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	Introduction


Background 

1. At the 34th Session of the UNECE/FAO Joint Working Party countries and other stakeholders called for continuing the work on forest ownership reporting. In response to these requests, the work on forest ownership related reporting has been introduced to the UNECE/FAO Integrated Programme of Work 2014-2017 agreed at the meeting of the ECE Committee on Forests and the Forest Industry (COFFI) and the FAO European Forestry Commission (EFC) in Rovaniemi, Finland, in December 2013. The collection of data on forest ownership was included in the list of activities to be implemented in 2014 and 2015. 
2. The overall objective of the forest ownership reporting is to learn about the relations between different forms of forest ownership and economic, ecologic and social aspects of forests as well as forest management systems. The forest ownership reporting will provide information for a better understanding of forest ownership in different member States. Furthermore the reporting will help identifying areas where data availability is lacking and needs to be improved.
3. The coordination of forest ownership reporting is carried out by the UNECE/FAO Forestry and Timber Section and the European Cooperation in Science and Technology Action on Forest Land Ownership Changes in Europe: Significance for Management and Policy (COST Action FACESMAP). This collaboration, while respecting the interests of both partners, shall distribute burden, improve completeness and meaningfulness of the reporting. 
4. To support the development of the Forest Ownership Questionnaire an informal Core Group was established. This Core Group comprises experts from the field of forest ownership: the Confederation of European Private Forest Owners (CEPF), the European Forest Institute (EFI), the European State Forest Association (EUSTAFOR), the Federation of European Communal Forest Owners (FECOF), the U.S. Forest Service, the Unión de Selvicultores del Sur de Europa (USSE) and the COST Action FACESMAP. 
5. Furthermore the authors of the questionnaire received advice and guidance during the Team of Specialists meetings on Sustainable Forest Management, the 36th as well as 37th Session Joint FAO/UNECE Working Party on Forest Statistics, Economics and Management and the Seventy-second session of the ECE Committee on Forests and the Forest Industry (COFFI). Prior to the main data collection, Germany and Sweden financially supported the development of the questionnaire. Furthermore Sweden conducted a pilot reporting on the draft version of the questionnaire.

Reporting Guidelines and Format

6. The questionnaire is split into two parts, the quantitative part (p. 7-36) and qualitative part (p. 37-43). Correspondents of the UNECE/FAO are kindly asked to report on the quantitative and qualitative part of the questionnaire. COST Action FACESMAP correspondents are invited to support UNECE/FAO correspondents in this task, in particular in reporting on the qualitative part. For that purpose a UNECE/FAO FTS correspondent is encouraged to approach the COST Action FACESMAP correspondent after receiving the contact details from the secretariat and guide the joint work. During the joint reporting process the secretariat will act as a facilitator and support both correspondents in coordinating the joint reporting process.
7. In the case of a lack of response from UNECE/FAO correspondent, a COST Action FACESMAP correspondent would be asked to answer the questionnaire’s questions. In this case a report will have a status of a desk study. 
8. The questionnaire requests provision of data that was not covered by the pan-European or the global reporting on forests. However the national correspondents are encouraged to report in a way, which ensures the highest possible consistency with the values provided for the above mentioned reporting processes. 
9. The questionnaire has been prefilled with the use of existing data to the extent possible
. The prefilled data are of auxiliary character only and could be modified if for any reason incorrect, however please ensure that the provided data is compiled according to the definitions and methods set by the FAO Forest Resources Assessment (FRA) and the Joint FOREST EUROPE/UNECE/FAO Pan-European Reporting (pan-European Reporting). For prefilling, following sources were  used:

Table 1a: 
FRA 2015, Table 18a

Table 2:

FRA 2015, Table 18a

Table 3:
pan-European Reporting 2015, Table 1.2a for growing stock; Table 3.1 for net annual increment and annual fellings

Table 4a:
pan-European Reporting 2015, Table 3.2 (as figures for 2015 are not available yet, figures from 2012 were taken instead)

Table 7:
pan-European Reporting 2015, Table 6.1 (year: 2010)

If data was not available in FRA 2015 or pan-European Reporting 2015 the respective cell of a table in this questionnaire was left empty.
10. If there are no figures available for the detailed forest ownership subcategories, please focus on reporting the main categories (public ownership, private ownership, unknown ownership and total respectively).

11. The questionnaire is focusing on Forest Land, countries with a significant amount of Other Wooded Land (OWL) are kindly asked to provide data on OWL too. In this case a country is asked to provide two questionnaires, one regarding Forest Land and the second regarding OWL; or selected tables regarding OWL only. Please indicate under “General comments” (table below introduction) if the whole questionnaire refers to OWL; respectively under table “Country comments” below each table in the questionnaire if selected tables on OWL are provided. 

12. If forest is jointly owned by public and private forest owners, forest is assigned to the ownership category which holds the highest share. If the ownership shares are equal, the ownership entity which is the main decision maker is considered as the main.
13. Please indicate if sources for public ownership, private ownership and unknown ownership differ. Tables designated for this purpose will be found at the very end of each Reporting Form.

14. The reference years are 1990, 2010 and 2015 for most of the tables. Please refer to the reporting note at each reporting form for more detailed information.
15. Definitions where no source is provided, were exclusively developed for the purpose of this questionnaire.

16. The UNECE/FAO national correspondents and the COST Action FACESMAP respondents are kindly asked to submit jointly their completed national reporting format electronically (in Word processing software) in English to sebastian.glasenapp@unece.org and sonia.quiroga@uah.es, at the latest, by 31 October. Early submissions will greatly facilitate the Secretariat’s preparations and is highly appreciated. 
	General comments:

	


 Part 1. Quantitative questions
1.1 Forest ownership
	Reporting form 1: Forest ownership and management status


Terms and definitions
	FOREST

Land spanning more than 0.5 hectares with trees higher than 5 meters and a canopy cover of more than 10 percent, or trees able to reach these thresholds in situ. It does not include land that is predominantly under agricultural or urban land use. 

Explanatory notes:
1. Forest is determined both by the presence of trees and the absence of other predominant land uses. The trees should be able to reach a minimum height of 5 meters; 

2. Includes: areas with young trees that have not yet reached but which are expected to reach a canopy cover of at least 10 percent and tree height of 5 meters or more. It also includes areas that are temporarily unstocked due to clear-cutting as part of a forest management practice or natural disasters, and which are expected to be regenerated within 5 years. Local conditions may, in exceptional cases, justify that a longer time frame is used;
3. Includes: forest roads, firebreaks and other small open areas; forest in national parks, nature reserves and other protected areas such as those of specific environmental, scientific, historical, cultural or spiritual interest;
4. Includes: windbreaks, shelterbelts and corridors of trees with an area of more than 0.5 hectares and width of more than 20 meters;
5. Includes: abandoned shifting cultivation land with a regeneration of trees that have, or are expected to reach, a canopy cover of at least 10 percent and tree height of at least 5 meters;
6. Includes: areas with mangroves in tidal zones, regardless whether this area is classified as land area or not;
7. Includes: rubberwood, cork oak and Christmas tree plantations; 

8. Includes: areas with bamboo and palms provided that land use, height and canopy cover criteria are met;
9. Excludes: tree stands in agricultural production systems, such as fruit tree plantations, oil palm plantations, olive orchards and agroforestry systems when crops are grown under tree cover. Note: Some agroforestry systems such as the “Taungya” system where crops are grown only during the first years of the forest rotation should be classified as forest. 

