
Preparations for the Midterm Review (MTR)  

of the International Arrangement on Forests (IAF)  

 

Assessment on actions related to the involvement of  

Major Groups and other relevant stakeholders 

 

 

Mafa E. Chipeta 

December 2022 

 

 

Assessment report prepared for the UN Forum on Forests 

 

 

Through its resolution 2022/17, the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC), based on the outcome of 

the seventeenth session of the UN Forum on Forests, decided that the Forum would undertake 

extensive intersessional activities in preparation for the Midterm Review (MTR) of the International 

Arrangement on Forests (IAF). The resolution called for these actions to be implemented in a 

transparent and independent manner, and in close consultation with Members of the Forum, as well 

as the Collaborative Partnership on Forests (CPF) member organizations and other relevant 

stakeholders.   

To facilitate this process, the Forum Secretariat hired consultants to assist in the preparation of 

background papers and assessments. These assessments and outcomes of preparatory 

intersessional work related to the midterm review, will be submitted to the open-ended 

intergovernmental ad hoc expert group on the preparations for the IAF-MTR, which will be convened 

in late 2023.  

The views and opinions expressed in the assessment reports are those of the authors and do not 

necessarily reflect those of the United Nations Secretariat. The designations and terminology 

employed may not conform to United Nations practice and do not imply the expression of any 

opinion whatsoever on the part of the Organization. 
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 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

1. This is the report of Assessment “J”; it is one of 10 reports prepared by consultants as part of 
preparations for the UNFF’s Midterm Review in 2024 of the effectiveness of the International 
Arrangement on Forests 
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d. The MGoS have increasingly appealed for the IAF to focus more on practical action, a 
message started at the Major Groups-led Initiative (MGI) in Kathmandu for UNFF11 in 
20144; followed up at a 2019 MGoS meeting in Bangkok5

https://esango.un.org/civilsociety/displayForestSearch.do?method=search&sessionCheck=false
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/MGI-2015-Final-Report.pdf
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/DraftSummary-EGM-MGs-Bangkok-Jan-19.pdf
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/MGI_2020_Final_Report.pdf
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/MGs-UNSPF-Implementation-rpt2020.pdf
https://esango.un.org/civilsociety/displayForestSearch.do?method=search&sessionCheck=false
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/MG_workplan_May2018.pdf
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complementary plan. MGs/Civil Society actions to institutionalize participation in SFM are 
also in the report (Box 9). 

 
e. Notwithstanding the very highly complex governance system crafted for MGoS working 

with the UN, the ones affiliated to the IAF seem to allow much initiative, as evidenced 
byMG Children and Youth leadership for the aforementioned Nairobi MG-led initiative 
on “Cross-sectoral collaboration for inclusive forest landscapes”11;its high-profile 
statements at the April 2021 “High Level Round Table Sixteenth Session of the United 
Nations Forum on Forests”12 and its “Youth Call for Action: Work with Us” at the 2022 
World Forest Congress13,  

 
7. Assessment Issue J3: Assess the ability of major groups and other relevant stakeholders to 

/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/UNFF16-HLRT-MGCY.pdf
https://www.fao.org/3/cc0249en/cc0249en.pdf
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/EGM-Regional-MGs-Dec2021-Summary-final.pdf
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accessing financing for implementation of activities/projects in the collective major group 
workplan”. No clear decision from the Forum has been seen. 

 
c. With no progress on earlier requests to the UNFF, the meeting proposed that the midterm 

review consider including revising the [GFFFN] eligibility criterion to major group entities’ 
requests for support in project conceptualization and capacity building on accessing 
financing for implementation of activities/projects in the collective major group workplan.  
However, this appeal has been floated unsuccessfully so many times by the interested 
MGsand has made little headway. At this MTR, it may be best for the MGs to seek clear 
closure– positive or negative – so that repeat vague mentions of procedural bottlenecks do 
not keep unwarranted hope alive. 

 
d. In section J.3.3.3“The Agenda for cooperation with others”, this report suggests that some 

financial success could come from further or more effective engagementof MGoS with the 
commercial private sector and philanthropies. Also, there is a huge community of financial 
institutions operating at sub-global levels that, if motivated, could probably yield more 
finance than the global institutions so far targeted. But MGoS may have to be willing to work 
with parties that may not necessarily wish to comeunder a UNFF umbrella.  

 
e. Questionnaire responses had some useful insights, including (i) studying why UNFF is 

not attractive to some important commercial and philanthropic entities; (ii) the need to 
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of coordination (above). But again, in addition, consider how to make the heavy structure 
for representation agile in seizing opportunities, responding to requests for MGoS inputs, 
and securing resources for dialogue or action, including finances. 

 
d. Finally, regarding matters of “Identify potential financial resources that could 

facilitate the development and implementation of quadrennial meetings of the 
Major Group-led Initiative in Support of the United Nations Forum on Forests” – it is 
unlikely that financing attendance of meetings can appeal to many donors than those 
already supporting the UNFFS –the focus should then be on building sponsorship into 
the existing Trust Fund. Try instead:  
i. MGs should seek funding principally for field action and then finance attendance 

at meetings by inserting budget lines for this within the action-oriented projects; 
ii. Much attention in the report has gone to funding for field action, with focus on 

the private sector and philanthropies. Not all such parties are affiliated with the 
UNFF or will necessarily want to engage with it and therefore, for the sake of 
forests, MGoS may need to be pragmatic;  

iii. Collectively as MGs or separately, consider starting full-time grant fundraising at 
the field rather than global level (including from philanthropies). Latin American 
questionnaire responses imply that funding is most easily attracted at local 
rather than global level, for interventions supporting local community 
livelihoods, conservation, and indigenous and other marginalised groups ’ needs; 
and 
Consider copying the health sector practice of capitalising on high-profile 
diseases to also fund less “attractive” diseases: try attracting SFM funding for 
exciting donor darlings like climate change and biodiversity; and seek closure 
(positive or negative) on whether the UNFF Trust Fund can attract more funds to 
support MGs and/or Member States will change the GFFFN guidelines to directly 
address MGs requests.  
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I INTRODUCTION 
 
10. ECOSOC’s Resolution 2015/3315decided to strengthen the International arrangement on forests 

beyond 2015, extend it to 2030 and clarified it functioning modalities; ECOSOC also defined the 
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II ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

15. The following are among the sources of information used in the preparation of this report:  
a. A review of relevant documents and information posted on the websites of the UNFF, UN-

related organizations and other relevant intergovernmental bodies and processes, including 
all web links contained in this report - of this, the 2020 UNFF questionnaire responses are 
still “current” when set against the endless timeframe of forest growth;  

b. Discussions with and information and comments provided by the UNFF Secretariat;  
c. Responses to a consolidated questionnaire containing questions developed by the 

consultant to elicit views from UNFF members and partners on the range of actions 
contained in the annex to ECOSOC resolution 2022/17. 

