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_ =3 role of certification in promoting
S = = sustainable forest management

South African Forest Assurance




SAFAS STRUCTURE

Stakeholder Members
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SW4SW DIALOGUE
Strengthening sustainable wood chains

Social, Economic and Environmental benefits
SDGs and Climate change objectives
Poverty reduction, Sustainable landscapes and Sustainable growth

a.k.a. SUSTAINABILITY

Is certification assisting with delivering these goals

If not, what should change?




MENU

. A Dialogue amongst friends — typical smallholder scenario

. What is certification...really?

. What is the current role played by certification Globally, in Africa
and specifically South Africa?

. What are the challenges to making certification effective and
appropriate to all scales of forestry?

. What is the Value-Based Approach

How can the Value-Based Approach help sustainable development
in Africa and the developing world?

SAFAS

J



Pooh wants to protect 100 Aker wood
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That’s easy Pooh,
certification is a
system to identify
and label
sustainably
produced timber

Piglet, what is forest
certification?

for all the world’s
forests and inspect
forestry operations
against the standard..

ek They issue a certificate N
and label their products i

FAS



To tell the customers
that its good for the
forests if they buy
certified timber.

Why do they want
to label sustainable
timber?

It won’t fetch a
reasonable
price, Pooh.

What happens
to the

uncertified

timber?

They will try to
get certified

What will
happen to
those
producers?

Ny
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But what happens if
the standard doesn’t
work everywhere in
the world....
inspectors can’t tell
which forests are
sustainable?

Silly Pooh, the Standard can’t be
wrong because it was written by a
very large committee of people who
disagree on almost everything.




How do they know that
unlabelled, uncertified

products are not
sustainably produced as

N N |
J _\ »
{ :
J
4 £
£ A ulw,,
/ J 1
f.\
Dy
\v 4
.
L \ % v ) v
\ \ aN
s N
= L nm S ¢
\ \ %
Y ‘
PO, A 2 4

Mmm, not sure,
maybe we should
ask Rabbit.



Rabbit, how do

They don’t, they

take a N\
they know that : \
. precautionary =
unlabelled, _ A=t
tified s approach......if / A
uncertitie ’ | it is uncertified it ' *
products aren’t NN _ , is assumed it is L=
also sustainably ! NOT sustainably = \ .
produced? / produced. / /
N, ==
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Kanga, why
don’t all
producers get
their forests
certified?

Well, either the
forests are not
well managed
or the standard
Is too
complicated.

are too
poor too

pay to
et their
What are the gf N
oor foresters Oorests | don’t know, Maybe
P 3 inspected you should ask Owl

going to do?



Owl!, what if there is uncertified

timber that is even more sustainable

than the certified timber, but they
can’t afford the cost of getting
certified?

L

| "{

I’m not sure
they know
what to do
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Won’t that mean that
the poor won’t get a
reasonable price for
their timber, making
their lives even harder?

'3

R R

14
T

AN g ) )
Ll

:

EXIY

| guess so, but
maybe you should

ask Christopher
Robin




Hi CR, What will = | | s’pose

happen if the small, ‘ ‘ someone will
poor forest owners, > think of
like us can’t get something
their forests ( Oh Dear!
certified?
11 %

How much of 0 ¥ D
e S L

the world’s = - o | ‘
forests are ‘~ [
certified?
- Y,
Where in the

world are these ‘)
certified forests? 'ﬁ .

pom S

87% are
Canada, USA
and Europe
Piglet.

That’s easy, Just
over 1%

_ .
Mm, so how much

% is in the poor,

~__countries CR

. -




What iIs
certification?

To the

consumer.............

©2013-2014 Jungle Bird Foundation - JungleBird.org



- store
Ecological

Footprint k E
‘ LocalHarvest .

kL pianetec(c)) o
ecovillage @& il
ECO LINE S il | %
~— 3t Green 24 / —

[rEESNYE
9&9/ %as‘. GREENFQEL é% ENVlROF!I

clickgreener:com

rNN ENVIPONMINTAL
c NIWS NITWORK

b) ecoge
/‘nwrd;f‘éq

Green
o, notheng wh”

pcm =

MDA

1:
awmb
@ BRIGHTER
PLANET




10 Lowveider HE\W

Geathere llghts lor hahoons

Meghan, 15, trieson a ¢
ring. Another exclusive |
aprincess in the makin

Daily 2

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2017 NEWSPAPER OF THE YEAR 6

As a report reveals beaches are getting worse and two
supermarket chains back our bottle deposit campaign...