(Source: FRA 2015
)


	FOREST AVAILABLE FOR WOOD SUPPLY (FAWS)

Forest where any legal, economic, environmental or other specific restrictions do not have a significant impact on the supply of wood. 
Explanatory notes:

1. Includes: areas where, although there are no such restrictions, harvesting is not taking place, for example areas included in long-term utilization plans or intentions.
2. Includes: forests with trees that are not mature for harvesting yet but can be utilized for wood production once achieving harvesting maturity/thresholds.

(Source: Pan-European reporting 2013
 modified)


	OTHER WOODED LAND (OWL)

Land not defined as “Forest”, spanning more than 0.5 hectares; with trees higher than 5 meters and a canopy cover of 5-10 percent, or trees able to reach these thresholds; or with a combined cover of shrubs, bushes and trees above 10 percent. It does not include land that is predominantly under agricultural or urban land use.

Explanatory notes:

1. The definition above has two options:

a. The canopy cover of trees is between 5 and 10 percent; trees should be higher than 5 meters or able to reach 5 meters.

b. The canopy cover of trees is less than 5 percent but the combined cover of shrubs, bushes and trees is more than 10 percent. Includes areas of shrubs and bushes where no trees are present.

2. Includes: areas with trees that will not reach a height of at least 5 meters and with a canopy cover of 10 percent or more, e.g. some alpine tree vegetation types, arid zone mangroves, etc.

3. Includes: area with bamboo and palms provided that land use, height and canopy cover criteria are met.
(Source: FRA 2015)


	FOREST OWNERSHIP

Generally refers to the legal right to freely and exclusively use, control, transfer, or otherwise benefit from a forest. Ownership can be acquired through transfers such as sales, donations, and inheritance.

(Source: FRA 2015 modified)


	PUBLIC OWNERSHIP

Forest owned by the State; or administrative units of the Public Administration; or by institutions or corporations owned by the public administration.

Explanatory notes:
1. Includes: all the hierarchical levels of Public Administration (state or communal) within a country, e.g. State, Federal country/Province and Local governments. 

2. Shareholder corporations that are partially State-owned are considered as under public ownership when the State holds a majority of the shares.
3. Public ownership may exclude the possibility to transfer ownership rights.
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)

PUBLIC OWNERSHIP BY THE STATE AT NATIONAL LEVEL (Sub-category)

Forest owned by the State or by administrative units of the Public (State) Administration or by institutions or corporations owned by the Public (State) Administration at the national scale.

(Source FRA 2015 modified)

PUBLIC OWNERSHIP BY THE STATE AT SUB-NATIONAL GOVERNMENT SCALE    (Sub-category)

Forest owned by the State or by administrative units of the Public (State) Administration or by institutions or corporations owned by the Public (State) Administration at the sub-national government scale (e.g. Provinces and territories (Canada), Bundesländer (Germany), Regioni (Italy), Comunidades autónomas (Spain) and States (USA)).
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)
PUBLIC OWNERSHIP BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Sub-category)

Forest owned by a local government having a local sphere of competence. The legislative, judicial, and executive authority of local government units is restricted to the smallest geographic areas distinguished for administrative and political purposes (i.e. counties, municipalities, cities, towns, townships, boroughs, school districts, and water or sanitation districts). 
Explanatory notes:
1. The scope of a local government’s authority is generally much less than that of the government at national or sub-national level, which should be reported under categories “Public ownership by the state at national level” or “Public ownership by the state at sub-national government scale” respectively. 
2. Local governments may or may not be entitled to levy taxes on institutional units or economic activities taking place in their areas. They are often dependent on grants from higher levels of government, and act to some extent as agents of governments at national or sub-national level.

3. To be treated as institutional units local governments must be entitled to own assets, raise funds, and incur liabilities by borrowing on their own account. They must also have discretion over how such funds are spent, and they should be able to appoint their own officers independently of external administrative control.
(Source: ESA 2010
 modified)



	PRIVATE OWNERSHIP

Forest owned by individuals, families, communities, corporations and other business entities, private religious and educational institutions, pension or investment funds, NGOs, nature conservation associations and other private institutions.

Explanatory note:  

1. “Communities” are understood here in the sense of “tribal and indigenous communities”. Please see the definition of the relevant subcategory (“Private ownership by tribal and indigenous communities”) below.
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)

PRIVATE OWNERSHIP BY INDIVIDUALS AND FAMILIES (Sub-category)

Forest owned by individuals and families.
Explanatory note: 

1. Includes: individuals’ or family owned businesses.

(Source: FRA 2015 modified)

PRIVATE OWNERSHIP BY PRIVATE BUSINESS ENTITIES (Sub-category)

Forest owned by private corporations, companies and other business entities etc.

Explanatory note:
1. Excludes: companies that are owned by individuals and families which should be reported under the subcategory above (“private ownership by individuals and families”).
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)
PRIVATE OWNERSHIP BY PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS (Sub-category)

Forest owned by private non-profit organizations such as NGOs, nature conservation associations, and private religious and educational institutions, etc.

(Source: FRA 2015 modified)

PRIVATE OWNERSHIP BY TRIBAL AND INDIGINEOUS COMMUNITIES (Sub-category)
Forest owned by communities of tribal or indigenous people. The community members are co-owners that share exclusive rights and duties; and benefits contribute to the community development.

Explanatory notes:
1. Tribal communities: Tribal people whose social, cultural and economic conditions distinguish them from other sections of the national community, and whose status is regulated wholly or partly by their own customs or traditions or by special laws and regulations. 

2. Indigenous communities: People regarded as indigenous on account of their descent from the population which inhabited the country, or a geographical region to which the country belongs, at a time of conquest or colonization or the establishment of present state boundaries and who, irrespective of their legal status, retain some or all their own social, economic cultural and political institutions.
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)
OTHER PRIVATE COMMON OWNERSHIP (Sub-category)
Forest owned in common by a group of individuals or other private entities. The shareholders are co-owners with exclusive rights, duties and benefits associated with the ownership.
Explanatory note:

1. Includes: “Commons” - resource property regimes that are shared among users, where management rules are derived and operated on self-management, collective actions and self-organization (of rules and decisions). Common property regimes are well established in some European countries e.g. Portugal, Sweden, Slovakia, Romania and Italy.



	UNKNOWN OWNERSHIP

Forest area where ownership is unknown, includes areas where ownership is unclear or disputed.

(Source: FRA 2015)


	FOREST MANAGEMENT

Forest management is a system of measures to protect, maintain, establish and tend forest; ensure provision of goods and services; protect forest against fire, pest and diseases; regulate forest production; check the use of forest resources; and monitor forests; as well as to plan, organize and carry out the above mentioned measures. 

Explanatory notes:

1. The management of forests can be done by either forest owners or wholly or partly delegated to others (e.g. public (state) administration, private companies, individuals, etc.).
2. Forest management is often organized, implemented in accordance with a formal or an informal plan applied regularly over a sufficiently long period; however the existence of a forest management plan is not a prerequisite for forest management. 

3. Includes: set aside forest area.
PRIMARILY MANAGED BY THE OWNER (Sub-category)
Forests, where the owner is the main decision maker.
PRIMARILY MANAGED BY OTHERS (Sub-category)
Forests, where the main decision makers are others than their owners. 