The questionnaire was circulated by the UNFF18 Bureau Chair on 9 August 2022to UNFF Focal 
Points, Member organisations of the CPF, UNFF Regional and Subregional partners, major 
groups and other relevant stakeholders. The Bureau requested comments by 30 September 
2022, later extended to 14 October. 
 

16. The Secretariat facilitated preparation of this report by providing administrative support and 
relevant documentation and other information as requested, and by providing comments on its 
successive drafts. However, the views expressed herein, including the conclusions and 
recommendations, are those of the consultant. Throughout the process of preparing this report, 
there was open sharing of drafts among the consultants by email and through virtual meetings, 
with the aim of promoting consistency in overall approach across the assessment reports. 
 

17. Responses to the questionnaires have continued to trickle in as late as December 2022 
but regrettably, as Table 1 shows, as of end November 2022, they remain only a few, 
being 10 Member States (3 Africa, 1 Asia-Pacific, 2 Europe, 2 Latin America-Caribbean, 
and 2 North America); 0 Regional/Subregional Organisations; and 5 Major Groups).18It 
should be noted that not only MGs responded to questions about themselves; some 
Member States and regional/sub-regional partners also did. Around mid-October 2022, a 
re-send of the consultant questionnaire was made by UNFFS and the consultant engaged 
by email with the NGO and Women groups that acknowledged having received it. In the 
end, from the NGO group came a joint input from the umbrella NGO focal point, plus two 
others, an input from one global NGO and another from an Ecuadorian one. The Women 
group’s acknowledgement was not followed up by a questionnaire response . 

 
18The extent of responses is not completely out of line with other efforts. According to the UNFF15 Secretariat 
Note “Implementation of the United Nations strategic plan for forests 2017–2030” [Doc E/CN.18/2020/2] 
questionnaires were sent out to get feedback on progress.  UNFFS received 36 responses from 28 Member States, 
4 member organizations of the Collaborative Partnership on Forests, 1 regional organization, and on ly the NGO 
major group (partly with subsidiary inputs from their members) . 
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Table 1: Questionnaire responses as of end November 2022 
[excluding those with no inputs under section “J”] 
 

Major Groups and other 
stakeholders 

Member States 
 

MG Children & Youth 
MG Farmers + IFFA 
 “Friends of the Siberian 
Forests” - Non-Governmental 
Ecological Organization 
FundaciónPachamama (Ecuador) 
- NGO 
Forest Stewardship Council (an 
NGO) 

EL SALVADOR – only replied to J 
KENYA 
MALAWI 
NIGERIA 
MEXICO 
ROMANIA – replied 
“noopinion” on J 
 
 

PANAMA 
SWITZERLAND 
THAILAND – no opinion on J 
USA 
 

 
 
III ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS FROM COLLECTED INFORMATION 

18. The essence of the assessment is to look at the effectiveness of engagement between the 
IAF and the Major Groups. Partnership involves policy dialogue as well as action to 
achieve SFM. The first is “soft” and success or effectiveness is therefore not easily 
measurable. The second is more measurable, but in a process that has few “landmark 
achievement levels” against which to measure progress those that exist being global goals 
(such as 3% increase in global forest area), “success” is hard to declare for a diverse 
number of entities that are working individually. It is not possible to say what share of the 
global ambition can be set against their performance so they can be judged “successful” 
or otherwise. 
 

19. The analysis will start with assessment for the policy dialogue roles, both under the UNFF 
annual sessions and intersessional activities that feed into them. Then it will cover action 
in the field including on enabling elements for them, such as capa
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b. Inter-MGoS collaboration in both work planning 
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Priorities”. This document is not comprehensive but is a useful indicative report on many 
engagements, without necessarily quantifying either the investment or the output/result.  
 

Box 1: UNFF Exhortations to Engage Major Groups and other relevant Stakeholders in IAF work 
 
The exhortations are repetitive and so it serves the purpose just to mention where they were made without 
reproducing the text: 
 
1. In the UNFF15 Report: Under Engagement and contributions of partners, includes: - Para 17 and Para 18.  
2. Inclusion in the UNFF 17th and 18th session agendas of: Major Groups and other Stakeholders. 
3. From the UNFF 17 report [Ref 1]: Para 10 and Para 11.  
4. In UNFF 17 report Annex: Actions in preparation for the midterm review, in 2024, of the effectiveness of 
the international arrangement on forests, included section “J”: “Actions related to the involvement of major 
groups and other relevant stakeholders”. 
5. Under draft agenda for UNFF18: covered contributions of and enhanced cooperation with partners to 
achieving the thematic priorities including specifically contributions of major groups and other relevant 
stakeholders, including the private sector and philanthropic community, to achieving the thematic priorities, 
and progress on major group workplans. 
6. The UNFF16 Report [Doc E/2021/42-E/CN.18/2021/8] confirms as agenda items under UNFF17, 2 “Updates 

/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/UNFF16-CN-High-Level-Round-Table.pdf
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28. UNFF16 called for identifying barriers to obtaining support from philanthropic 

organizations, realising that participation of all relevant stakeholders, in particular, 
women and youth, in addition to the private sector and philanthropic organizations, was 
critical to achieving the goals. It invited countries to support MGs activities and to 
consider involving youth in their delegations at international meetings. It is understood 
that MGC&Y has successfully fundraised for a range of projects (including from CPF 
members FAO and IUFRO), which also help cover participation in meetings.  