LET’S TURN THE
TIDE ONPLASTIC.




FSC FOREVER

GLOBAL FSC CHAIN OF CUSTODY CERTIFICATES

—

North America -
8% of total FSC CoC Certificates
3.164 FSC CoC certificates

Asia
36.9% Jf total FSC CoC certificates
s 14,636 FSC CoC certificates

-
L

Oceania
1% of total FSC CoC certificates
416 FSC CoC certificates

SouthAmerica & Caribbean
. 3.9% of total FSC CoC Certificates
1,554 FSC CoC certificates

No. of countries:’ 127
Total no. of certificates:® 39,635

Number of FSC CoC certificates
I 2000 2nd above B :.o9s-2.000 Il 595 -s00 249 -125 62-31 14-1

B 15591000 B 239250 124-63 30-15 No:CoC certhicates

Based on numbers from FSC International - Core Business Systems
Created: 11.10.2019




Members, Endorsed Systems,
I Distribution of Certificates

~

Europe
North America 115 millan ha
169 million ha 36% TCA >
53% TCA 9,367 CoC
426 CoC ‘
° Asia
® o 15.8 milfion ha
5% TCA

l ‘ 1,359 CoC
&
Africa
0.6 million ha
16 CoC e Countries where
Central & South - Chain of Custody \
America d certificates have
6.8 miliion ha been issued
2% TCA
144 CoC . )-
B PEFC members with [} PEFC members with [ 4 /0
endorsed systems systems not endorsed yet ¢
= Oceania
12 million ha
* ha - hectares b
225 CoC
CoC - Chain of Custody certificates

TCA - % of total PEFC certified area Edbh a3 il aseens



TO _d OWnN Supporting Institutions BANKS DEVELOPMENT AGENCIES
P = Certification systems Risk management:
l = Certification Bodies » Assurance of returns on
= NGOs investment
» Consultants » Assurance of credibility

Foresters
Yo » Need a market
Ko > Risk aversion
» Sustainability tool
» Trade barrier

Retailers
» Broad-based risk

management strategy
» Avoid controversy!

-

Processors
> Need a market
> Trade barrier




“Where in the world are the certified forests”




FSC FOREVER

Global FSC-certified forest area

pod
Asia

?1@534.6% of total FSC-certified area
(9,265,396 ha )

259 certificates

“'~rth America - 50.3% of total FSC-certified dfea
(100,685,513 ha )

783 certificates

33.3% of total FSC-cerw..._
(66,598,172 ha)
258 certificates

'~
L]

Oceania

) 1.3% of total FSC-certified area
67 (2,675.364 ha )

SouthAmerica & Caribbean

. . 6.9% of total FSC-certified area
(13.909.041 ha)
268 certificates

(7,115,129 ha)
55 certificates

40 certificates

200,248,615 ha 4 /

Total certified area:?
No. countries:? 82
Total no. certificates:® 1,663

Total FSC-certified forest area in ha

I 10000.000 and sbove [l 7.500.000 -9.959.559 [l 2.500.000-4.935.599 [ 750.000 - 959.999 250,000 - 499,999 100 - 93,999
I 5.000.000-7.499,995 [ 1.000.000 - 2,499,959 500.000 - 749,999 100,000 - 249,993 No FSC certified forest

Based on numbers from FSC International - Core Business Systems
Created: 11.10.2019
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WHERE ARE THE DEFORESTATION FRONTS?

The 11 deforestation fronts, with projected losses, 2010-2030 [WWEF Living Forests Report 20
A



FOREST AREAS CERTIFIED BY REGION

REGION

CERTIFIED AREA

% of global certified

Total Forest Area**

% of total forest
area certified *

(PEFC AND FSC)*

area

(millions ha)

(millions ha)

(millions ha)

North America 235.6 45.4 679.0 34.7
Europe incl. russia 215.7 41.5 1005.0 21.5
Latin America and Caribbean 20.7 4.0 890.4 2.3
Asia 25 4.8 592.0 4.2
Oceania 14.6 2.8 191.0 7.6
Africa 7.7 1.5 674.0 1.1
TOTAL 511.6

Dual 86

TOTAL 425.6 4031.4 10.6

* PEFC and FSC websites 2019 data
** FAO Global Forest Resources Assesment 2010
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Certified area in Africa
(Data from FSC Website October 2019)