Explanatory notes:

1. Other decision makers can be e.g. public administration in the sense of state administration units at national and sub-national (Federal country/Provinces) scale and, institutions or corporations owned by the state or state administration units, or local governments; or managed by private companies; communities; or individuals; or managed jointly by more than one of the management categories mentioned.
2. Includes: communities – that are understood as self-defined, formal and informal, rural and urban forest user groups with shared values, knowledge and interests in forest management. The interests may include: property use and access rights; livelihoods based on the production of timber and non-timber products; employment; cultural identity; leisure and recreation; biodiversity conservation; and ecological restoration. This perspective also includes communities of interest which are not necessarily defined by location. (Source: WG-CIFM
 modified) 
UNKNOWN FOREST MANAGEMENT STATUS (Sub-category)
Forests where the decision makers are unknown. 



	FOREST MANAGEMENT DESCISION MAKER

A party who is responsible for deciding on the general management of property, includes setting the management goal for e.g. water protection, wood production, landscape protection, and deciding on main management activities e.g. harvesting, planting, developing infrastructure etc.


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	Forest Resources Assessment 2015 (table 18a) 
	H
	Forest
	1990, 2010
	
	

	State of Europe’s forests 2015 (table 1.1)
	H
	FAWS
	1990
	
	

	The National Institute of 
Geographic and Forest 
Information (IGN)
	H
	Forest, FAWS
	2010, 2015
	French forest 
inventory (NFI)
	2010 : average year 2008-2012

2015 : linear regression on years 2008-2012

	Ministry in charge of forest (MAAF - Centre for studies and strategic foresights /SSP) 

and IGN
	H
	Forest, private ownership
	2015
	Enquiry on the structure of the private forest carried out in 2012, here named: 
“SFP2012”
	part of individual ownership and private business institutions ownership  in total forest (SSP 2012) x area of private forest in 2015 (estimated from IGN data)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 1a: Area of forest and Forest Available for Wood Supply (FAWS)
	Ownership category
	Forest area (1000 ha)
	of which FAWS (1000 ha)

	
	1990
	2010
	2015
	1990
	2010
	2015

	Public ownership (total)
	3,755
	4,064
	4,077
	-
	3,969
	3,892

	
	Owned by the state at national level
	1,451
	1,507
	1,503
	-
	1,422
	1,401

	
	Owned by the state at sub-national government scale
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by local government
	2,304
	2,557
	2,574
	-
	2,547
	2,491

	
	Other
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total) 
	10,681
	12,360
	12,911
	-
	11,637
	12,126

	
	Owned by individuals and families
	8,876
	9,394
	9,925
	-
	-
	-

	
	Owned by private business entities
	1,805
	2,966
	2,986
	-
	-
	-

	
	Owned by private institutions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by tribal and indigenous communities 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by other private common ownership
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Other
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unknown ownership (total)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	14,436
	16,424
	16,988
	13,779
	15,606
	16,018


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	SSP Survey « Structure de la forêt privée :  SFP2012 »
	H
	Private ownership
	2012
	Partial 
survey
	SFP2012 Forest area >= 1ha

	Land register (Cadastre)
	M
	Private ownership
	2009
	Exhaustive
	Forest area <1ha : 
unknown status

	ONF, the French Forestry Commission: ‘Office National des Forêts’
	H
	Public ownership
	2015 
January
	Exhaustive
	Public forests managed under ‘forest scheme’ 

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 1b: Area of forest by management status 
	Ownership category
	Forest area primarily managed by the owner (1000 ha)
	Forest area primarily managed by others (1000 ha)
	Unknown forest management status (1000 ha)

	
	1990
	2010
	2015
	1990
	2010
	2015
	1990
	2010
	2015

	Public ownership (total)
	3,755
	4,064
	4,077
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by the state at national level
	1,451
	1,507
	1,503
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by the state at sub-national government scale
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by local government
	2,304
	2,557
	2,574
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Other
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total) 
	n/a
	n/a
	7,304
	n/a
	n/a
	1,967
	10,681
	12,360
	3,640

	
	Owned by individuals and families
	n/a
	n/a
	5,428
	n/a
	n/a
	1,288
	8,876
	9,394
	3,210

	
	Owned by private business entities
	n/a
	n/a
	1,876
	n/a
	n/a
	0,679
	1,805
	2,966
	0,430

	
	Owned by private institutions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by tribal and indigenous communities 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Owned by other private common ownership
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Other
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unknown ownership (total)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	
	
	11,381
	
	
	1,967
	
	
	3,640


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Tables 1a and 1b category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	1a. Private ownership
	The distinction between private business entities and private institutions is not available (as business entities represent the most frequent category, the value is reported in the corresponding box)

	1a. ‘Owned by the state at sub-national government scale’ & ‘Owned by local government’
	The distinction between “Owned by the state at sub-national government scale” (régions et départements) and “Owned by local government” (communes et intercommunalités) is not available in this table, and both areas are included in “Owned by local government”. However, about 3% of the area only correspond to “Owned by the state at sub-national government scale”

	1b. “Forest area primarily managed by the owner”
	The French Forestry Commission ("Office National des Forêts"  - ONF) directly manages all the “forêts domaniales” (forests owned by the State – Ministry in charge of agriculture and forests)

Moreover ONF partially manages the other public forests (management plan, wood sale), but the owners approve the management plan, approve sales and do forest works. 

On that ground, all the public forests are considered “primarily managed by the owner”.


2. Description of reported data
	Tables 1a and 1b category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	1a. Forest area in 2015
	Trend : private forest is increasing and public forest remains stable (the small diminution of state owned forest is due to the uncertainty of the prediction) 

	
	


Reporting note:

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting years refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (1990, 2010 and 2015) noted in the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.
	Reporting form 2: Forest properties


Terms and definitions 
	PROPERTY
The forest area owned by one owner (as defined below), including all parcels of land in a country.

Explanatory notes:

1. Includes: all parcels of forest land owned by an owner, also if the parcels are managed in different ways.
2. For properties with shared ownership, they should be reported according to the category, which hold the majority of shares.


	OWNER
An owner is understood as any type of physical or legal entity having an ownership interest in a property, regardless of the number of people involved. An owner may belong to public ownership (i.e. the state, a local government unit) or private ownership (i.e. an individual, a combination of individuals; a legal entity such as a corporation or institution).


