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1.0
Background to EU FLEGT Workshop
The Guyana Forestry Commission has continually made efforts to ensure that all forest produce originated from State Forests satisfy the established criteria for legality. As a consequence, monitoring for compliance to forest laws, rules and regulations has always constituted an integral part of the Commission’s work programmes. In execution of these duties, the Commission continually sensitizes stakeholders on the following compliance requirements for best practices: Forest Legislation, Codes of Practice (Harvesting Operations, Manicole Palm, etc), compliance to the national log tagging and tracking system, as well as the importance of concession level and environmental monitoring through the GFC’s the head office along with a number of field monitoring and mobile stations.  

These impetuses are not solely owing to the requirements outlined in the relevant forest legislation, but also, the social obligations arising as a consequence of having distinguished the benefits arising from legal verification of forest produce. Legality directly influences whether utilization of forest produce goes to the right beneficiaries, stabilizes market prices against the externalities of illegal produce, maintains a low rate of deforestation and forest degradation, ensures the sustainable development of forest dependent communities including vulnerable indigenous groups, and, alleviating climate change impacts in a REDD+ framework.

In November 2009, the Governments of Guyana and Norway signed a Memorandum of Understanding.  As part of the activities to be completed in the 2009 – 2010 period, the Government of Guyana is committed to engage in formal dialogues with the European Union Forest Law Enforcement Governance and Trade process (EU FLEGT) with the ultimate goal of entering into a Voluntary Partnership Agreement (VPA) with the EU Commission.
An initial mission was conducted over the period 10-19th March, 2010 by a team from the European Forest Institute (EFI) and the European Union Commission, which facilitated preliminary discussions the EU team and key stakeholders in Guyana including the MSSC, NTC, international NGOs, Amerindian NGO, GFC, the private sector, EPA, donor agencies and high commissions, a number of government agencies and ministries.  A field trip was also conducted to one of GFC’s field stations. 
The Exploratory Workshop is intended to be a follow-up to the initial mission and to enable a broad cross-section of forestry stakeholders to opportunity to interact with representatives from the both European Commission and the European Forest Institutes.  This session is not intended to be the last of such sessions to be held.  
2.0  Purpose and Objectives of  Workshop
The GFC, on behalf of the Government of Guyana, coordinated the Exploratory Workshop on the EU FLEGT Programme with the primary purpose of providing stakeholders with the opportunity to air their ideas and concerns on the potential impacts of the EU FLEGT programme which will serve to inform the GoG on the possible next steps in the EU FLEGT dialogue.  

More specifically, the workshop was coordinated with the following objectives:

1. Facilitate information sharing between stakeholder groups and the EU, EFI representatives
2. Stimulate meaningful stakeholder participation towards decision making at a national level by facilitating work-groups that allow stakeholders to air their views on what are the requirements, implications, advantages and disadvantages of EU FLEGT to Guyana

3. Develop a consolidated matrix from all different workgroup sessions

3.0
 Overview of Stakeholder Participation
The workshop was attended by a large cross-section of stakeholders in which members of Civil Society, Community Forestry Groups, Public and Private Sector were represented. Importantly, 95% of the executive members of the National Toshaos Council attended and participated in the workshop.

Representatives of each of the stakeholder groups listed above were separated into their respective work-groups where they were required to complete a pre-designed matrix which would have detailed the requirements, implications, advantages and disadvantages of EU FLEGT. Participants were required to elect a group leader and moderator who would present their completed matrix at the plenary discussions. Further, the decision on how the matrix will be completed was left to the discretion of the work-groups.
4.0
 Summary of Presentations

4.1 
Presentations from the Guyana Forestry Commission 
Overview of Legality and Sustainable Forest Management Policies and Practices in Guyana

Presented by:
Jagdesh Singh (Deputy Commissioner of Forests – Forest Resouces Mangement, GFC)


Tasreef Khan (Deputy Commissioner of Forests – Forest Monitoring, GFC)

This presentation included general sector statistics of Guyana’s forestry sector. It outlines the organizational structure of the GFC and the roles and responsibilities of the Commission and its sister agencies to forestry in Guyana. Further presented are the important policies and legislation used in forest management and monitoring and some explicit examples of how these are applied with specific reference to the use of Geographical Information Systems (GIS) in SFM, examples of compliance to the Code of Practice for Timber Harvesting and the National Log Tagging and Tracking System. Important pre-harvest measures were also outlined. New and emerging issues and the challenges the present to the sector were also discussed. 
The presentation then emphasized the criteria presently used in Guyana for Legality Assessment and the document references for these criteria. The focus was on the Commission’s monitoring programmes for the different types of forest concessions. The methods used for strengthening monitoring activities in the sector were also discussed with special reference to emerging areas for focus namely: Independent Forest Monitoring in a REDD + framework. 