COUNTRY Hectares Certificates
CAMEROON 341 708.00 1
ESWATINI 125 083.00 4
GABON 2 061 190.00 6
CONGO, THE REPUBLIC OF 2410693.00 4
GHANA 21 430.00 2
MOZAMBIQUE 50 753.00 2
NAMIBIA 391 711.00 4
RWANDA 10 002.00 1
SIERRA LEONE 6281.00 1
SOUTH AFRICA 1437 176.00 23
TANZANIA, UNITED 216 317.00 3
UGANDA 42 785.00 4
Large Global Corporates

7115129.00 55

* Data from FSC Facts and Figures October 2019

4,5 million ha are in Congo
Basin managed by 5 mostly
multi-national companies.
Most of the rest of African
Certifications are large
companies.

Notable exceptions in Mpingo -

Tanzania, and Uganda UTGA

and Namibian farmers —
communities and farmers.

South Africa is all plantations —
some farmers in group schemes



v SOME PILOT PROJE NGO SUPPORT IN TROPICAL COUNTRIES
All data collated from FSC and PEFC websites 20T9\FAS



Key ingredients for certification

GOVERNANCE = Laws and Policies + Implementation [Enforcement and support]

ORDER !

.

ARE THESE THE KEY INGREDIENTS FOR SUSTAINABILITY?







Sustainable forestry is essentially a socio-ecological system.

The role is diversity in resilience and sustainability is central to
ecological and socio-ecological systems.



"Owl!, what if there is uncertified timber that is even more
sustainable than the certified timber, but they can't afford the cost
of getting certified because they are too small and poor?”

cried Pooh

Are developed-world-based certifications in low governance
environments really measuring sustainable forest management?

Or, are they measuring against developed world standards which may
not be applicable to the developing world context

Does a certification system that is designed for a high governance
environment ensure sustainability in a low-governance context.

Global corporates forcing policies of mechanisation into countries with
high unemployment rates.

Measuring sustainability has to be context
specific Bottom-up

SAFAS



1.2 million hectares B Commercial forest area ZIMBABWE
4
. el MOZAMBIQUE

Plantations — 1.2 Million ha

- BOTSWANA |
80% certified Limporo %
75% owned by large .

, weme Nelspiuit

corporations Fl e
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Scale related bias in certification in South Africa
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Why certification practice might not always support
sustainable forest management in the developing world.

1. TOP-DOWN approaches result in inappropriate standards.

2. Traditional auditing methods, audit against the full

certification standard at every operation regardless of scale
fail to identify key issues.

