1.” The US suggested restricting
the conclusion to the sub-national level.

Onrecommending countriestoidentify indicators, comparableto
economic and social indices, aparticipant from Brazil opposed arefer-
enceto economic and social indices, and it wasdel eted.

Onrecommending the FAO and I TTO conveneaninternational
expert consultation before UNFF-4, parti ci pants agreed that the consul -
tation should be held as soon as possibleto provideinputsto thework
of the UNFF betweenitsthird and fourth sessions.

Inclosing, LuisErnesto BarreraGaravito, INAB Executive
Director, commended participantsfor their positive spirit and their
commitment, and on behalf of the Government of Guatemal a, thanked
theingtitutionsand agenciesthat provided support for the CICI-2003.
Heurged all countriestoimplement the conclusionsand recommenda-
tionsof the conference and officially closed CICI-2003 at 6:00 pm.

FINAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
OF CICI-2003

Thefollowingisasummary of the Final Report of CICI-2003,
whichincludes 30 conclusionsand 23 recommendations.
CONCLUSIONS: CICI-2003 concluded, inter alia:

» C&I havemany applicationsand serve asaframework for setting
goals, monitoring SFM and NFPs, certification, assisting strategic
planning and communicating on progress madeto policy makers
andthepublic, aswell ashelping to build bridges between stake-
holders;

* mainstreaming and integrating C& | into NFPs or other policy
processes can facilitate progresstoward SFM and serve asauseful
tool for monitoring the efficiency and effectiveness of these
programmes and rel ated projects;

« thecontribution of SFM to poverty alleviation, water, energy, health,
agricultureand biodiversity isinsufficiently recognized; C&| for
SFM should be used in public outreach and education as powerful
toolsto improvethisrecognition and coordination among sectors;

« theinvolvement of forestersand forest-related institutionsand
organizationsin processesoriented towards SFM, suchasC&l, is
insufficient; and national coordination isneeded to help ensurethat
SFM contributesto, and benefitsfrom, developmentsin other
sectorsand from overall sustainable devel opment;

* broadly-based participation of governmental and non-governmental
stakeholdersinthework on C& | advances: the understanding of the
benefitsof C&1, generating political commitment, and refining,
strengthening and making C& | more meaningful;

« effective stakeholder participationin devel oping and implementing
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C&| can beenhancedif stakeholders’ needsand interestsaretaken
into account;

community-based management can be enhanced through monitoring
of C& I implementation;

there are anumber of innovative mechanismsfor promoting stake-
holder participation and dial oguein the development and implemen-
tation of C&I;

political commitment at all levels, especially at thenationa level, is
essential to devel oping and implementing C& 1, and needsto be
further enhanced;

political commitment at regional and international levels, especially
ontheministerial level, can provide apowerful framework for
national efforts, coordinaterequestsfor external assistance, facilitate
shared views and make best use of technical capabilities;
thereisaneed to strengthen collaboration and coordination between
C& | processes, and between the forest and other sectorsand interna-
tional initiativesdealing with indicators;

thereisaneed for innovativewaysto improvetheefficiency and
effectiveness of forestry institutions, which may include redefinition
of therolesand mandates of the public and private sectorsand civil
society, and the outsourcing of somefunctions, such asmonitoring
and enforcement;

thefull realization of the potential of C& | astoolsfor SFM isoften
constrained by insufficient capacity, especially in developing
countriesand at thelocal level;

development assistanceto theforest sector has declined; the donor
community isguided by prioritiesset by national governments; and
thereisaneedtoraisethe profile of theforest sector and therol e of
SFM and C& | in national and international policy agendas;
forestsin LFCCsare of global and national significanceto biodi-
versity. Inthisregard, their special needsand requirementsin devel -
oping and implementing C& | for SFM should be considered
appropriately inrelevant regional and international forest fora;
thereisaneed to attract and mobilize domestic and external
financing, and to hel p ensure more efficient use of existing funding
and institutional mechanismsto support C& | development and
implementation;

nationa level indicatorsdevel oped inregional andinternational
processes may require adaptati on by countriesto reflect specific
country conditions;

not all national-level indicatorsarerelevant at sub-national levelsof
application, and priorities attached to them and approachesto
monitoring, assessing and reporting them may vary between levels;
management objectives can determinetherelevance of indicatorsat
the FMU level, and national-level progresstoward SFM may be
determined through an aggregation of lower-level indicators, if the
sub-national or FMUs are representative of country conditions;
adoption of C&| at the national, sub-national and FMU levelscan be
facilitated by legislation and incentives;