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	SSP Survey « Structure de la forêt privée SFP2012 »
	H
	Private ownership
	2012
	Partial 
survey
	SFP2012 Forest area >= 1ha

	Land Register (Cadastre)
	M
	Private ownership
	2009
	Exhaustive
	Forest area <1ha : 
unknown status

	ONF, the French Forestry Commission: ‘Office National des Forêts’
	H
	Public ownership
	2015 
January
	Exhaustive
	Public forests managed under ‘forest scheme’ 

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 2: Area and number of forest properties
	Ownership category
	Year
	Area and number of forest properties by size

	
	
	Total 
	≤ 10 ha
	11-50 ha
	51-500 ha
	≥ 500 ha

	
	
	Area
(1000 ha)
	Number
	Area
(1000 ha)
	Number
	Area
(1000 ha)
	Number
	Area (1000 ha)
	Number
	Area
(1000 ha)
	Number

	Public ownership (total) 

	2015
	4,077
	16,930
	10
	1,840
	130
	4,630
	1,530
	8,660
	2,407
	1,800

	
	2010
	4,064
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1990
	3,755
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	…of which owned by local government
	2015
	2,574
	15,630
	10
	1,830
	120
	4,530
	1,390
	8,140
	1,054
	1,130

	
	
	2010
	2,557
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	1990
	2,304
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total)
	2015
	12,911
	n.a.
	n.a.
	n.a.
	3,552
	147,458
	2,908
	24,283
	868
	980

	
	2010
	12,360
	n.a.
	n.a.
	n.a.
	2,872
	150,170
	3,096
	27,304
	612.8
	732

	
	1990
	10,681
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Unknown ownership (total)
	2015
	0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2010
	0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1990
	0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	2015
	16,988
	n.a.
	n.a.
	n.a.
	3,682
	152,088
	4,438
	32,943
	3,275
	2,780

	
	2010
	16,424
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	1990
	14,436
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 2 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Private ownership
	The number of owners comes from the SFP2012 Survey (with a threshold of ONE hectare; since data is not available for [0 – 1ha[, the provider cannot guarantee the reliability of the [0 – 10ha[ class. For the sake of consistency, areas have been fitted onto the tables 1.

	Public ownership
	Values come from exhaustive database updated by The French Forestry Commission "Office National des Forêts" (ONF) and have been fitted to the tables 1.

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 2 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	Private ownership
	Data from the last two national SSP Survey 

· [2015] = « Structure de la forêt privée SFP 2012 » and 

· [2010] = « Structure de la forêt privée SFP 1999 »

	
	

	
	


Reporting note:

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting years refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (1990, 2010 and 2015) noted in the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.
	Reporting form 3: Characteristics of Forest Available for Wood Supply (FAWS)


Terms and definitions 
	GROWING STOCK

Volume over bark of all living trees with a minimum diameter of 10 cm at breast height (or above buttress if these are higher). Includes the stem from ground level up to a top diameter of 0 cm, excluding branches. 

Explanatory notes:
1. Diameter breast height refers to diameter over bark measured at a height of 1.3 m above ground level, or above buttresses, if these are higher.

2. Includes: living trees that are lying on the ground.

3. Excludes: smaller branches, twigs, foliage, flowers, seeds, and roots.

(Source: FRA 2015)


	NET ANNUAL INCREMENT

Average annual volume of gross increment over the given reference period less that of natural losses on all trees, measured to minimum diameters as defined for “Growing stock”.

(Source: FRA 2015)


	ANNUAL FELLINGS

Average annual standing volume of all trees, living or dead, measured overbark to a minimum diameter of 10 cm (d.b.h.) that are felled during the given reference period, including the volume of trees or parts of trees that are not removed from the forest, other wooded land or other felling site. 
Explanatory note:

1. Includes: silvicultural and pre-commercial thinnings and cleanings left in the forest; and natural losses that are recovered (harvested).

(Source: TBFRA 2000
 modified)


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	National Institute of Geographic and Forest Information (IGN)
	H
	Growing stock in FAWS
	1990, 2010, 
2015
	National Forest 
Inventory
	Same values as SoEF 2015

2010 : average year 2008-2012

2015 : extrapolation

	National Institute of Geographic and Forest Information (IGN)
	H/M
	Net annual increment in FAWS
	2010, 2015
	National Forest Inventory
	2010 : gross increment and mortality between 2008 and 2013 (excluding losses due to the storm Klaus)

2015 : extrapolation of growth increment and mortality values on years 2007-2010

	National Institute of Geographic and Forest Information (IGN)
	H
	Annual fellings in FAWS
	2010
	National Forest Inventory
	2010 : average (fellings between 2008 and 2013)

	Agreste (SSP Publication) 
and IGN
	H/M
	Annual fellings in FAWS
	2015
	Annual survey on forest logging
	2015 : ratio between IGN value 2010 and Agreste value 2010 x Agreste value 2014


Table 3: Growing stock, growth and drain
	Ownership category
	Growing stock

(million m3 over bark)
	Net annual increment (1000 m3 over bark)
	Annual fellings

(1000 m3 over bark)

	
	1990
	2010
	2015
	1990
	2010
	2015
	1990
	2010
	2015

	Public ownership (total)
	-
	720
	736
	-
	21,937
	22,284
	-
	11,268
	-

	
	…of which owned by local government
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total)
	-
	1,797
	1,961
	-
	62,143
	64,671
	-
	27,904
	-

	Unknown ownership (total)
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	TOTAL
	1,984
	2,517
	2,697
	n/a
	84,080
	86,955
	n/a
	39,172
	37,073


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 3 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Volume
	Volume is calculated on trees measured over bark with a minimum DBH of 7.5cm and includes the stem (without branches) from ground to a top diameter of 7cm.


2. Description of reported data
	Table 3 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	Growing stock and net annual increment
	Increase associated with an increasing stock/ha and an increasing forest surface.

	Fellings
	Decrease between 2010 and 2015: a part of the harvest in 2010 was linked to the windthrow of 2009 (Klaus)

	
	


Reporting notes:
1. Reference years for growing stock: The figures for the reporting years refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (1990, 2010 and 2015) noted in the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available. 

2. Reference years for net annual increment and annual fellings: The figures for the reporting years refer to the average for the 5-year periods (1988-1992 for 1990, 2008-2012 for 2010 respectively 2013-2014 for 2015), not to the data for the “central year” (1990, 2010 and 2015) noted in the Table.
3. For a definition of Forest Available for Wood Supply (FAWS) please consult the terms and definitions in Reporting Form 1.

	Reporting form 4: Economic indicators


Terms and definitions 
	WOOD REMOVALS

The wood removed for production of goods and energy regardless whether for industrial, commercial or domestic use.

Explanatory notes:
1. The term “removal” differs from “felling” as it excludes harvesting losses (stemwood) and trees that were felled but not removed.

2. Includes: removals from fellings in an earlier period and from trees killed or damaged by natural causes. 
3. Includes: all wood collected or removed for energy purposes, such as fuelwood, wood for charcoal production, harvesting residues, stumps, etc.

4. Excludes: woodfuel which is produced as a by-product or residual matter from industrial processing of roundwood.
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)


	COMMERCIAL VALUE OF WOOD REMOVALS

For the purpose of this table, value of wood removals is defined as the commercial market value at the site of harvest, road side or forest border. 
Explanatory note:

1. If values are obtained from a point further down the production chain, transport costs and possible handling and/or processing costs should be subtracted whenever possible.
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)


	CERTIFIED AREA

Forest area certified under a forest management certification scheme with published standards that are nationally and/or internationally recognized and independently verified by a third-party.

Explanatory notes:

1. Includes: forest area under Forest Stewardship Council (FSC) and/or Programme for the Endorsement of Forest Certification schemes (PEFC).
2. Areas under different international certification should not be added together as they may overlap.
3. This refers only to forest management certifications and excludes areas covered only by chain of custody certification.

(Source: FRA 2015 modified)


	NON-WOOD FOREST PRODUCTS (NWFP)

Goods derived from forests and other wooded land that are tangible and physical objects of biological origin other than wood.

Explanatory notes:
1. Generally includes non-wood plant and animal products collected from areas defined as forest (see definition of forest). 