Overview of Guyana’s Legality Assurance System

Presented by:

Quacy Bremner (Assistant Commissioner of Forests – Forest Monitoring)

The primary focus of this presentation was on the Draft of the Guyana Legality Assurance System which was developed in 2006-2007, and was further examined by GNBS for the possibility of becoming a national standard.  The presentation was divided into the five (5) focal areas of the GLAS Draft and the criteria for compliance in each area were discussed.
4.2
Presentations from EU, EFI

Overview of FLEGT and VPAs

Presented by:

John Bruneval (European Commission)

This presentation introduced the EU FLEGT scheme to participants as a means of addressing the issue of legality in timber harvesting and trade. The Voluntary Partnership Agreement (VPA) which represents the legally binding agreement through which the FLEGT scheme will be implemented. A constant sub-theme of the VPA discussion was the fact that while there are templates for VPAs, the content will be entirely country specific and that legality definitions encompass social, economic and environmental variables.

The Market for Timber and Timber Products and the EU FLEGT Action Plan

Presented by:

Melissa Othman (European Forest Institute)

In this presentation, the importance of the demand side of international timber markets in the determination of the requirements for suppliers was outlined. EU FLEGT was presented as an important market tool for accessing European markets since the Illegal Timber Regulation (to be phased in tentatively by 2013) may further affect access to these markets.

VPAs: Detailed Information

Presented by:

John Bruneval (European Commission)

This presentation gives details of the eleven (11) annexes that are included in the Voluntary Partnership Agreements.

4.3        Presentations from the Working Group Session

In the working group sessions, participants were separated into four (4) sub-groups: Community, Civil Society, Public Sector and Private Sector to discuss the requirements of FLEGT, its implications, its advantages and disadvantages. Subsequent to group discussions, leaders elected by the group presented the group’s matrix to the plenary for further discussions. 

Discussions from the Civil Society Work Group

Presented by:

Eustace Alexander (Conservational International)
This group elected to complete their matrix holistically by creating inter-relationships between criteria. The discussions in the group, largely focused on what compliance to FLEGT would mean to a cross-section of stakeholders, including the GFC, and indigenous communities.

Discussions from the Community Work Group

Presented by:

Toshao Yvonne Pearson (Chairperson of the National Toshaos Council)




Bertie Xavier (Annai)

This group completed each criteria in the matrix independent of the other criteria. Their efforts were chiefly directly to what compliance with FLEGT would mean for the Amerindian communities who practice logging and are interested in export. Capacity building at the community level was of primary importance to this group.

Discussions from the Public Sector Work Group

Presented by:

Godfrey Marshall (Forestry Training Center Inc.)

The public sector’s work, as disclosed by the leader, came from the FLEGT Briefing Notes 1 – 7. This group also completed the matrix holistically.

Discussions from the Private Sector Work Group

Presented by:

Khalawan (Forest Products Association)

The private sector work group was primarily concerned with the implications that FLEGT would have an existing or emerging markets and the capacity of the GFC and forest producers to cope with the inevitable changes FLEGT will pose to the sector.
Consolidated Matrix from Work-Group Sessions

	
	Requirements of Guyana joining the EU FLEGT Scheme
	No. of Groups Concurring with Point
	Implications for Guyana Joining to EU FLEGT Scheme
	No. of Groups Concurring with Point
	Advantages of Guyana Joining FLEGT 
	No. of Groups Concurring with Point
	Disadvantages Guyana Joining of FLEGT
	No. of Groups Concurring with Point

	1
	Definition for Legality
	1
	Review current legislation and policies to adapt an accepted definition
	2
	Opportunity to build capacity locally
	3
	FLEGT development and implementation will be very cost intensive
	3

	2
	Wood Tracking Systems for Chain of Custody
	2
	Review and upgrade current licensing system,
	2
	Opportunity to review and revise relevant legislation
	2
	No addition advantage is reaped from FLEGT vis a vis FSC Certification
	1