 
III.2 MAIN DEVELOPMENTS SINCE 2015 REGARDING THE INVOLVEMENT OF MAJOR GROUPS 
 
29. Since resolution 2015/33, UNFF sessions have persistently encouraged and facilitated 



https://icfpa.org/


/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/MG_Report_workplan_May2018_final.pdf
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/DraftSummary-EGM-MGs-Bangkok-Jan-19.pdf
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39. These sentiments are expressed in many other reports, including (only as examples) in the 
May 2015 discussion paper submitted by the major groups at UNFF11 (Doc 
E/CN.18/2015/6/Add.1). ECOSOC extended the welcome to the MGs and other 
stakeholders in 2015 in resolution 2015/33 (Doc. E/2015/42 and Corr.1), as stated in its 
report (ECOSOC Official Records, 2020 Supplement No. 22 Doc E/2020/42-
E/CN.18/2020/9), and in UNFF11 paragraphs 10 -11, [ECOSOC Official Records, 2022 
Supplement No. 22. E/2022/42-E/CN.18/2022/8.Para 11]. The latter report made the 
explicit addition in particular of private actors like forest industries, local communities 
and philanthropic organizations, small-scale landowners, micro-, small and medium-sized 
enterprises, as well as local communities and indigenous peoples in SFM. UNFF17 
expanded the list to include a category “

/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/UNFF17-HLRT-Workers-Trade-Unions.pdf
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44. The importance of science and technology in understanding the dynamics of forests and 

for the achievement of sustainable forest management and forest-related Sustainable 
Development Goals is often highlighted by MGs and the Forum. The need for an evidence-
based framework for monitoring, assessing and reporting on the implementation of 
sustainable forest management and for knowledge to inform policy has been stressed on 
several occasions. The MGs proposed that the Forum raise the discourse on the role of 
science and technology in sustainable forest management and the science-policy interface 
and seek support for the scientific and technological communities for the GFGs as well as 
the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. 

 
45. A 

https://www.fao.org/collaborative-partnership-on-forests
https://www.fao.org/collaborative-partnership-on-forests
https://www.fao.org/event/world-forestry-congress/wfc-programme/special-events/cpf-dialogue-climate-change-conflicts-and-food-insecurity---forest-solutions-to-tackle-effects-of-crises/en
https://www.fao.org/event/world-forestry-congress/wfc-programme/special-events/cpf-dialogue-climate-change-conflicts-and-food-insecurity---forest-solutions-to-tackle-effects-of-crises/en
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same year as adoption of resolution No 2015/33 titled “International arrangement on 
forests beyond 2015”, the Secretariat, through the Note by the Secretariat on the Multi-
stakeholder dialogue32, expressed the view that “The Forum has made significant progress 
in enhancing the participation of stakeholders in its work”.  
 

III.2.2.1 Overview 
49. Given the large numbers of Member States, it is not very practical to identify areas of 
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meetings33”. The focus is on regional/subregional groups inputs but most interesting is 
that field action by these involves MGs as mobilisers of civil society for field interventions.  
 

52. The UNFF 17 Note by the Secretariat on “Policy discussions on the implementation of the 
United Nations strategic plan for forests 2017–2030: activities in support of the thematic 
priorities for the biennium 2021–2022” under the section titled “Update on the activities 
of major groups and other relevant stakeholders, including the private sector and the 
philanthropic community, and progress on major group workplans”34states thatthe 
major groups continued to appeal to donor organizations, development partners and the 
United Nations system to support their ongoing efforts on capacity-building and resource 
mobilization. It was also mentioned that at the time that the UNFFS continued to 
strengthen engagement with the business and industry major group through its 
collaboration with the World Business Council for Sustainable Development and the FAO 
Advisory Committee on Sustainable Forest-based Industries, as well as other business and 



/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Global-Forest-Goals-Report-2021.pdf


23 
 

III.2.2.3 Practical MG Actions on Record 
59.
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Table 2: Major Group Interventions in Report to UNFF16 and UNFF17 



https://icfpa.org/who-we-are/
https://www.wbcsd.org/Overview/About-us
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inequality.  It 

https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/Resources/Forest-Sector-SDG-Roadmap-Implementation-Report
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/New-roadmap-to-maximize-the-forest-sector-s-contribution-to-the-Sustainable-Development-Goals
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/New-roadmap-to-maximize-the-forest-sector-s-contribution-to-the-Sustainable-Development-Goals
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/Resources/Forest-Sector-Net-Zero-Roadmap
https://www.wbcsd.org/Overview/News-Insights/WBCSD-insights/Road-to-COP-15-Aligning-business-action-with-the-Post-2020-Global-Biodiversity-Framework-and-2030-Action-Targets
https://www.wbcsd.org/Overview/News-Insights/WBCSD-insights/Road-to-COP-15-Aligning-business-action-with-the-Post-2020-Global-Biodiversity-Framework-and-2030-Action-Targets
https://www.wbcsd.org/Overview/News-Insights/WBCSD-insights/Why-investors-should-put-working-forests-at-the-heart-of-the-net-zero-transition
https://www.wbcsd.org/Overview/News-Insights/WBCSD-insights/The-time-for-ecosystem-restoration-is-now.-Collaboration-is-imperative
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/Members-of-WBCSD-s-Forest-Solutions-Group-mark-their-support-for-the-United-Nations-Decade-on-Ecosystem-Restoration
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/Members-of-WBCSD-s-Forest-Solutions-Group-mark-their-support-for-the-United-Nations-Decade-on-Ecosystem-Restoration
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/New-report-provides-a-data-driven-description-of-the-forest-sector-s-many-contributions-to-the-realization-of-the-SDGs
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/New-report-provides-a-data-driven-description-of-the-forest-sector-s-many-contributions-to-the-realization-of-the-SDGs
https://www.wbcsd.org/Archive/Factor-10/News/The-circular-bioeconomy-is-a-USD-7.7-trillion-opportunity-for-business-and-a-key-element-in-the-fight-against-climate-change-biodiversity-loss-and-resource-scarcity
https://www.wbcsd.org/Archive/Factor-10/News/The-circular-bioeconomy-is-a-USD-7.7-trillion-opportunity-for-business-and-a-key-element-in-the-fight-against-climate-change-biodiversity-loss-and-resource-scarcity
https://www.wbcsd.org/Sector-Projects/Forest-Solutions-Group/News/Forest-Sector-steps-up-to-mitigate-climate-change-through-increased-forest-cover-and-use-of-forest-products
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Box 3: Forests and the planted tree industry – a Brazilian example 

 

https://terravivagrants.org/category/biodiversity-conservation-wildlife/
https://terravivagrants.org/category/biodiversity-conservation-wildlife/
https://sgp.undp.org/
https://iki-small-grants.de/
https://www.international-climate-initiative.com/de?iki_cookie_check=1
https://terravivagrants.org/funding-news/?gclid=CjwKCAiAmuKbBhA2EiwAxQnt71II1jc4fvj1-xy4YyW1OlMYaM1pll5J6VibgxQgNJH24ev2ZNw6ARoCeX4QAvD_BwE
https://terravivagrants.org/funding-news/?gclid=CjwKCAiAmuKbBhA2EiwAxQnt71II1jc4fvj1-xy4YyW1OlMYaM1pll5J6VibgxQgNJH24ev2ZNw6ARoCeX4QAvD_BwE
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GLOBAL CONSERVATION FUND (GCF)  
https://www.conservation.org/about/global-conservation-fund 

¶ GCF has helped to create or expand 135 protected areas, spanning 81 million hectares of vital terrestrial 
and marine ecosystems in 26 countries. 