2. Specifically includes the following regardless of whether from natural forests or plantations:

· gum arabic, rubber/latex and resin;

· Christmas trees, cork, bamboo and rattan.

3. Generally excludes products collected in tree stands in agricultural production systems, such as fruit tree plantations, oil palm plantations and agroforestry systems when crops are grown under tree cover.

4. Specifically excludes the following:

· woody raw materials and products, such as chips, charcoal, fuelwood and wood used for tools, household equipment and carvings;

· grazing in the forest;

· fish and shellfish. 

(Source: FRA 2015)


	COMMERCIAL VALUE OF NON-WOOD FOREST PRODUCTS (NWFP)
For the purpose of reporting on this variable, value is defined as the commercial market value at the forest gate.

Explanatory note:
1. If values are obtained from a point further down the production chain, transport costs and possible handling and/or processing costs should be subtracted whenever possible. 

(Source: FRA 2015)


	FOREST ECOSYSTEM SERVICES (FES)

Forest ecosystem services (other than production of goods) comprise ecological, biospheric, social, amenity and other services that are forest-dependent or mainly forest-related.
Explanatory notes:
1. Ecological services: Include services related to the prevention of soil erosion, preservation of water resources, maintenance of other environmental functions and protection of infrastructure as well as management of natural resources against natural hazards.

2. Biospheric services: Include services related to:

· Protection of forests and other wooded land to conserve biodiversity, landscapes and specific natural elements; 

· Forests conservation and utilization of forest tree genetic resources (in-situ or ex-situ gene conservation of genetic resources) and for seeding.
This class also includes carbon-sequestration related afforestation projects in the context of the Kyoto Protocol.

3. Social services: Include e.g. hunting or fishing licences, renting of huts and houses as well as forest-based leisure, sport and outdoor adventure activities and educational services. 
4. Amenity services: Include those related to spiritual, cultural and historical functions, e.g. sacred, religious, or other forms of spiritual inspiration, sites of worship , landscape features (mountains and waterfalls), “memories’’ in the landscape from past cultural ties, aesthetic enjoyment and inspiration, historic artefacts.

5. Other services: Include e.g. payments to woodland owners for licences for gravel extraction, telecommunication masts, wind farms and electricity distribution.
(Source: Pan-European reporting 2013 modified)


	COMMERCIAL VALUE OF FOREST ECOSYSTEM SERVICES (FES)

Value of forest ecosystem services collected from the production of forest ecosystem services. For this purpose value may include concession fees and royalties, taxes and charges based on forest area special levies on forestry activities and payments into forest-related funds, other miscellaneous inspection, licence and administrative fees levied by forest administrations, permit and licence fees for recreation and other forest related activities that are directly related to the provision of forest ecosystem services.

(Source: Pan-European reporting 2013 modified)


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	PEFC France
	High
	Certified area
	2010
	
	Date: 
December 2010. Roads included

	PEFC France
	High
	Certified area
	2015
	
	Date: 
December 2014. 

Roads included

	Enquête annuelle de branche : exploitation forestière et scierie (MAAF/SSP – EAB-EFS)
	H
	Fellings : harvested round wood
	Annual
	Exhaustive or partial depending on the year
	

	Enquête logement (INSEE)
	M
	Fellings : non-marketed wood and wood not coming from forests : only the wood coming from forests is taken into account
	1988, 1992, 1996, 2001, 2006
	Survey including 43000 households
	Data processed by MEDDE and SOeS. 

	Enquête sur la valeur finale des produits de l'exploitation forestière MAAF / DGPE
	M
	Wood price by species and category
	Annual
	Survey by MSAR
	

	Enquêtes sur les prix des bois MAAF/SSP
	M
	Wood price by species and category
	semi annual for log
quarterly for woodfuel and pulpwood
	Partial survey.
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4a: Wood removals and certified area
	Ownership category
	Year
	Total wood removals
	Certified area 

	
	
	Volume (1000 m3)
	Value

(1000 local currency)
	Area (1000 ha)

	Public ownership (total)
	2015
	11,700
	
	3,352

	
	2010
	12,100
	
	2,998

	
	1990
	
	
	

	
	…of which owned by local government
	2015
	6,600
	
	1,637

	
	
	2010
	6,900
	
	1,436

	
	
	1990
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total)
	2015
	41,100
	
	2,324

	
	2010
	43,600
	
	2,153

	
	1990
	
	
	

	Unknown ownership (total)
	2015
	
	
	0

	
	2010
	
	
	0

	
	1990
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	2015
	52,800
	2,738,000
	5,676

	
	2010
	55,700
	2,482,000
	5,151

	
	1990
	62,600
	
	


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	ONCFS Office national de la chasse et de la faune sauvage
	Medium

(for answering to NWFP statistics)
	Game killed by hunters in tons
	2014
	Yearly
	Game inventory

	France Agrimer
	Medium

(for answering to NWFP statistics)
	Gross prices for game meat
	2014
	Yearly
	Price inventory

	FFT Fédération Française des truffes
	Partial
	Truffles 
	2014
	Yearly 
	estimates

	IML Institut méditerranéen du Liège
	Partial
	Cork
	2014
	Yearly 
	estimate

	ONF Office national des Forêts
	High
	Forest seeds quantity
	2012-2013
	Yearly 
	Inventory

	MAAF Ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High 
	Forest seeds value
	2012-2013
	Yearly
	inventory


Table 4b: Main Non-Wood Forest Products (NWFP) in 2015 
	Ownership category
	Rank (importance)
	Name of product
	Unit (e.g. local currency, kg etc.)
	Value/ Quantity


	All ownership
	1st
	Game meat
	T/year

Million euro 2014
	28 806 

262,3

	
	2nd
	Truffles 
	T/year

Million euro 2014
	6

1.8

	
	3rd
	Cork 
	T/year

Million euro 2014
	710

0.211

	
	4th 
	
	
	

	
	5th 
	
	
	

	Public ownership (total)
	1st
	Forest seeds
	T/year

Million euro 2014 
	73

3

	
	2nd
	
	
	

	
	3rd
	
	
	

	
	4th 
	
	
	

	
	5th 
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total)
	1st
	
	
	

	
	2nd
	
	
	

	
	3rd
	
	
	

	
	4th 
	
	
	

	
	5th 
	
	
	


	Please insert additional information on NWFP here:

	In table 4a: only PEFC certified areas are included because it is the major certification scheme in France and in order not to add areas certified in the two certifications schemes.