3. Audits don’t appear to address the key risks. Audits may
miss the point entirely e.g. silviculture example

4. No systematic approach to risk prioritisation.
5. Auditing intensity does not consider risk.

SAFAS
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VALUE-BASED PLATFORM

SET UP

[The same for all operations]
IDENTIFY VALUES

ECONOMIC

BIODIVERSITY

ECOLOGICAL

COMMUNITY

WORKPLACE

MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES

PLANNING

RISK ASSESSMENT

PHASE 1
INTRINSIC RISK =SCALE

GIS AND REMOTE SOURCES

BIODIVERSITY MAPS

SOIL SENSITIVITY

SITE POTENTIAL

DROUGHT RISK

HARVESTING

FIRE PROTECTION

PLANTING

IDENTIFY RISKS
LOSS OF BIODIVERSITY

SOIL EROSION

LOSS PRODUCTIVITY

PESTS AND DISEASES

-

DISEASE RISK

RISK TO WATER RESOURCES

DIRECT SOURCES

USE OF CONTRACTORS

HARVESTING SYSTEMS

FOREST PRODUCTS

CULTURAL SITES

SPECIES SURVEYS

RISK ASSESSMENT

PHASE 2
MANAGEMENT = PROBABILITY

AUDIT AGAINST STANDARD REQUIREMENTS

LEVEL OF COMPLIANCE IS RATED

SCALE X PROBABILITY = RISK RATING

RISK RANKING = PRIORITIZATION

MODERATE RISK

LOW RISK

NEGLIGIBLE RISK

PHASE 3

REPORTING
COMPLIANCE AGAINST STANDARD

ROOT-CAUSE ANALYSIS

STRATEGIC PLANNING SUPPORT




RANKING OF RISKS

11 Financial security Timber Theft Loss of revenue Rate the effecti of to timber theft: 5.0 3
Employment Qutsourcing Rate the effectivness of svstems to monitor contractor 117 3.4
3 Establishment Timeous establishment Impacts of delayed Harvested timbher areas are re- ished within a vear of felline unless the area is beine rehabilitated to natural 3. 4
4 Establishment Controlling the guality of Poor guality silviculture |Rate the aualitv of silviculture 3. 4
Financial security Monitoring of Sales and vield Loss of revenue |Yields are in line with nredicted with site conditions: 4.3 2
Plantation protection Flooding Damage to infrastructure |1 = The transnart netwark (roads streamcrassines denats) is verv well desisned and maintained to withstand fload 2
Employment Untrained workers less |Waorkers are aware of hazards in the warknlace and are trained on safe wark nrocedures in i with the national | 3 3
Financial security Timber wastage Loss of revenue Rate the effecti of sustems to nrevent timher wastage: 3 KEY To RISK
Legality, Planning and Maintaining certification public credibility Rate the effecti of vour to meet and maintain certification standards: 4 3
4 Conservation Control of invasive alien Failure to control alien |percentase of conservation zanes in maintenance nhase hv area: 3
Community relations | Contribution to local socio- Assess the contribution made ta lacal ic devel throush inint activities with the ity 3.7 ASSESSM ENT
Financial security Protection against corruption | Impacts of corruption: [Rate the effe of sustems to nrevent carruntion: 3.0
35 Establishment Residue management Burning of plantations |0 = no hurnine of residue . 2.4 ngh R|Sk
17 Community relations | Consultation with community Assess the state of ¢ itv relations in lisht of the ing - 4 2.4
29 Emplovment Direct Employment injury Rate the effectiveness of vour health and safetv sustems to nrevent iniuries in the worknlace - Time lost Time Initiry o 2 2.0 .
49 Fire management Prepare tracer belts soil Methad to nrepare tracer helts: 3 9 MOderate R|Sk
50 Fire management Prepare tracer belts - harming non-target 0 =no nesticides used 3 7 N
4 Legality, Planning and | Implementation of Planning | Impact of poor planning: [The ing svstem: 2 " LOW R|Sk
48 Plantation protection hunting, fishing trapping loss of biodiversity. are imnl; edta ide nrotection from illeeal huntine_ fishing t ing: B
65 Conservation Controlled burning of fire- Incorrect burning leads |A fire nlan for natural ecasvstems euided hv the hest ilable infi ion is imnl ed |nSI nlflcant R|Sk
Conservation Specific conservation 533 The or likely of listed threatened or nratected ies (TOPS) and their hahitat i ! g
21 Employment Contractors Impacts of lack of 1=\Waorkers are ahle to neeatiate their conditions of emnlovment through: X 2 .
23 Employment Contractors Impacts of lack of Assess the effecti of the di resolution nrocess: . 2 R Irreleva nt
25 Employment Contractors 1= There are no renorts or evidence for sexual harrassment and/ar bullvine K 2 d
Financial security Maintenance of even Lack of sustainable 1 =Apceclass distribution even within 10% tolerance 4. 2 K
6 Community relations Managing disputes within Impacts of inadequate [There is a formal disoute resolution nracess for the followine situations: A 2 3
32 Employment Contractors Impact on workers of [There is no evid. of non- i with the ! Equitv Act (Act No_ 55.1998) -0 2 2
33 Employment Direct employment Untrained workers less |\Warkers are aware of hazards in the warknlace and are trained on safe wark nracedures in liance with the national -0 2 0.2
57 Harvesting Extraction soil Sail erasion is minimised tF h the use of forest vstems which are iate to the slone sail -2 2 0.2
66 Conservation Grazing management Poorly managed grazing [Grazine bv livestack and wildlife ans shall he d to nrevent deeradation of the natural hahitat 7 3 0.0
54 Harvesting Felling physical disturbance of [Damase to conservation zanes should he ided durine harvestine. When d accurs it must he repaired* -0 0.0
56 Harvesting Felling soil compaction inimised throush the use of forest wstems which are annronriate to the slone. soil 5.0 0.0
58 Harvesting Extraction soil compaction inimised throush the use of forest vstems which are annronriate to the slone_ soil 5.0 0.0
60 arvesting Stacking & loading soil compaction ini d throush the use of farest vstems which are annronriate to the slone soil 5.0 .0
55 arvesting Felling soil ised t the use of forest vstems which are iate to the slone sail -2 -6
43 Plantation protection Disease and pests spread Reduction in The carrect stens have heen taken ta the threat of di 4.7 =
30 Employment Contractors injury Rate the effectiveness of vaour health and safetv systems to nrevent iniuries in the worknlace - Time lost Time Iniury 3.0 -0
45 Plantation protection Use of nutrients Reduction in soil fertility |1 = no indication that vields are decreasing -0
51 Fire management Preparing firebreak Impacts on Biodiversity: [A fire nlan for natural ecasvstems suided hv the hest ilable inf ion is imol ed: 2.5 2 -0
75 Estate Management Disposal of waste environmental pollution |\Waste disnnsal sites on the manasement unit comnlv with national lesislation and lacal bv-laws and are manased 4.3 2 Z