 
JAPAN FUND FOR GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FOR NGOS/NPOS ENGAGED IN ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVITIES  
https://concoursn.com/japan-fund-for-global-environment-for-ngos-

-

https://www.conservation.org/about/global-conservation-fund
https://concoursn.com/japan-fund-for-global-environment-for-ngos-npos-engaged-in-environmental-activities/
https://concoursn.com/japan-fund-for-global-environment-for-ngos-npos-engaged-in-environmental-activities/
https://www.afdb.org/en/topics-and-sectors/initiatives-partnerships/africa-climate-change-fund
https://www.bezosearthfund.org/our-programs


http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/beyond-oda-foundations.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/beyond-oda-foundations.htm
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Box 6: Key Philanthropies-related Messages from questionnaire responses 

 

¶ It would be good if UNFF could establish closer link between Global Forest Financing Facilitation Network 
with the Global Investors for Sustainable Development (GISD) to engage investors to promote in SFM.  

¶ Engage philanthropies (as other donors) on important indigenous and other marginalised community 
challenges: this may interest them. 

¶ explore the barriers to obtaining support from philanthropic organizations for Major Groups 
programs. 

 
Source: in response to Question J-3 

 
75. THE BEZOS EARTH FUND - Nature Solutions43is a fast-rising pro-nature philanthropic 

entity (see Box 7). Currently the Fund has some $440 million committed to forests-related 
projects, of which some $123 million are dedicated to a range of global pursuits; $51 
million for restoration ($36 million for the US, $15 million for Africa; $106 million for 
theCongo Basin; $152 million for the Tropical Andes; and $31 million for “other Africa”. In 
December 2022, “the Bezos Earth Fund has committed $110 million in grant funding to 
organizations developing climate research and working to restore deforested and 
degraded land within the African continent and in the United States. The new grants are 
part of the 10-year, $10 billion pledge Amazon founder Jeff Bezos made when he 
launched the Earth Fund in 2020” – (Box 7).  
 

 

 
43https://www.bezosearthfund.org/our-programs 

https://www.devex.com/organizations/bezos-earth-fund-193572
https://www.bezosearthfund.org/our-programs


https://www.devex.com/news/authors/1685704
https://www.devex.com/news/bezos-earth-reveals-110m-in-new-grants-for-climate-reforestation-104653?access_key=&utm_source=nl_newswire&utm_medium=email&utm_term=article&utm_content=cta&mkt_tok=Njg1LUtCTC03NjUAAAGItKM1X2vnOgOQgRiUYKIvMv3AmmLyzIUi1jFJ7Q7uD3QoM46uz80MvF-astQLBiKwpRN4jWP9YEdFEagZ-SWSN8sXR6-8TjDZQJWqzWnk8wZEvuQ
https://www.devex.com/news/bezos-earth-reveals-110m-in-new-grants-for-climate-reforestation-104653?access_key=&utm_source=nl_newswire&utm_medium=email&utm_term=article&utm_content=cta&mkt_tok=Njg1LUtCTC03NjUAAAGItKM1X2vnOgOQgRiUYKIvMv3AmmLyzIUi1jFJ7Q7uD3QoM46uz80MvF-astQLBiKwpRN4jWP9YEdFEagZ-SWSN8sXR6-8TjDZQJWqzWnk8wZEvuQ
https://www.devex.com/news/bezos-earth-reveals-110m-in-new-grants-for-climate-reforestation-104653?access_key=&utm_source=nl_newswire&utm_medium=email&utm_term=article&utm_content=cta&mkt_tok=Njg1LUtCTC03NjUAAAGItKM1X2vnOgOQgRiUYKIvMv3AmmLyzIUi1jFJ7Q7uD3QoM46uz80MvF-astQLBiKwpRN4jWP9YEdFEagZ-SWSN8sXR6-8TjDZQJWqzWnk8wZEvuQ
https://www.devex.com/news/bezos-earth-reveals-110m-in-new-grants-for-climate-reforestation-104653?access_key=&utm_source=nl_newswire&utm_medium=email&utm_term=article&utm_content=cta&mkt_tok=Njg1LUtCTC03NjUAAAGItKM1X2vnOgOQgRiUYKIvMv3AmmLyzIUi1jFJ7Q7uD3QoM46uz80MvF-astQLBiKwpRN4jWP9YEdFEagZ-SWSN8sXR6-8TjDZQJWqzWnk8wZEvuQ
https://www.devex.com/organizations/bezos-earth-fund-193572
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The $110 million pledge includes a $50 million allocation for African restoration projects that the Bezos Earth 
Fund revealed at last month’s 27th United Nations Climate Change Conference in Sharm el-Sheikh, Egypt. The 
funding will help support AFR100, a country-led African initiative that wants to restore 100 million hectares 
(about 250 million acres) of land by 2030. One Tree Planted, One Acre Fund, World Resources Institute, 
and Realize Impact will receive $27.2 million of the total for their restoration work in the Greater Ruzizi Basin 
region of the larger Congo basin and in Kenya’s Great Rift Valley. 

https://afr100.org/
https://onetreeplanted.org/
https://www.devex.com/organizations/one-acre-fund-43211
https://www.devex.com/organizations/world-resources-institute-wri-44587
https://realizeimpact.org/
https://www.devex.com/organizations/national-fish-and-wildlife-foundation-nfwf-55048
https://icvcm.org/
https://vcmintegrity.org/
https://vcmintegrity.org/
https://www.bezosearthfund.org/news-and-insights/bezos-earth-fund-announces-110-million-nature-climate-science-monitoring-governance
https://www.devex.com/news/what-we-know-about-the-bezos-earth-fund-104184
https://www.bezosearthfund.org/
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Box 9: MGs/Civil Society actions to institutionalize participation in SFM and avoid predominantly casual/ad 

hoc approaches 
 

At their 2019 EGM in Bangkok, Major Groups adopted work plans and intended that they would 
structure their engagement at all levels (global, regional, national). They also intended to structure 
their engagement with other intergovernmental bodies, such as the CPF, non-governmental entities, 
profit/non-
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Groups Partnership on Forests” (MGPOF) to speak with a collective voice and to co-

/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/MG_workplan_May2018.pdf
https://www.unmgcy.org/mandate-and-governance
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the Women Major Group governance arrangement. The essence of Major group 
governance is offered from the Children and Youth example in Box10.  