For information, in France, FSC certified forest area is : 

· in 2010 : 16,900 ha,

· in 2014 : 27,501 ha (20,998 ha in private forest and 6,503 ha in other public forest).
Do not add data since both certification (PEFC and FSC) can exist on the same property. 
In table 4b: It is not possible from statistical sources to distinguish private and public ownership for main non wood forest products 

Game is mainly own consumed by hunter (without commercialisation)

Christmas trees are not included here; they are part of agricultural statistics




Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	MI ministère de l’intérieur
	High
	Fire fighting
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MAAF ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High
	Post-windstorm restore process
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MAAF ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High
	Fire prevention
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MAAF ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High
	Mountain forest restore process
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MAAF ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High
	Stand dunes preservation
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MEDDE Ministère de l’écologie, du développement durable et de l’énergie
	High
	Biological reserves
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MEDDE Ministère de l’écologie, du développement durable et de l’énergie
	High
	Natura 2000
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MEDDE Ministère de l’écologie, du développement durable et de l’énergie
	High
	Endangered species preservation
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MAAF ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High
	Forest management in public forest
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	ONF office national des forêts
	High
	Renting for hunting
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	ONF office national des forêts
	High
	Other renting
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	ONF office national des forêts
	High
	Arboretum des Barres
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	MAAF ministère de l’agriculture de l’agroalimentaire et de la forêt
	High
	Forest management in private forest
	2014
	Yearly statistics
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4c: Main Forest Ecosystem Services (FES) in 2015

	Ownership category
	Rank (importance)
	Name of service
	Local currency 
	Value

	All ownership
	1st
	Fire fighting
	Million euro 2014
	94

	
	2nd
	Post-windstorm restore process
	Million euro 2014
	31

	
	3rd
	Fire prevention
	Million euro 2014
	21

	
	4th 
	Mountain forest restore process
	Million euro 2014
	17.5

	
	5th 
	Stand dunes preservation
	Million euro 2014
	2.5

	
	6th
	Biological reserves
	Million euro 2014
	2

	
	7th 
	Natura 2000
	Million euro 2014
	1

	
	8th
	Endangered species preservation
	Million euro 2014
	0.29

	
	1st
	Fire fighting
	Million euro 2014
	94

	Public ownership (total)
	1st
	Forest management 
	Million euro 2014
	140

	
	2nd
	Renting for hunting
	Million euro 2014
	66

	
	3rd
	Other renting
	Million euro 2014
	30

	
	4th 
	Arboretum des Barres
	Million euro 2014
	0.3

	
	5th 
	
	
	

	Private ownership (total)
	1st
	Forest management
	Million euro 2014
	80

	
	2nd
	
	
	

	
	3rd
	
	
	

	
	4th 
	
	
	

	
	5th 
	
	
	


	Please insert additional information on FES here:

	Renting for hunting value in private forest is not available for recent years

Each data of the table is quite high in quality; however figures presented here are partial and non-exhaustive due to difficulties to find exhaustive data on FES expenditures (in particular for private forest) and to simply value such services.


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Tables 4a, 4b and 4c category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	
	

	Table 4b
	In France there are no particular inventories for NWFP. Figures presented in table 4b have to be considered as partial data: the list of NWFP in this table is not exhaustive (forest honey, berries, plants, mushrooms, etc. are not inventoried.

Data for game contain a large part of self-consumption that cannot be distinguished.

	Table 4c
	The list of services presented in this table is not exhaustive. Data have to be considered as minimal expenditure value for such services due to the difficulties to find information in this field in particular for private forest.


2. Description of reported data
	Tables 4a, 4b and 4c category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	

	Table 4b
	Due to the non-exhaustivity and heterogeneity of data it is quite difficult to aggregate and comment trends for these products and to aggregate and compare values and figures between different countries

	Table 4c
	Due to the non-exhaustivity and heterogeneity of data it is quite difficult to aggregate and comment trends for these services and to aggregate and compare values and figures between different countries


Reporting notes: 

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting years refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year”, 1990, 2010 and 2015 for total wood removals; 2010 and 2015 for certified area; 2015 for Non-Wood Forest Products (NWFP) and; 2015 for Forest Ecosystem Services (FES), or in a nearest year for which data is available.
2. Roundwood is to be reported “under bark”.

3. The value of roundwood reported should be the market value at the site of removal. If possible, felled (roadside) values should be reported. If a different basis is used (e.g. standing sales value), values should be converted to felled (roadside). In the case where values are obtained from a point further down the production chain, transport costs and possible handling and/or processing costs should be discounted. Values and conversion factors used in the calculation should be provided in the country specifications. 
4. Please feel free to add more rows for NWFP and FES if you want to report more.
1.2 Public Ownership
	Reporting form 5: Structure of public forest ownership


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	ONF, the French forestry commission ‘Office National des Forêts’ 
	H
	Public ownership
	2015 
January
	Exhaustive
	Public forests managed under ‘forest scheme’ 

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 5: Institutional framework of the public forest in 2015

	Institutional Framework

	Major Ministry managing Public Forests 
	MAAF ministère chargé de l’agriculture et des forêts
	4 077
	[1000 ha]

	
	Of which managed by state forest management organisation
	ONF The French Forestry 
Commission “Office National des Forêts”
	4 077
	[1000 ha]

	
	Main management level:
	X    National
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sub-national
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Local 

	Other Ministry managing Public Forests
	Ministry of Defence
	<area>
	[1000 ha]

	Other Ministry managing Public Forests
	<Please insert name of ministry>
	<area>
	[1000 ha]


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 5 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Of which managed by state forest management organisation
	The French forestry commission "Office National des Forêts" fully manages the “forêts domaniales” (owned by the State – Ministry of Agriculture and Forests) and partially manages the other public forests (management plan, wood sale… the owners approve the management plan, approve sales and do forest works). 



	
	

	
	

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 5 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	

	
	

	
	


Reporting notes:

1. This table seeks to provide information about the distribution of the supervision of the public forests (management) among the public administration units (e.g. educational forests supervised by a ministry of education, military forest supervised by a ministry of defence, protected forests managed by a ministry of environment, productive forests managed by ministry of agriculture/industry, etc.).

2. The expression “Main management level:” distinguishes between the three main levels of governments: national, sub-national and local. Please see the Reporting Form 1, “public ownership” for a more detailed definition.

3. Please feel free to add more categories (respectively rows) if needed.

	Reporting form 6: State forests management organisations


Terms and definitions

	STATE FOREST MANAGEMENT ORGANISATION (SFMO)
A state forest management organisation (SFMO) is the entity that is responsible for the supervision and the organisation of the execution of the management of state owned forest. SFMO represents a variety of legal, organisational and financial frameworks. With some degree of generality, from the point of view of the relationship to the state budget financing, for this reporting three forms of SFMOs are distinguished: State budget financed organisations/units; State owned organisations/enterprises/companies; and Non-state entities.
Explanatory notes:

1. Please see the definition of Forest Management at Reporting Form 1.

2. The forest management organisation is not necessarily the Forest Management Decision Maker. Please see the definition of Forest Management Decision Maker at Reporting Form 1.
STATE BUDGET FINANCED ORGANISATIONS/UNITS
Forest management organisations that are funded through the state budget. The state budget financing is provided by the state on national or sub-national level and available on a regular basis (e.g. each year). 

Explanatory notes:

1. Revenues produced by the forest management are not available to the forest management organisation but returned to the state budget.

2. The forest management organisation might benefit from direct and indirect subsidies.
3. Forest management organisation doesn’t own forests and only manages them as a state property. 
STATE OWNED ORGANISATIONS/ENTERPRISES/COMPANIES
Comprises forest management organisations of various legal statuses that function as state owned enterprises, public law companies, limited companies, etc. Their finances are generally independent from the state budget. They generate their own income from managing the state property to cover the accumulating costs. These forest management organisations are detached from the government administration system and act as independent organisations (like companies) however, the state as the owner/shareholder has significant control (supervision) over the forest management organisation.
Explanatory notes:

1. A state owned enterprise/organisation might pursue commercial as well as non-commercial goals.
2. The forest management organisation transfers dividends or other contributions in cash to the state budget on a regular basis (e.g. every month). Subsidies for certain services might be provided to the organisation.