	3
	Development of Legality Assurance System
	2
	Increased Financial Costs
	3
	Opportunity to improve monitoring and verification activities
	3
	No additional revenue or funding from EU
	2

	4
	Capacity Building: Human, Technical and Institutional
	4
	VPAs are legally binding and cannot be negated at will
	2
	Opportunity to build capacity locally
	3
	Stakeholder fatigue
	2

	5
	Voluntary Partnership Agreement
	1
	GFC procedures will have to be standardized
	2
	FLEGT has similarities to the Lacey Act
	1
	Markets still will not be guaranteed
	2

	6
	Improved Forest Governance
	2
	Increased Compliance Levels
	2
	Opportunity to improve inter-agency liaisons
	2
	Greater responsibilities both to stakeholders and the GFC
	2

	7
	Improved Forest Management
	2
	 
	
	Opportunity to resolve land use conflicts
	1
	Intensive education and awareness programmes are required
	2

	8
	Education and Awareness programmes
	2
	Market Access not Guaranteed
	2
	Gives Private Sector Confidence
	1
	Insufficient time
	3

	9
	Market Requirements
	2
	Greater Inter-Agency Collaboration
	2
	Promotes Guyana's timber products
	2
	There is not the required human resource to implement FLEGT
	2

	10
	Increased Partnerships
	4
	Potential for multi-use forests
	1
	 
	 
	No recognized blueprint for FLEGT
	1

	11
	Increased Stakeholder Participation 
	2
	Empowerment of Indigenous Communities
	1
	 
	 
	Guyana already implements SFM principles
	1

	12
	FLEGT to be addressed at NTC levels
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	One community member may defect and ruin the opportunities for all other members
	1


5.
Next Steps and Follow-Up Actions
The following have been identified to be the next steps:
· A draft of the consolidated matrix will be made public via the GFC’s website

· A period of 3 months following the date of completion of the workshop will be allotted for further inputs to be made on the areas discussed and any general query or input on the EU FLEGT process and Guyana’s possible involvement.

· The participants were encouraged to discuss within their sub groups and communities about the EU FLEGT and to send any feedback to the GFC.

· The private sector was also encouraged to have sub group meetings to further discuss the issue.

· The comments and queries that would be received will be used to update the matrix at the end of the three month period.
· The updated matrix will be presented on the GFC’s website following compilation.
· The GFC will offer any support services required in relation to sourcing clarifications on the EU FLEGT programme.

· The National Toshaos Council will look for additional opportunities for engagements with all Toshaos’ to further discuss the EU FLEGT Programme.

· The GFC will coordinate a main session to present all comments and submissions received.  
6.
Annexes
6.1 Workshop Agenda
AGENDA 

Exploratory Workshop on the European Union Forest Law Enforcement Governance and Trade Initiative

28 – 29th September, 2010

International Convention Center
Chairman: Kenny David (Assistant Commissioner of Forests – Guyana Forestry Commission)

Day 1


Tuesday, 28th September, 2010

10:00am – 10:25am 
Welcome and Opening Remarks




Kenny David; Pradeepa Bholanauth (GFC), and Norbert Probst, Chargè  

                                    d’Affaires, a.i (EU)

10:25am – 11:00am 
Overview of Legality and Sustainable Forest Management policies and practices in Guyana, outlining Government's vision, objectives, and challenges.  

(GFC representative)

11:00am – 11.30am
Overview of Guyana’s Legality Assurance System and Independent Forest Monitoring Framework.


(GFC representative)

11:30am – 12.30pm 
Discussions
12:30pm – 1:30pm
Lunch

1:30pm – 2:30pm
Introductory Presentation on EU FLEGT Initiative.

                                       Summary of Requirements and Implications of EU FLEGT and VPA for Guyana

(EFI, EU)
2:30pm – 3:30pm 
Discussions 
3:30pm – 3:45pm
Break

3:45pm – 5:45pm
Working Group Sessions themes: (Organized by Stakeholder Groups, which may include, but not limited to: civil society, private sector, public agencies, and communities)

Implications of EU FLEGT for Guyana.  Requirements, Key issues, Advantages, and Disadvantages 

Day 2


 Wednesday 29th September, 2010

8:00am – 9:30am
Working Group Session continue.  Finalize Group Presentations

9:30am – 10:30am
Group Presentations and Discussions.  