 
87. The pinnacle of intra-MG coordination in the IAF was when MGPOF (now disactivated) 

served as the Major Groups Coordinator as mentioned earlier. Nevertheless, the desire 
for coordination for better coherence of their messaging remains strong as reflected in 
the 2019 Bangkok EGM proposals (see Box 9).  

 
 

Box 10: Major groups governance, Procedures (Example of Children and Youth (MGCY)) 
– with Coordination Arrangements Included 

 
EXAMPLE OF CHILDREN AND YOUTH (MGCY) 
https://www.unmgcy.org/mandate-and-governance 

¶ Mandate: P

https://www.unmgcy.org/mandate-and-governance
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https://council.science/science-technology-major-group/
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/17386WMG_Governance_29May2017_Final.pdf
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/6236businessgovernance.pdf
https://www.unmgcy.org/mandate-and-governance
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88. The examples in Box 10 confirm the elaborate focal point arrangements in major groups 
at all levels from global to grassroots. As implied earlier, the challenge is not possible 
weak focal point arrangements but that the system is so complete and complex that full 
compliance may lead to paralysis or slowing down. Indeed, in any activity with a short 
lead time (such as questionnaires giving a month or so deadline), the democratic and 
consultative traditions of major groups may make timely turnaround of responses 
impossible, something that can at times be interpreted as fatigue or disinterest.   
 

89. MGs have a long-established scheme of focal points-often a lead and an alternate for 
each MG. These global focal points and their alternates work with a network of focal 
points in their country level membership. They appear to jealously guard the right of all 
members (down to the grassroots) to be consulted and to have their role voice heard. The 
extract on focal points from Box 1
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b. On the effective representation issue, information is not abundant. An observation 

made earlier on MG Children and Youth revealed the highly elaborate focal point 
hierarchy on which comments have already been made (Box 10)50:  

 
c. In considering this review, the meeting which will consider the report may wish to 

secure feedback on whether as implied in this section J.3.3.2, that the challenge is not 
weak focal point arrangements but that the system is so complex that full compliance 
may lead to paralysis or slowing down of MGoS functioning. 

 
III.3.3 The Agenda for 
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d. Push for more engagement of several potentially key parties that have so far not come to 
the fore in action: local governments, the commercial private sector, and philanthropies.52 
There is a huge community of financial institutions operating at sub-global levels that, if 
motivated, could probably yield more finance than the global institutions so far targeted. In 
doing this, the Forum will need to think of special incentives to overcome potential 
reluctance to come on board under a UNFF umbrella: 

i. The commercial private sector already has its own frameworks for action and will 
probably insist on retaining those [also for philanthropists - See OECD53

http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/beyond-oda-foundations.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/beyond-oda-foundations.htm


http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/beyond-oda-foundations.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/beyond-oda-foundations.htm
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https://www.bezosearthfund.org/our-programs
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accessing more and from a wider range of sources, including especially the private sector 
and philanthropies. In the first place, fundraising becomes an obvious need, perhaps 
requiring full-time attention collectively or by individual MGs. Second: not all potential 
sources of financing are associated with the IAF or would necessarily wish to be. The MGs 
will need to find ways to operate under frameworks other than the UNFF while retaining 
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MGoS needs final clarification rather than vague outcomes during past tablings of the issue 
on agendas. 

 
e. Global leadership in both policy and action support to the IAF/UNFF process lies in the hands 

of the CPF organisations. Their interventions in implementing the UNSPF ambitions does not 
cover all key areas with appropriate energy (see Annex 5) thus in some cases 
complementary effort by the MGoS community could help deliver fuller results. So far, 
structured cooperation with the CPF needs more definition and application in practice: the 
UNFF can offer a forum for pursuing such partnerships. 

 
f. From experience, act to pursue SFM in a more multi-sectoral, livelihoods-linked manner and 

be open to use whatever framework (such as climate change, biodiversity etc - even if not 
under IAF) helps to sell the forests agenda and to mobilise resources for it, as explained in 
the conclusions section on this issue. 
 

105. If UNFF protocols allow and MGs agree, a regular update on contribution of MGs to 
implementation could be useful, the MGs could agree on a format for presentation. At the 
January 2023 
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108. Recommendations - assessment Issue J4: Identify potential financial resources that 

could facilitate the development and implementation of quadrennial meetings of the 
Major Group-led Initiative in Support of the United Nations Forum on Forests . 
 

a. Seek closure (positive or negative) on whether Member States are willing to change GFFFN 
guidelines to (a) assist MGoS entities to use some of its funds to attend meetings; (b) assist 
them to mobilise external funds; or (c) provide training on grant and investment-fund 
proposal preparation and “selling” to potential donors. Regarding access to UNFF Trust Fund 
resources, MGoS may decide to leave the insurmountable status quo that each donor 
decides how their funds are used, including as far as sponsoring MGoS representatives’ 
participation in UNFF sessions and related events. 

 
b. Energetically pursue participation of Local Authorities and Business and Industry in the areas 

of MGoS interest: the first group is public sector and has more assured budgets; business 
and industry have interest areas that other MGoS entities should sympathise with (and not 
insist that business and industry should adjust to fit the other MGs’ ways of working). 

 
c. The large-scale forest industry groups have invested billions in forestry – one example is 

those under the WBCSD which operate under the SDG umbrella and make no reference to 
the IAF. The MGoS associated with the IAF should study closely what in their approach 
allows possible partnership building: partnership for SFM under their SDG umbrella rather 
than under IAF may be an option. 