3. Forest is not owned by the described forest management organisation but only managed.
NON-STATE ENTITIES
Forest management organisations that manage state owned forest land based on lease or rental contracts and provide services to private business entities and receive funding in return. 

Explanatory notes:

1. The forest management organisation could be a part or branch of a private company and might pursue commercial as well as non-commercial goals.

2. The forest management organisation may pay a rent fee to the state budget on the state property used. Subsidies for certain services might be provided by the state to the organisation for pursuing non-commercial goals.

3. Forest is not owned by the described forest management organisation.



Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	The French Forestry Commission "Office National des Forêts"
	H
	State budget financed organisations/units
	2014
	annual financial report
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 6: State forests management organisations in 2015

	Main management level
	State budget financed organisations/units
	State owned organisations/enterprises/companies
	Non-state entities
	Others*

	
	Turnover [1000 local currency]
	Forest area [1000 ha]
	Turnover [1000 local currency]
	Forest area [1000 ha]
	Turnover [1000 local currency]
	Forest area [1000 ha]
	Turnover [1000 local currency] 
	Forest area [1000 ha]

	National level
	431 300
	1 503
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sub-national level
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Local level
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


*Please provide the appropriate definition for other state forest management organisations in the country comments.
Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 6 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	State budget financed organisations/units - Turnover
	The French forestry commission "Office National des Forêts" manages the state forests (owner: ministry of agriculture and forests). 

The figure set out includes :

· Forest products (wood, hunting…)

· public subsidies

· services of general interest

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 6 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	Does a state forest management organisation has any administrative functions (on public or private forests) that are normally served by the state? Please give a short overview about the situation in your country:
	The French forestry commission "Office National des Forêts" (ONF) exercises missions of police and surveillance on the public forests.

The State also confides to the ONF services of general interest (soil protection, biodiversity, preservation of the genetic resources …).

	
	


Reporting notes:

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting year refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (2015) noted in the headline of the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.

2. The expression “Main management level:” distinguishes between the three main levels of governments: national, sub-national and local. Please see the Reporting Form 1, “public ownership” for a more detailed definition.

	Reporting form 7: Structure of public forest holdings


Terms and definitions
	PUBLIC FOREST HOLDING

One or more parcels of forest which constitute a single unit from the point of view of management or utilization. A holding may be defined as the management unit, for which a forest management plan (or its equivalent) is developed, e.g. forest district or forest superintendence, national park.

Explanatory note:

1. Holding is different than property, e.g. state owned forests constitute one property, which might be managed through more than one holding (e.g. forest districts, national parks, hunting areas).
(Source: TBFRA 2000 modified)


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	The French Forestry Commission "Office National des Forêts"
	H
	All
	2015, 
January
	Exhaustive database
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 7: Area and number of forest holdings in 2015
	Ownership category
	Area and number of forest holdings by size

	
	Total
	≤10 ha
	11-500 ha
	501-10,000 ha
	10,001-100,000 ha
	>100,000 ha

	
	Area
(1000 ha)
	No. of holdings
	Area
(1000 ha)
	No. of holdings
	Area
(1000 ha)
	No. of holdings
	Area (1000 ha)
	No. of holdings
	Area
(1000 ha)
	No. of holdings
	Area
(1000 ha)
	No. of holdings

	Public ownership (total)
	4 077
	16 930
	10
	1 845
	1 645
	13 290
	2 254
	1 785
	168
	10
	0
	0

	Owned by the state at national level
	1 503
	1 300
	0
	15
	135
	615
	1 200
	660
	168
	10
	0
	0

	Owned by the state at sub-national government scale
	85
	415
	10
	1 830
	1 510
	12 675
	1 054
	1 125
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Owned by local government
	2 489
	15 215
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 7 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Owned by the state at sub-national government scale
	Forests owned by “départements” and “régions” and managed under forest scheme

	Owned by local government
	Forests owned by municipalities (or groupings) and managed under forest scheme

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 7 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	

	
	

	
	


Reporting note:

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting year refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (2015) noted in the headline of the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.
	Reporting form 8: Workforce in public forests


Terms and definitions

	FOREST MANAGERS

Persons that are directly involved in forest management and have managerial responsibilities for planning organizing, supervising and managing forests (i.e. managers, supervisors, officers, as well as other specialists).


	FIELD FOREST WORKERS

Persons directly performing forest operations in the field e.g. planting, logging, protection activities (e.g. chain-saw operators, harvester operators)
EMPLOYEES (Sub-category)

Workers that are regular employees of the entity that holds the management rights of the forest.

CONTRACTORS (Sub-category)

Workers that are employed through agreements to perform specified activities.




	OTHER STAFF

Persons supporting the process of forest management (i.e. specialists, technical staff, clerical workers etc.). They are neither forest workers nor do they have managerial responsibility for planning, organizing, supervising and managing forests.


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	The French Forestry Commission "Office National des Forêts"
	H
	Workforce in state forest management organisation
	2014
	Annual report
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 8: Workforce in public forests in 2015 
	Category
	Forest managers
	Field forest workers
	Other staff

	
	
	employees
	contractors
	

	Public ownership (total)
	
	
	
	

	Of which in state forest management organisation
	5 999
	2 962
	
	164

	Of which owned by local government
	n/a
	n/a
	
	n/a


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 8 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Of which in state forest management organisation
	The French forestry commission "Office National des Forêts" : staff at 31/12/2014

Other staff : « emplois aidés »

It includes staffs who work for competitive activities, of which a big part for public forests, but not all of them.

	Of which owned by local government
	not available

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 8 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	

	
	

	
	


Reporting note:

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting year refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (2015) noted in the headline of the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.
1.3 Private Ownership
	Reporting form 9: Removals from private forest properties


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	SSP Survey « Structure de la forêt privée SFP2012 »


	M
	Wood removals
	From 2008 to 2012
	Partial survey
	Average from 2008 to 2012 Forest area >= 1ha only

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 9: Removals from private forest properties in 2010

	Ownership category
	Removals (1000 m3) from properties by size classes

	
	Total
	< 10ha
	11-50 ha
	51-500 ha
	> 500 ha

	Private ownership (total)
	29,169
	6,657
	6,466
	11,371
	4,675


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 9 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Wood removals
	Les données sont issues de l'enquête SFP 2012 et ne sont pas comparables aux valeurs de la table 4 issues de l'enquête annuelle de branche Exploitations forestières et scieries (EAB-EFS)  et de l'enquête logement INSEE. En effet la quantité de bois de feu autoconsommée et non commercialisée est très importante, ce qui n’apparaît pas dans l’enquête annuelle  mais qui peut être évalué par ailleurs. 

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 9 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	

	
	


Reporting notes: 

1. Reference year: The figures for the reporting year refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (2010) noted in the headline of the table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.
2. For a definition of Wood Removals and Property please consult the terms and definitions in Reporting Form 4 respectively Reporting Form 2.
	Reporting form 10: Demographic information on individual forest owners


	PRIMARY OWNER

The owner listed on the title of a property. If there are two or more owners of the property, the name of the primary owner appears first. The owner may be an individual or a group. There may also be two primary owners of a property. For example, in the case of a married couple, the husband and the wife may both be primary owners.