C&| provideaframework for many current certification schemes;
certification can servein some casesasatool to support devel-
opment and implementation of C&1;

thereisaneed for harmonization of conceptsand termsrelated to
C& | toimprove common understanding of SFM and C&I;

the coverage and quality of available dataisamajor constraint for
the effectiveimplementation of C& | and SFM;

whilenational forest assessmentsand inventories are animportant
source of datafor compiling national -level information, other
sources should betaken into account;

national forest assessmentsand inventories can enhance action at
the national level and promoteregional compatibility and compara-
bility; thereisaneed to ensurethat datacollected isrelevant to

political andinstitutional needsand environmental conditions; and
thereisapotential to further devel op national forest assessments
andinventories;

C& | arerecognized asauseful contributionto the overall
framework for the GFRA; information collected by the GFRA will
facilitatetheuse of C&I in national and international fora;
coordination and information exchange among international and
national organizationsthat collect forest-related datashould be
improved;

participantswel comed the establishment of the Task Force of the
CPF on Streamlining Forest-rel ated Reporting and itswork toward
harmonizing and reducing national reporting burdens;
participantsdiscussed the potential benefits of acommon set of
criteriabased on existing sets of criteriaelaborated by regional and
international processesfor facilitating information sharing, and
acknowledged the following thematic areas of SFM commontoal
regional andinternational C& | processes: extent of forest resources
(with afootnote specifying that some processesincludereferenceto
theglobal carbon cycle); biodiversity; forest health and vitality;
productivefunctions of forest resources; protective functions of
forest resources; socioeconomic functions; and legal, policy and
institutional frameworks;

thereisaneed to effectively usethe UNFF asaglobal policy forum,
which can enhance high-level commitment and action in support of
SFM at the national and international levels; full support should be
givento the coordination and harmonization effort of the CPF, with
aview tofacilitate and rationalize reporting.
RECOMMENDATIONS: Thefinal report of CICI-2003 recom-

mendsthat, inter alia:

countriesdevelop and integrate C& | into NFPs;

countriesand international organizations, aswell asthe UNFF,
proactively engagerelated sectors, such aswater, energy, health,
agricultureand biological diversity, intheir outreach activitiesto
increase awareness of theforest sector’swork on C& | and maintain
forestsoninternational and national policy agendas;

countriesuse nationally or regionally-accepted indicatorsasa
meansto inform decision makersand the public on the status of
forestsand their impacts on other related and non-rel ated sectors;
countries promote broad stakeholder participation for the devel -
opment, implementation and monitoring of C& | inorder to
strengthen political commitment;

countriesuse existing national and local-level foraascommuni-
cation channelsfor C&1;

countriesidentify or establish national and sub-national bodiesas
needed to promote and monitor implementation of C&;
countrieswith limited capacity consider starting with an easily-
measured core set of indicatorsand expand gradually; and FMU-
level indicatorsaddressthe specific needs of communities, small
landownersand forest managers,

universitiesand other educational institutionsincorporatethelatest
information on SFM intheir curricul&;

developing countries create an enabling environment to attract
domestic and foreigninvestment in theforest sector, including for
implementation of C& I, and mobilize other domestic and external
resourcesfor thispurpose, including through bilateral and interna-
tional partnerships;

countriesand C& | processes seek support for their work on C&|
through the FAO,GEF, ITTO and other relevant organi zations;

C& | processes strengthen cooperation by sharing experiences,
countries not membersof any regional or international C& | process
consider joining one;

voluntary approaches, such as certification schemes, be encouraged
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touseC&l;