 
d. Collectively as MGs associated with the IAF/UNFF process, consider creating full-time pursuit 

of grant funding at the field rather than global level (including from philanthropies - despite 
their limited appetite for environmental projects). Indications are that local community 
livelihoods, conservation priorities, and support to indigenous and other marginalised 
groups needs can attract funding at that level but not so much at global level. 

 
e. As the health sector capitalises on high-profile diseases to also fund health systems for less 

“attractive” diseases, study possibility ofattracting SFM funding from exciting agendas: the 
current darlings of donors are climate change and biodiversity. The challenge is to hitch 
livelihood and other dimensions of SFM to funding secured for the “attractive” concerns. 
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mailto:A.DAHERADEN@AFDB.ORG
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https://www.forestpeoples.org/partners/international-alliance-indigenous-and-tribal-peoples-tropical-forests-iaitptf
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Regional/Sub-regional partners Major Groups & other stakeholders 

FARMERS AND SMALL FOREST 
LANDOWNERS: 
 
Global Alliance of Community 
Forestry (GACF) 
Mr. GhanShyam Pandey 
Chairperson, Federation of 
Community Forestry Users Nepal 
(FECOFUN) 
GPO Box No. 8219, 
PuranoBaneshwor, 
Kathmandu, Nepal 
Tel: +977 1 4485263 | Fax: +977 1 
4485262 
Email: pandeygs2002@yahoo.com 
FARMERS AND SMALL FOREST 
LANDOWNERS (cont’d): 
IFFA – International Family 
Forestry Alliance 
Ms. Satu-MarjaTenhiälä 
The Central Union of Agricultural 
Producers and Forest Owners 
(MTK) 
Simonkatu 6, P.O. Box 510, 
00101 Helsinki, Finland 
Email: satu-marja.tenhiala@mtk.fi 

SCIENTIFIC AND 
TECHNOLOGICAL 
COMMUNITY: 
Asia Pacific Association of 
Forestry Research 
Institutions 
Mr. Gan Kee Seng 
c/o Forest Research Institute 
Malaysia, 
Kepong, 52109 Kuala 
Lumpur, Malaysia 
Tel: +60 3 6279 7007Fax: 
+60 3 6277 3249 
Email: latif@frim.gov.my 
 
Forestry Network of Sub-
Saharan Africa 
Mr. Joseph Cobbinah 
University Box 63, Kumasi, 
Tel: +233-24440560; +233-
5160646; +233-5161378 | Fax: 
+233-5160121 
Email: jrcobbinah@yahoo.co.uk 
 
 

WOMEN: 
African Women’s Network for 
Community Management of Forests 
(REFACOF) 
Ms. Cecile Ndjebet 
Director 
Email: cndjebet@yahoo.com 
 
Alternate Focal Point 
Forest Women Network 
Ms. Fernanda Rodrigues 
President 
Email:redemulherflorestal@gmail.com 
 

 
Annex 1 (b): COVER NOTE FOR THE CONSULTANT COMPLEMENTARY QUESTIONNAIRE 

[03 October 2022] 
 
MESSAGE: For practical reasons, I send this message to you as a group rather than individually; my apologies. 

Greetings from Malawi; my name is Mafa Chipeta, contacting you as a consultant for the UNFF 
Secretariat-managed independent Assessment of the International Arrangement on Forests in Preparation 
for the Midterm Review of its Effectiveness by the UN Forum on Forests.  I have been retained by the UNFF 
Secretariat to contribute material under topic I (Involvement of regional and subregional partners) and topic 
J (Involvement of major groups and other relevant stakeholders). My draft report should be practically in final 
by mid-November 2022. 

Under cover of a 9 August 2022 letter, UNFF18 Chair ZephyrinManiratanga (copy attached separately) 
already sent you a consolidated questionnaire that covers all aspects of the ongoing assessment. I assume you 
have already received that consolidated questionnaire so my contacting you is to build on it (so far only 
government replies have started to come in). 

 I now appeal to you to give any IAF assessment-relevant supplementary material for the period since 
UNFF12. I believe that your replies will simply sharpen what you may already have included in responding to 
the UNFF18 Chair’s questionnaire.  

Am available for further interaction by email, WhatsApp, Phone (contact details on attached WORD 

 

mailto:pandeygs2002@yahoo.com
mailto:satu-marja.tenhiala@mtk.fi
https://www.apafri.org/
https://www.apafri.org/
https://www.apafri.org/
mailto:latif@frim.gov.my
mailto:jrcobbinah@yahoo.co.uk
mailto:cndjebet@yahoo.com
https://www.redemulherflorestal.org/
mailto:redemulherflorestal@gmail.com
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Annex 2: POST 2015 EVENTS CO-ORGANISED BY MAJOR GROUPS AND UNFF 
 

There are currently 1395 forest-related groups 

https://esango.un.org/civilsociety/displayForestSearch.do?method=search&sessionCheck=false
/esa/forests/events/egm-mgs-bangkok-jan-2019/index.html
/esa/forests/events/egm-mgs-bangkok-jan-2019/index.html
/esa/forests/events/nairobi-egm-major-groups-2017/index.html
/esa/forests/events/nairobi-egm-major-groups-2017/index.html
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C. MAJOR GROUP LED INITIATIVES 
 
 “Cross-sectoral collaboration for inclusive forest landscapes”.  Major groups-led initiative in support 

/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/MGI-Rio-Final-Workshop-Report.pdf
/esa/forests/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/MGI-Rio-Final-Workshop-Report.pdf
https://www.mgp-forests.org/major-groups-initiative-mgi/mgi-ghana-2010/
https://www.mgp-forests.org/major-groups-initiative-mgi/mgi-ghana-2010/
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Annex 3: QUESTIONNAIRE RESPONSES RECEIVED ABOUT MAJOR GROUPS 

 

Question J-l: In your view, what are the top three areas in which major groups and other relevant 
stakeholders have made the most important contributions to SFM policy development and 
dialogue since the 15th session of the UNFF? /1. What do you consider to be the top 3 key (a) 
achievements and (b) ambitions of the Major Group (MG) for which you are the Focal Point in 
promoting policy and strategy change beneficial to the IAF? 
 

 
 

Highlights from key messages in response to Question J-1 
 
Question J-1: In your view, what are the top three areas in which major groups and other relevant 
stakeholders have made the most important contributions to SFM policy development and dialogue since 
the 15th session of the UNFF? /1. What do you consider to be the top 3 key (a) achievements and (b) 
ambitions of the Major Group (MG) for which you are the Focal Point in promoting policy and strategy 
change beneficial to the IAF? 