77 Estate Management Chemical store management | chemical pollution, loss |Rate the effectiveness of the ma of chemical store: 4.3 2 oz
46 Plantation protection Damage to plantations by Reduction in Rate the effecti of the sustems ta nratect nlantations from d causing animal 2.0 3 4
a4 Plantation protection Uncontrolled fire Financial lo: Rate the effecti af the fire i : 4.2 2 8.3
69 Conservation Protection of sites of special | loss of cultural heritage i it i i ied and nrotected 3.3 2 8.0
59 Harvesting Stacking & loading soil Soil erosion is minimised throush the use of forest vstems which are anorooriate ta the slone. sail 5 2 e
3 Legality, Planning and |Establishing security of tenure Impact of insecure Legal tenure is d rated throueh title deeds or lease aer (Ear Tribal Authorities see guid. in 4 e
42 Establishment Species/hybrid choice Incrorrect choicecan _|The kev factors eui ies and senotvne choice should he a) the ohiectives of the nlantation b) the ate and c)
15 Community relations Provision of employment High levels of When makine decisions regardine the use of contractor | lahour or hi to do forestrv wark:
26 Employment Choosing work systems Impact: job losses When makine decisi r the use of contractar: | lahour or hi to do forestrv waork: .2
71 Conservation Spread of plantation species | Loss of biodiversityand |5 2 1 The arsanization has determined if the snecies thev intend ta srow or are srowine are known to he invasive and if -0
28 Employment Contractors Impacts of inadequate |Warkers are sunervised ta ensure thev imnol; their tasks safelv and effectively 3. 5.7
76 Estate Management Road maintenance Erosion, sedimentation, |4 1 3 Develonment maintenance and use of infrastructure as well as transnort activities are manased to nrotect .2 5.4
67 Conservation Avoidance or mitigation |Eroded areas in conseruation zanes are rehabhilitated and interventions maonitored and adanted to ensure effecti . 5.4
20 Emplovment Direct Employment Impacts of lack of 1=Workers are ahle to neeatiate their conditions of emnlovment throush- -0 5.4
22 Emplovment Direct Employment Impacts of lack of Assess the effecti of the disnute resolution nrocess: -0 5.4
39 Establishment Pesticide use harming non-target 0 =no nesticides used -0 5.4
72 Conservation Control of damage causing Inhumane treatment of |Where damage-causine animals (e g hahoons hush niss antelone & rodents) nose a sienificant threat to the .0 5.4
73 Conservation Transpiration Stream flow reduction |Rate the effectiveness of measures ta nrevent or mitiaate imnact of stream flow reduction on neighbourina land 3 5.3
Financial security Costs management Impact of inadequate  [Tn what extent are the drivers of the casts of duction und aod and the rel asnects monitared includi -3 582
a4 Financial security Assurance of market Decreased income Market secured for the vast maiaritv of all timher nroduced far the forseeable future -0 5
4 Employment Direct Employment There are no renorts or evidence for sexual harrassment and/or bullvine 0 5
7 Employment Impacts of inadequate ! are. ised to ensure thev imnol their tasks safelv and effectively -0 1 5.0
63 Harvesting Timber transport disturbing the peace FoY ions are nl. d and dta d off-site i L i includine i ta 5.0 1 5.0
52 Fire management Preparing firebreaks soil Soil erosion is minimised throush the use of forest svstems which are anoropriate to the slone. soil 2 4.8
1 Legality, Planning and Compliance with legal Impact of Illegal C li with the ional Water Act (Act Nao. 36 of 1998) INWAI: 2.0 4.0
2 Legality, Planning and Compliance with other Impact of Illegal Substantiated outstanding claims of lesal non- li related to plantation t raised bv reeulataory -0 4
31 Employment Direct Employment Impact on workers of _[There is no evid. of non- i with the | Equitv Act (Act No_55.1998) 3.0
36 Establishment Cultivation and planting soil Sail erasion is minimised throush the use of forest vstems which are anorooriate to the slone soil 2
38 Establishment Fertilising eutrophication - poor 10 = No use of fertilisers 3.0
0 Establishment Weeding - Herbicide use harming non-target 1 =na nesticides used 3.0
5 Legality, Planning and System for tracking and Inability to prove origin |A sustem is imnl, od to track and trace all nroducts that are marketed as certified includine information about all 5.0 (0] i
6 Legality, Planning and Maintaining certification loss of markets Rate the effecti of vour to meet and maintain certification standards: -0 3 .0
Fire management Under canopy burning (to soil il inimised t! the use of forest iate to the slone soil 3.2 [0] .0
Harvesting Infield processing soil inimised throush the use of forest vstems which are annronriate to the slone soil 3.2 0 .0
Harvesting Infield processing soil compaction is minimised throush the use of forest vstems which are iate to the slone soil 5.0 0 0.0 I
Conservation Protection of traditional loss of traditional Rate the effectiveness of effarts to nrotect traditional knowledse: [ 0.0 1 0.0
4 Estate Management Maintaining acceptable poor living conditions |Rate the aualitv and condition of worker accomadation and assaciated services in relation ta minimum housing 3.0 0.0 N
Processing Pole treatment chemical pollution QOnerations are ol. dand d to nrevent ad aff-site envir al impacts. includine impacts to 0.0 0.0
Processing Sawmilling solid waste pollution |Rate the effectiveness of measures to nrevent and mitisate nollution: 0.0 0.0 ’
80 Processing Sawmilling poor air guality Rate the effectiveness of measures to nrevent and mitieate nollution: 0.0 0.0
1 Processing Charcoal production poor air guality Rate the effectiveness of measures to nevent and mitisate nollution: 0.0 0.0
2 Nursery management Water use stream flow reduction |Rate the effactiveness of measures ta nrevent or mitieate imnact of stream flow reduction on neishhourine lands: 0.0 0.0
3 Nursery management Waste disposal environmental pollution [Rate the effectivenass of measures to nevent and mitieate nollution: 0.0 0.0
4 Nursery management Pesticide use harming non-target 0 = no nesticides used 3.0 0 0.0 1 ~
85 Nursery management Fertilising eutrophication - poor _[Rate the effectiveness of the safesuards to nrevent imnacts of fertilisers: 0.0 0 0.0 =3 .& A‘ r)
86 Nursery management Composting Bark leachate pollution - poor |Rate the effectiveness of the safesuards ta nrevent imnacts of leachate nollution: 0.0 0 0.0 5