* countriesand processes use existing mechanismsand fora, such as
Regional Forestry Commissionsand the CPF Task Force, to
enhance collaboration and coordination among the C& | processes,

» C&I processesmake use of existing forest expert groupsand
networksto support further elaboration and implementation of C&I;

 national and international institutions carry out research on C& | that
aredifficult to assess, including biodiversity, non-market values,
carbon sequestration and social and cultural aspectsand values; and

» FAO usethethematic areasbased on existing setsof criteriathat are
common to regional and international C& | processesin theoverall
framework for the GFRA and hel p ensurethat specific national or
regional aspectsareincorporated in the assessment process.

THINGSTO LOOK FOR

TRANSBOUNDARY CONSERVATION WORKSHOP: A joint
ITTO/IUCN workshop onincreasing the effectiveness of Trans-
boundary Conservation Areas (TCAS) intropical forestswill beheld
from 17-21 February 2003, in Ubon Ratchathani, Thailand. Thework-
shop aimsto raisethe profile of TSA and provideinput to the World
Parks Congress. For moreinformation, contact: EvaMueller or Alastair
Sarre, ITTO Secretariat; tel: +81-45-223-1110; fax: +81-45-223-1111;
e-mail: rfm@itto.or.jp or editor@itto.or.jp; or Stewart Maginnis, [IUCN;
tel: +44-22-999-0001; e-mail: stewart.maginnis@iucn.org; Internet:
http://www.iucn.org/themes/fcp/activities/transboundary1.htm

FOREST PRODUCTSRESEARCH: PROVIDING FOR
SUSTAINABLE CHOICESAND THE FOURTH WORLD
SYMPOSIUM ONLOGISTICSIN THE FOREST SECTOR: This
All Division 5 1UFRO meeting will beheld from 11-15 March 2003, in
Rotorua, New Zealand. Themeeting will serveasaforum for the
exchange of knowledge and experiencein forest productsresearch at
national and international levelsand consider scientific progresstoward
meeting therapidly increasing demandsfor forest products, while main-
taining theforest asthe source of such productsand aresourcefor
social, economic and environmental benefits. The Fourth World
Symposium on Logisticsin the Forest Sector will convenein conjunc-
tionwith thismeeting from 11-15 March 2003. For moreinformation
contact: Brigitte Cabantous, [UFRO Conference Organizing
Committee; tel: +64-7-343-5846; fax: +64-7-343-5507; e-mail:
aldivsiufronz@forestresearch.co.nz; Internet: http://www.forestre-
search.co.nz

COFO-16: The16th biennial session of the FAO Committee On
Forestry (COFO) will convenefrom 10-14 March 2003, in Rome. The
sessionwill bring together heads of forest servicesand other senior
government officialsto identify emerging policy and technical issues
and advise FAO and others on appropriate action. For moreinformation
contact: Michael Martin, FAO; tel: +39-06-5705-3302; fax: +39-06-
5705-5137; e-mail: michael.martin@fao.org; Internet: http://
www.fao.org/forestry/foris/webview/forestry2

THIRD WORLD WATER FORUM: TheForumwill beheld
from 16-23 March 2003, in Kyoto, Japan. A Ministerial Conference
will beheld during the Forum, where Ministerswill work toward
framing and adopting apolitical declaration concerning global water
problems. For moreinformation contact: the Forum Secretariat; tel:
+81-3-5212-1645; fax: +81-3-5212-1649; e-mail: office@water-
forum3.com; Internet: http://www.worldwaterforum.org

ECPF-2: The Second International Expert Consultation ontherole
of Planted Forests (ECPF-2) will be held from 24-30 March 2003, in
Wellington, New Zealand. The meeting aimsto, inter alia, promotethe
role of planted forestsand identify waysto maximizetheir contribution
toglobal SFM. For moreinformation, contact: the ECPF Secretariat;

tel: +64-4-498-9847; fax: +64-4-498-9891; e-mail: plantedforest-
rymeeting@matf.govt.nz; Internet: http://www.maf.govt.nz/maf net/unff-
planted-forestry-meeting