¶ A rallying point to promote the importance of forests is climate change: use it to IAF advantage. 

¶ Promote the development of policies and actions in an intersectoral manner, including comprehensive 
regional territorial planning [not narrow focus on forests in isolation]. 

¶ During UNFF meetings, include civil society in the policy development process. Hence seek successful multi 
stakeholder dialogue at each UNFF meeting and have the chance to raise the concerns from civil society, 
forest owners, business and other interest groups [especially the marginalised] on the topics being 
addressed during UNFF sessions.  

¶ 
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outcomes of the meeting in Nairobi were published on the UNFF webpage and can be searched 
by anybody who is interested in the MGs input to the IAF. 

¶  NGOs have continued to promote the importance of forests on climate change and to influence 
governments so that actions related to combating climate change are closely related and 
coordinated with forest management, halting deforestation and forest degradation. The 
Glasgow Leaders' Declaration on Forests and Land Use was a fundamental demonstration of the 
efforts made in this regard. 

¶ The joint work and the support provided by NGOs to the actions carried out by the Indigenous 
Peoples, in aspects such as respect for their rights over the land and forests where they live, the 
development of initiatives in various areas, must be highlighted as another achievement. Several 
regional projects in different latitudes suggest it. The worldwide recognition of the importance 
of the Amazon also demonstrates this, and especially the struggle of the Indigenous Peoples for 
the survival of forests and their way of life. 

 
FundaciónPachamama (Ecuadorian NGO, member of CEDENMA): 

¶ One area where civil society, academia and indigenous peoples and nationalities have had space 
for direct dialogue with environmental authorities is the REDD+ Working Table, which now in its 
third period 2020-2022.CEDENMA and Fundación Pachamama have been actives members of 
civil society during all the periods carried out by the Working Table and prior to its formation 
during the design of Ecuador's REDD+ strategy. The REDD+ Working Table is a formal space for 
dialogue, involvement, participation, deliberation, consultation and monitoring of key 
stakeholders in the processes carried out by the Ministry of Environment and Water-MAE, within 
the framework of the national preparation and implementation phase of REDD+, with the 
technical and financial support of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). 

¶ In this new period (2020-2022), with the participation of different actors, the following Working 
Groups have been created: WG REDD+ Coast, WG REDD+ Amazon Indigenous REDD+, WG 
REDD+ Sustainable Forest Management, and WG REDD+ Academia. During the period, the Third 
Summary of Information on Social and Environmental Safeguards (RIS) was also publicly 
consulted with the member organizations of the Roundtable.  

¶ In this space, some norms and public policies related to Forests and Climate Change have also 
been reviewed, such as the Organizational Technical Norm of the Ecuador Zero Carbon 
Programme (PECC), the Deforestation Free Distinctive, the Amazon Integral Plan and 
Mechanisms related to Carbon.  

¶ The CuencasSagradas58 (Sacred Watershed), an initiative of which Fundación Pachamama is a 
founding member and holds the General Secretariat, has worked intensively on this last aspect 
to generate discussions on the different climate finance mechanisms, especially to ensure the 
participation of indigenous peoples and nationalities. Currently, there are no regulations 
governing the implementation of financing mechanisms. However, the Ministry of Environment, 
Water and Ecological Transition-MATTE is working towards the approval of the so-called 
compensation regulations in the short term.  

¶ The Sacred Watershed Initiative also launched the Bioregional Plan in 2021, which is an 
innovative planning instrument that sets out the roadmap for a transition in the Amazonian 
territorial model
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KENYA:  

¶ Development of the National Forest Policy 2021 (Draft) to be presented to the cabinet and 
parliament for promulgation 

 
MALAWI: 

¶ Advocacy 

¶ Research 

¶ Formal and informal capacity building 
 
MEXICO: 
¶ Su capacidad de representar sus miembros a través de puntos focales apropiados;  

¶ sus observaciones y propuestas a los documentos y evaluaciones del FNUB, para que sus intereses también se 

vean reflejados;  

¶ la elaboración de planes de trabajo concretos para contribuir al logro de los objetivos y metas forestales 

mundiales.  

¶ The designation of focal points to represent members; 

¶ The ability to communicate own interests by being able to make comments and suggestions on 
UNFF documents; 

¶ The preparation of concrete work plans for contribution to global forest goals and objectives. 
 
PANAMA:  
Las contribuciones más importantes que han realizados los diversos grupos y actores principales en Panamá para el dialogo 
y desarrollo de las OFS han sido: 

El incentivo a la reforestación. 
 
El marco legal y jurídico solido para las inversiones forestales en Panamá (por ejemplo, la tenencia de la tierra).  
 
El empoderamiento de nuestros pueblos originarios en el manejo de los bosques, cumpliendo con todos los procesos 
dispuestos en las leyes.  

The most important contributions that Major groups and actors in Panama for development and 
sustainable forest management have been: 

¶ Incentives for reforestation. 

¶ Solid legal framework for forest investment in Panama (e.g., durable land tenure). 

¶ Empowerment of our indigenous people in management of forests, backed by legal provisions 
 
SADC: 

¶ The major contribution to sustainable forest management policy development and dialogue 
since the UNFF15, is the involvements to the revision of SADC forestry strategy, and on 
development of SADC Forestry Guidelines 

 
USA:  

¶ Major Groups input and contributions into UNFF sessions and implementation of the 
UNSPF are important.  

¶ We appreciate the focus on women, youth, and indigenous programs, as these groups are 
vital to long-term SFM. 
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Question J-2: What are prime examples of major groups and other relevant stakeholders 

successfully contributing to the practical achievement of GFGs under the UNSPF 2017-2030? [alone 

or in partnership with governments or business community] 

 

 
 

Highlights from key messages in response to Question J-2 
 
Question J-2: What are prime examples of major groups and other relevant stakeholders successfully 
contributing to the practical achievement of GFGs under the UNSPF 2017-2030? [alone or in partnership with 
governments or business community]/ What are your Major Group’s most useful experiences in partnering 
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¶ 
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¶ However, IFFA as focal point for MG farmers and forest owners always focuses on sharing 
lessons learned on promoting practical implementation or practical action.  

 
Also: 

¶ The ambition from IFFA as focal point for MG&OS has always been to bring forward in the 
discussions at UNFF meetings the perspectives of practical action from family forestry, small 
holders and community forestry.  