10:30am – 10:45am
Break

10:45am – 12:15pm
Discussions. Development of draft Matrix outlining Implications of EU FLEGT for Guyana

12:15pm – 1:30pm
Lunch

1:30pm – 2:30pm
Presentation of first Draft of Matrix on Implications of EU FLEGT for Guyana

2:00pm – 2:45pm
Wrap up and Closing Presentation (EFI, EU)
2:45pm – 3:30pm 
Wrap Up and Closing Presentation (GFC and GoG)
3:30pm – 4:15pm
Closing Ceremony




Closing Remarks by Norbert Probst, Chargè d’Affaires, a.i (EU); John Bruneval 




(EU Representative); and Hon. Robert Persaud, Minister of Agriculture, M.B.A,




M.P



Workshop Reception

6.2 List of Participants

Date: 
September 28, 2010

	No. 
	Name 
	Designation
	Organization / Agency

	1
	Mahendra Budhram
	 
	Barama Company Limited

	2
	Francine Beland
	Volunteer
	CESO (CIDA)

	3
	Jim Richardson
	Volunteer
	CESO (CIDA)

	4
	Eustace Alexander
	 
	Conservation International - Guyana

	5
	Jussi Viitanon
	Government Exp.
	EFI, FLEGT Facility

	6
	Savitri Itwaru
	Environmental Officer
	Environmental Protection Agency

	7
	Tomas de Staiz
	Economist
	Environmental Protection Agency

	8
	Nalissa Persaud-Lackna
	Environmental Officer
	Environmental Protection Agency

	9
	Norbert Probst
	Charge d'Affaires
	EU Delegation

	10
	Javin Singh
	P&IO
	EU Delegation

	11
	Alain Castermons
	Agro-economist
	EU Delegation

	12
	Melissa Othman
	 
	European Forest Institute

	13
	Didider Devers
	Consultant
	European Forest Institute

	14
	John Bruneval
	 
	European Union Commission

	15
	Hilbertus Cort
	President
	Forest Products Association

	16
	Mohindra Chand
	Junior VP
	Forest Products Association

	17
	Khalawan
	Senior VP
	Forest Products Association

	18
	Laura T. Singh
	Industry and Product Development Officer
	Forest Products Development and Marketing Council

	19
	Theresa Madray
	 
	Forest Products Development and Marketing Council

	20
	 
	 
	Forest Products Development and Marketing Council

	21
	Godfrey Marshall
	Director
	Forestry Training Center Incorporated

	22
	Rohini Kerret
	Project Coordinator
	Forestry Training Center Incorporated

	23
	Colin Sparman
	Admin Coordinator
	Guyana Gold and Diamond Miners Association

	24
	Tejshree Tiwari
	Environmental Officer
	Guyana Geology and Mines Commission

	25
	Michael Hutson
	Senior Land Admin Officer
	Guyana Lands and Surveys Commission

	26
	Ng-yuen Liu
	Senior Land Admin Officer
	Guyana Lands and Surveys Commission

	27
	Andrew Mendez
	 
	Guyana Manufacturing Services Association

	28
	Mimi Fernandez
	 
	Guyana Organisation for Indigenous Peoples

	29
	Patrick Henry
	 
	GTIS USAID

	30
	Kevindra Tularam 
	Environmental Auditing Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	31
	Hewley Clarke
	Environmental Auditing Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	32
	Leroy Gulliver
	Environmental Auditing Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	33
	Alandia Warde
	Management Trainee
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	34
	Shawn-Ann Greene
	Management Trainee
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	35
	Kandila Ramotar
	Monitoring Inspector
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	36
	Margaret Wade
	Monitoring Inspector
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	37
	Keith Austin
	Monitoring Inspector
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	38
	Ganaram Manoo
	Monitoring Inspector
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	39
	Bruce Thomerson
	Training Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	40
	Simone Benn
	Community Development Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	41
	Tasreef Khan
	Deputy Commissioner
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	42
	Jagdesh Singh
	Deputy Commissioner
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	43
	Pradeepa Bholanauth
	Head - PDD
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	44
	Edward Goberdhan
	CoF (ag)
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	45
	Padmini Ragnauth
	Environmental Auditing Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	46
	Ruslin Richards
	Management Trainee
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	47
	Kenny David
	Assistant Commissioner
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	48
	Quacy Bremner
	Assistant Commissioner
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	49
	Worren Lackna
	Community Development Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	50
	Joel Adams
	Environmental Auditing Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	51
	Carey Bhojedat
	Projects Officer
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	52
	Sumedha Mahadeo
	Botanist
	Guyana Forestry Commission