M CPFE-4: The Fourth Ministerial Conference on the Protection of
Forestsin Europe (M CPFE-4) will be held from 28-30 April 2003, in
Vienna, Austria. The European ministersresponsiblefor forestswill
takefurther decisionsto promote progresstoward the protection and
sustai nable management of forestsin Europe. The Conferencewill be
held under thejoint chairmanship of Austriaand Poland andisopento
participants and observers of the M CPFE. For moreinformation
contact: Peter Mayer, Liaison Unit Vienna; tel: +43-1-710-7702; fax:
+43-1-710-77-0213; e-mail: liaison.unit@lu-vienna.at; Internet: http://
www.mcpfe.org

I TTC-34: Thethirty-fourth session of the International Tropical
Timber Council (ITTC-34) will convenefrom 12-17 May 2003, in
Panama City, Panama. The First Preparatory Committeefor the negotia-
tionsof the Successor Agreement to I TTA 1994 will be held immedi-
ately following the session. For moreinformation contact: Alastair
Sarre, ITTO Secretariat; tel; +81-45-223-1110; fax: +81-45-223-1111;
e-mail: editor@itto.or.jp; Internet: http://www.itto.or.jp

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON RURAL LIVELI-
HOODS, FORESTSAND BIODIVERSITY: Thisconferencewill be
convenefrom 19-23 May 2003, in Bonn, Germany and consider therole
of forestsin supporting rural livelihoodsin devel oping countriesand in
maintaining biodiversity. Key objectivesareto survey current knowl-
edge, and identify policy lessonsand afuture research strategy. For
moreinformation contact: William Sunderlin, CIFOR; tel: +251-622-
622; fax: +251-622-100; e-mail: w.sunderlin@cgiar.org; Internet: http://
www.cifor.cgiar.org/shared/template/livelihoodconference.asp

CENTRAL AMERICAN CONGRESSON FORESTRY: The
Fifth Central American Congresson Forestry will beheld from 21-23
May 2003, in Panama City, Panama. The meeting seekstojoin
researchers, experts, technicians, indigenous peopl es, entrepreneurs,
teachersand professional sfrom science and technol ogy institutionsto
discusstheir findings, field experiencesand main resultsfromtheir
most recent research. For moreinformation, contact: Irving R. Diaz,
ACAPROF; email: irving_diaz@hotmail.com; Internet: http:/
www.catie.ac.cr/news/notas/nota24.htm

UNFF-3: TheThird Session of the United Nations Forumon
Forests (UNNF-3) will be held from 26 May to 6 June 2003, in Geneva,
Switzerland. Delegateswill discuss progressinimplementation of the
IPF/1FF proposal sfor action and the UNFF plan of action. For more
information, contact: MiaSoderlund, UNFF Secretariat; tel: +1-212-
963-3262; fax: +1-212-963-4260; e-mail: unff @un.org; Internet: http://
www.un.org/esa/sustdev/forests.htm

WORLD FORESTRY CONGRESS: The 12" World Forestry
Congress, will be held from 21-28 September 2003, in Quebec City,
Canada, toforgeavision of thefuture based on abal anced approach to
sustai nableforest management. For moreinformation contact: World
Forestry Congress 2003 Secretariat; tel: +1-418-694-2424; fax: +1-418-
694-9922; e-mail: sec-gen@wfc2003.0rg; Internet: http://
www.wfc2003.org

INTERNATIONAL WILDLAND FIRE CONFERENCE AND
EXHIBITION: TheThird International Wildland Fire Conferencewill
be held from 3-6 October 2003, in Sydney, Australia. For moreinfor-
mation, contact: Conference and Exhibition Managers; tel: +61-2-9248-
0800; fax: +61-2-9248-0894; e-mail:
wildlandfireO3@tourhosts.com.au; Internet: http://
www.wildlandfire03.com/home.asp
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