CERTIFICATION TAILORED FOR THE CONTEXT
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Figure 3: HIGH PRODUCTION MONOCUTLURE LANDSCAPE




HIGH PRODUCTION MONOCULTURE

High national economic importance

>90% plantation

Limited biodiversity and low potential

for ecosystem services

High Impact mechanized production

Low employment opportunities




HIGH PRODUCTION MIXED FARMING LANDSCAPE:

Googlegarth
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HIGH PRODUCTION MIXED FARMING LANDSCAPE: High economic importance/>90%

transformed/Low Biodiversity/Low potential for ecosystem services/Moderate Impact production
systems /high employment opportunities and benefit to local communities.
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Figure 2: COMMUNAL MULTIFUNCTIONAL LANDSCAPE — 10 000ha of homesteads, farming, grazing, grasslands,
and indigenous forests. The area has low production with low impact operations, high biodiversity, and
potential for ecosystem services offering multiple benefits for local communities.
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Summary of main pressures on forests in different deforestation fronts
] Primary cause of forest loss and/or I Important secondary canse of forest Lezs important canse of forest loss L Not a cause of forest loss and /or
severe degradation loss and/or severe degradation and/or severe degradation severe degradation M

*WWEF Living Forests Report 2015




Certification and sustainable wood
oroduction in Africa

 We need to plant trees

* Strategy needs to be integrated with agriculture, grazing, protection of
natural habitats and cultural needs. [Sustainable Landscapes]

* Forestry planning must be prepared for a complex social context associated
tenure arrangements.

* Investment in such projects must include a system of assurance of
sustainability that is:
* locally contextualised,
* landscape orientated
* risk based.

* We are implementing a system like this in South Africa in the Value-Based
Approach and invite you to engage us on this.

SAFAS