	53
	Avinash Persaud
	CEO
	IFI / TPL

	54
	Luvindra Sukraj
	General Manager
	Interior Forest Industries

	55
	Vanessa Benn
	Coordinator
	Iwokrama

	56
	Vemal Hitlall
	Accountant
	Jettoo's Lumberyard and Sawmill

	57
	Shameeza David
	Project Officer
	Ministry of Amerindian Affairs

	58
	Julie Sookram
	Project Officer
	Ministry of Amerindian Affairs

	59
	Tarachand Balgobin
	 
	Ministry of Finance

	60
	Megayla Austin
	Foreign Service Officer
	Ministry of Foreign Affairs

	61
	Ashton Simon
	CEO
	National Amerindian Development Foundation

	62
	Rommel Simon
	Coordinator
	National Amerindian Development Foundation

	63
	Sydney Allicock
	Chairman
	North Rupununi District and Development Board

	64
	Federica Chiappe
	Economist
	Office of the President

	65
	Gitanjali Chanderpaul
	Climate Change Specialist
	Office of the President

	66
	Martin Rajaram
	Managing Director
	Patrewta Sawmilling & Timber Co

	67
	Ramesh Dookhoo
	Chairman
	Private Sector Commission

	68
	Sanjivan Selvaraja
	M.P
	SAS Tropical Development Inc.

	69
	Paulette Bynoe
	Director
	SEES, UG

	70
	Peter Persaud
	President
	TAAMOG

	71
	Paulisa Mendonca
	Secretary
	TAAMOG

	72
	Camila Nardon
	 
	The Forest Trust

	73
	Lyndon McAlmont
	Executive Member
	UBFPA

	74
	Patsy Ross
	Programme Officer
	UNDP

	75
	Donna Ramdial
	Lecturer
	University of Guyana

	76
	Winston Harlequin
	COTR
	USAID

	77
	Bill Gelman
	General Development Officer
	USAID

	78
	Darshana Patel
	 
	World Bank

	79
	Janice Bollers
	Forest Officer
	World Wildlife Fund

	80
	Reynold Samuels
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	81
	Christopher Edwards
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	82
	Maxwell Andrew
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	83
	Dharness Larson
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	84
	David Wilson
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	85
	Bertie Xavier
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	86
	Herbie Campbell
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	87
	Lester Flemming
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	88
	John Fleming
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	89
	William Peters
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	90
	Hildebrand James
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	91
	Herman Williams
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	92
	McLean DeVair
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	93
	Ernest Dundas
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	94
	Derrick John
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	95
	Bernard Laud
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	96
	Earnest Samuels
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	97
	Yvonne Pearson
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council

	98
	Julie Johnson
	National Toshaos Council Representative
	National Toshaos Council


6.3
Work-Group Presentations
Civil Society Presentation by E. Alexander
	Requirements for the EU FLEGT Scheme
	Implications of Conformance to EU FLEGT Scheme
	Advantages of FLEGT
	Disadvantages of FLEGT

	Additional capacity building - technical, human and institutional
	More resources may be required e.g. additional investment is needed by both private and public sector. Additional monitoring will require more resources in order to ensure that compliance is met.
	Capacity building allows for a transfer of skills to other projects
	There will be an additional cost attached to build capacity for individuals

	Overall improved forest governance.
	Lead to higher compliance levels and greater corporate social  responsibility demonstrated by the private sector 
	Help with improved forest management that would allow for the safe guard for environmental goods and services hat that have national and global implications
	No additional advantage to sign on to FLEGT. To our knowledge FSC does similar things

	FLEGT would require comprehensive forest  inventory and mapping - especially for some groups of stakeholders
	Potential issue for FLEGT for multi-use of the forest. May lead to the need for reforms in several aspects of our approaches - policy, legislation, practices.
	Greater coordination among sectors e.g. GFC and GGMC
	Guyana has already made strides towards sustainable forest management and FLEGT may not add more to the existing systems