¶ The practical action and /or investment into SFM are predominantly left to Member States and 
the national level, the Collaborative Partnership on Forests (CPF) and its members, and to 
certain extent the Global Forest Financing Facilitation Network (GFFFN).  

¶ IFFA as focal point for MG Farmers and Forest Owners has had very limited involvement with 
CPF and/or GFFFN. Perhaps MG&OS s



https://www.iucn.org/news/species/202109/iucn-develop-collaborative-certification-scheme-nature-based-solutions
https://www.iucn.org/news/species/202109/iucn-develop-collaborative-certification-scheme-nature-based-solutions
https://www.cif.org/sites/cif_enc/files/knowledge-documents/designing_fiscal_instruments.pdf
https://www.cif.org/sites/cif_enc/files/knowledge-documents/designing_fiscal_instruments.pdf
https://www.oneplanetnetwork.org/programmes/consumer-information-scp/biodiversity
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Question J-3: Given the power for good of the business and philanthropic communities, what are 

the key efforts of major groups and other relevant stakeholders to partner with them [both within 

and outside the Business Council for Sustainable Development (UN-BCSD)]? 
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What top 3 successes has your Major Group achieved in more fully engaging the private sector and 

philanthropic entities in your work and (especially) supporting implementation of the IAF 

ambitions by civil society and member states? 

 
FSC: 

¶ FSC as a multistakeholder organization engages broadly with businesses and philanthropic 
communities to drive sustainable forest management. These actors can actively participate in 
FSC’s processes and adopt FSC as solution to deliver on their commitments towards SFM through 
certification across the forest value chain.  

¶ FSC as an organization actively engages with international businesses platforms such as a 
member of the UN Global Compact and also collaborates with the World Business Council on 
Sustainable Development (WBCSD). 

¶ More recently, through FSC Investments and Partnerships (FSC I&P), FSC has expanded its 
engagement with philanthropic communities, looking for the most significant opportunities and 
projects supporting on FSC’s mission. 

 
FundaciónPachamama (Ecuador): 

¶ Fundación Pachamama bases its work on alliances and inter-institutional cooperation, in the 
first place with the organizations of indigenous peoples and nationalities, with whom 
agreements for organizational strengthening are maintained. In Ecuador, twelve agreements 
have been signed with indigenous organizations, and in Peru, at least eight other organizations 
are working. In addition, we implement several projects and initiatives with other civil society 
actors such as local and international NGOs, productive and community associations. In 
addition, we work in alliances with some local governments with whom we have signed 
cooperation agreements such as with the Decentralized Autonomous Government of the 
Province of Pastaza, Canton Arajuno and Macuma Parish in the Province of Morona Santiago. 
During the same week a specific agreement will be signed with the Pastaza Prefecture to plant 
100,000 trees and plants and strengthen a local nursery of these local species. Within the 
framework of the Forest Economies program, we also work with private actors such as the AJE 
Group, with whom we promote value chains of Amazonian superfruits, and also with 
associations such as Kallari and Wiñak, with extensive experience in the Ecuadorian Amazon, 
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well as create innovative climate finance streams that recognize and invest in communities 
protecting their lands. 
 

FARMERS+IFFA: 

¶ Our International Family Forest Alliance IFFA, as part of the Major Group Farmers and Small 
forests owner, have been able to arrange continental conferences is Asia, Africa and Latin 
America to stress the importance of producer organizations to strengthen the benefit and the 
enthusiasm at the small forest family forestry and hereby promote and interpret the UNFF policy 
language to reality at the local forest management.  

¶ So far, we have not engaged with large private sector and philanthropic entities. It would be 
good if UNFF could establish closer link between Global Forest Financing Facilitation Network 
with the Global Investors for Sustainable Development (GISD)59 to engage investors to promote 
in SFM.  

 
 

Question J-4: What degree of funding independence have you achieved for participation in (a) 
policy development and dialogue or (b) practical SFM contribution? What improvements would 
you prioritise? 
 

 
Highlights from key messages in response to Question J-4 

 
Question J-4: What degree of funding independence have you achieved for participation in (a) policy 
development and dialogue or (b) practical SFM contribution? What improvements would you prioritise? 

¶ Most NGOs are not prioritizing their involvement in UNFF-related activities. Their attention is focused 
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Question J-4: What degree of funding independence have you achieved for participation in (a) 

policy development and dialogue or (b) practical SFM contribution? What improvements would 

you prioritise? 

 

 
EL SALVADOR: 
No participamos, limitaciones de financiamiento 

¶ We do not participate due to funding limitations. 
 
FARMERS+IFFA: 

¶ IFFA largely depend on the sourcing of reliable funds by collecting annual membership fee from 
its members. This allows for IFFA members (predominately members of the board of IFFA) to 
participate in UNFF and other global forest-related meetings.  

¶ We would welcome that a specific trust fund could be established under UNFF trust fund that 
could cover for focal points to participate during UNFF meetings and Ad Hoc Expert Groups. In 
an ideal solution, regional meetings should be held for collecting the views and opinions by 
MG&OS at the regional level.  

 
FOREST EUROPE: 

¶ 
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o Capacity development for development of bankable proposals to attract funding 
o Enhancement of partnerships with communities and private sector  

 
MALAWI: 

¶ No independence yet 
 
MEXICO: 
¿No se percibe un grado de independencia de financiación adecuado para participar en el desarrollo de políticas o en la 

contribución práctica del manejo forestal sostenible. 

¶ We do not feel adequately financially independent both for meetings participation or  for 
practical SFM interventions. 

 
NGO UMBRELLA: 

¶ Financing is the most complicated and delicate issue. Obtaining financing by NGOs focuses on 
procurement the necessary resources to carry out actions on the ground. Of course, these 
actions are related to SFM, and in this sense the Forest Goals. It is always difficult to obtain 
funds to participate in IAF dialogues and in MGs activities towards implementation of the GFGs. 

¶ 
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PANAMA:  
¶ Durante muchos años, entidades no gubernamentales y de cooperación internacional son las que han aportado el 

financiamiento para el desarrollo de políticas y diálogos internos para la contribución de las OFS. A modo de ejemplo, 

los pueblos originarios del Darién han recibido el apoyo de la WWF y USAID para los planes de manejos y planes 

operativos para el aprovechamiento de los bosques comunitarios.  

¶ 
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