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Voluntary, yet mandatory

Â A shift back to state regulation and control

Â Timber certification is adopted by market leaders 
of private sector

Â FLEG(T) is government to government 

Â óraises the ceilingô vs. óraises the floorô

Â Political challenge therefore greater: catching out 
ócrooksô is harder than congratulating the ógood 
guysô:

Â public and private actors that may often be 
unlawful, criminal, corrupt, unaccountable and 
untransparent : current system of compliance and 
control (óverificationô) has been captured 



Benefiting the Poor?

Â FLEGT justified as a way of achieving the 
Millennium Development Goals  

ÂRegain lost revenues

Â Increase state expenditures

Â Improve benefit sharing

ÂSFM

ÂBut what are the direct impacts of FLEG?



CIFOR study 

Â FLEG initiatives have paid too 
little attention to the direct 
impacts on the rural poor

Â A review of forest-related laws 
and enforcement in Bolivia, 
Cameroon, Canada, Honduras, 
Indonesia and Nicaragua finds 
the rights of the rural poor are 
inadequately protected 

Â Laws are selectively developed 
and applied in favour of large-
scale forestry

Â Rural livelihoods are often 
óillegalô or precarious



Forest-related laws affecting people

Â customary laws and norms widely applied

Â international laws relating to trade, human 
rights and the environment 

Â national constitutional provisions 

Â national and local laws relating to 

Â land tenure, 

Â human rights, 

Â conservation, wildlife 

Â forestry 