	FLEGT may lead to additional administrative requirements as well as pre-requisites for mining permit issuance for miners in Guyana.
	Demarcation of areas specifically for mining
	Greater coordination among sectors e.g. GFC and GGMC
	 

	EU FLEGT can give us an opportunity to review/amend legislation and policy for the mining and logging sectors
	If legislation/policy is not defined the overlapping responsibilities of government agencies will continue to cause conflict among the various sectors.
	Provides an opportunity to review, rationalize, and consolidate existing legislation and policy.
	Does not give us any revenue for that contribution that Guyana makes to the global problem as REDD+ will do for forest carbon for Guyana

	FLEGT will have to support an extensive awareness program particularly in Amerindian communities
	Empowerment within indigenous communities 
	Would bring good practices in the social, environmental & economic aspects of forestry operation across Guyana i.e. State Forests & Amerindian communities
	There will be an additional cost attached to E & A programme


Public Sector by G. Marshall 

	Requirements for the EU FLEGT Scheme
	Implications of Conformance to EU FLEGT Scheme
	Advantages of FLEGT
	Disadvantages of FLEGT

	Definition of Legal  Timber (taking into consideration social, environmental and economic issues)
(a) Land rights/Land use
(b) Access to timber
(c) Mode of processing/ Mode of technology
(d) State of the environment 
(e) Social benefits
	(a) Review our definition of legality in our land use documents eg Mining, EPA, Forest.
(b) Review/Upgrade of licencing and monitoring systems.
(c) Need for more capacity for staff.
(d) Cost implications.
(e) Possible increase/reduction of markets, investors/ Better opportunities for legal operators
(f) Better values for local timber
	(a)  Regularisation of illegal operators.
(b) Potential for improved market- share for legal operators.
(c) Opportunities for state-of-the art monitoring system.
(d) Improve efficiency of exports.
(e) Additional capacity developed.
(f) Improved livelihoods.
(g) In consonance with provisions of LCDS.
	(a) Extensive and costly development phase. 
(b) Market access not guaranteed.
(c) Extensive education and awareness efforts required to support loggers/exporters.
(d) Technical assistance required to support small loggers.
(e) [More skilled staff required.]

	Timber Legality Assurance System (a system for ensuring only legally produced timber is licensed for export)
	(a) Review/Upgrade of licencing and monitoring systems.
(b) Need for more capacity for staff.
(c) Cost implications.
(d) Extensive consultations required/ Cost
	(a) Opportunities for state-of-the art monitoring system.
(b) In consonance with provisions of LCDS.
(c) Capacity building.
(d) Improved transparency.
	(a) Need for more resources/Cost implications.

	Wood Tracking Systems and Chain of Custody (mechanisms for control of the supply chain)
	(a) Review/Upgrade of licencing and monitoring systems.
(b) Improved skills sets of staff.
(c) Cost implications.
	(a) Improve verification procedures.
	 

	Voluntary Partnership Agreement
(a) A commitment to ensure that the applicable law promotes SFM
(b) Technical and administrative systems re chain of custody
(c) A commitment to transparency and accountability in forest governance
(d) An independent (forest) monitoring system 
(e) Procedures to licence the export of legally harvested timber
	(a) Need to review national laws to ensure compatibility with each other.
(b) Need to improve inter-agency collaboration.
(c) Strengthening stakeholders relations.
(d) Consonance with LCDS
(e) Opportunities for improved cohesion between agencies in the natural resources sector.
(f) Need for reconciliation of overlapping land use activities. 
(g) Need for more responsible behaviour by loggers and other stakeholders using forest.
	(a) Strengthened relations between Guyana and EU.
(b) Improved forest practices 
(c) Strengthening stakeholders relations.
(d) Enhanced economic profile for Guyana.
(e) Improved conservation of ecosystems.
(f) Supports MRVS
(g) Potential for improved land use. 
(h) Improved livelihoods.
	(a) Stakeholders fatigue (more demand on stakeholders time).
(b) EU Market access not guaranteed. 
(c) Potential land use conflicts 
(d) Benefits biased towards the logging communities.


Private Sector by Khalawan
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Community by Y. Pearson

[image: image5.emf]Requirements for the EU FLEGT Scheme 

– Community Groups
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� Complete Participant Lists for September 28 and 29 are available in Annex 7.2


� The complete unedited copies of all presentations and available in Annex
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