(Source: PropertyFinderTM 
 modified) 


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	SSP Survey « Structure de la forêt privée SFP2012 »


	H
	Individual owners
	2012
	Partial survey
	Forest area >= 1ha only

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 10: Individual forest owners by age and gender
	
	Year
	Age classes (years)
	Number of primary owners
	Share of female primary owners [%]

	Individual owners
	2015
	Total
	951,000
	30%

	
	2010
	
	902,000
	30%

	
	1990
	
	
	

	
	2015
	< 40
	44,000
	32%

	
	2010
	
	50,000
	20%

	
	1990
	
	
	

	
	2015
	40 to 60
	332,000
	21%

	
	2010
	
	339,000
	27%

	
	1990
	
	
	

	
	2015
	> 60
	575,000
	35%

	
	2010
	
	513,000
	34%

	
	1990
	
	
	


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 10 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	
	Sources : SSP Surveys  SFP1999 (« 2010 ») and SFP2012 (« 2015) ; Forest area >=1ha only 
Champ : personnes physiques en nom propre et communautés matrimoniales. 

	
	Ages are defined for natural persons (Individual, Joint estate, Indivisible property and Co-ownership) who answered, but not for legal entities (Forest group, Forest property investment company, Other legal entity) which represent only 73,000 forest properties out of a total of 1,129,000 forest properties, owing 2,447,000 hectares out of a total of 9,637,000 hectares. 


2. Description of reported data
	Table 10 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	The average age is increasing, in parallel with life expectancy.


Reporting note: 

1. Reference years: The figures for the reporting years refer to the situation in a reference year, a “central year” (1990, 2010 and 2015) noted in the Table, or in a nearest year for which data is available.
	Reporting form 11: Social background and objectives of individual forest owners


Terms and definitions 

	OBJECTIVES OF INDIVIDUAL FOREST OWNERS

Aesthetic enjoyment: Forest primarily owned for its aesthetic values.
Farm and domestic use: Forest primarily owned for farming and domestic purposes (e.g. fuelwood for private use, pasture areas).
Land investment: Forest primarily owned for monetary reasons e.g. to hedge against inflation.
Part of residence/farm: Forest primarily owned because it is a part of the owner’s residence/farm.
Recreation: Forest primarily owned for recreational purposes.
Timber production: Forest primarily owned for production of wood, fibre, bio-energy and/or non-wood forest products.

(Source: Private Forest Land Owners of the United States 1994
)


	PLACE OF USUAL RESIDENCE

Place of usual residence is the geographic place where the enumerated person usually resides; or it may be the person’s legal residence. A person's usual residence should be that at which the person spends most of her/his daily night rest.

(Source: UNECE Statistical Standards and Studies- No. 49 modified
)


Data Sources:

	References to sources of information
	Quality 
	Category
	Year(s)
	Type of inventory
	Additional comments

	SSP Survey « Structure de la forêt privée SFP2012 »
	H
	Individual owners
	2012
	Partial survey
	Forest area >= 1ha only
Personnes physiques en nom propre ;
% se rapportant à 945,000 propriétaires détenant 6,073,000 ha de forêts

	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 11: Occupation, residence and objectives of individual forest owners
	a) Occupation
	 
	 
	 

	
	Field/Status of occupation
	Share of owners [%]
	Share of forest area [%]

	Individual owners
	Agriculture/Forestry (total)
	18
	19

	
	Agriculture/Forestry (full-time)
	18
	19

	
	Agriculture/Forestry (part-time)
	
	

	
	Outside Agriculture/Forestry
	26
	28

	
	Pensioner
	56
	53


	b) Place of usual residence

	
	Location of residence
	Share of owners [%]
	Share of forest area [%]

	Individual owners
	Primary residence in vicinity of their forest property
	69
	49

	
	…of which farmers (active or retired)
	40
	45

	
	Primary residence is not in vicinity of their forest property 
	31
	51

	
	…of which in cites/towns 
	71
	71


	c) Objectives of ownership

	
	Objectives
	Share of owners [%]
	Share of forest area [%]

	Individual owners
	Aesthetic enjoyment
	
	

	
	Farm and domestic use
	
	

	
	Land investment
	13
	20

	
	Part of residence/farm
	
	

	
	Recreation
	
	

	
	Timber production
	15
	17

	
	Other
	
	


Country comments:

1. Harmonization of reporting
	Table 11 category
	Comments related to the relevance of national classifications and definitions to the system proposed in this questionnaire.

	Individual owners
	The vicinity can be considered from an administrative point of view (living in the “département” where the woods are located), or from the duration of the travel between the woods and the residence (less than one hour or more). In that case, the surveys refer to the fact that the primary residence is in the “département” where the woods are located.

A town is a municipality of more than 2,000 inhabitants (National French statistic definition)

	Individual owners
	In France, to have multiple objectives is the rule. The 2012 survey gives the first answer to the question: what are your main expectations about your forest? Furthermore, self-consumption of firewood is very common, but is only one objective, especially for large estates. Protection of the environment of forest includes aesthetic enjoyment, but also recreation.

	
	


2. Description of reported data
	Table 11 category
	Comments on the reported status and trends. Information about subregional variety. Additional information, examples, description of the reported area.

Please provide this information, in particular if quantitative data is not available; use additional sheets if needed.  

	
	


Reporting note: 
1. Please provide data for recent available year.


Part 2. Qualitative Questions 
2.1 FOREST OWNERSHIP STRUCTURE AND MANAGEMENT
2.1.1 How have forest ownership structure and management changed since 1990?
Significance: 0 (not relevant); 1 (to some extent); 2 (rather important); 3 (highly important)
	A. Changes between public and private ownership

	Forest ownership structure (public/private) is influenced by…

	Please select the period of time you are referring to:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1990-2000
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2000-2014

	A.1 Restitution of forest land (returning state forest land to previous owners such as local governments; or private individuals or institutions).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	A.2 Privatization of forest land (selling state forest land to other owners such as local governments; or private individuals or institutions).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	A.3 Nationalization or preservation of public ownership of a forest.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	A.4 Forest land is purchased by public forest owners.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	A.5 Others, namely:

	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3


Please explain shortly and/or give case examples for each of these trends that are relevant in your country. Please indicate also if there are scientific studies or other material available for further investigation or experts that could be contacted. If data in Table 1a (quantitative part) is considered as not sufficient please add quantitative figures where possible. This will reveal how much ownership really changed (e.g. how much forest is restituted, privatised [%, ha]). The description should be max. 1 page long.
	Please insert a short description here:

	The municipalities buy forest areas mostly to welcome the urban publics freely. These areas are managed accordingly. 

Some public foundations buy forest areas for environmental protection, such as the “Conservatoire du Littoral”.

The whole areas are rather low. The privatisation of forest areas is inexistent, as there are legal restrictions. 


	B. Changes within public forest ownership 
	

	Public forest ownership is influenced by…

	Please select the period of time you are referring to:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1990-2000
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2000-2014

	B.1 Privatisation of public forest land.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	B.2 Change of structure/commercialization of public forest management (introduction of new forms of management, e.g. state owned company).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	B.3 Exchange of forest land among public ownership types (e.g. state and local governments; national and sub-national level).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	B.4 The introduction of new forms of public ownerships.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	B.5 Others, namely:


	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3


Please explain shortly and/or give case examples for each of these trends that are relevant in your country. Please indicate also if there are scientific studies or other material available for further investigation or experts that could be contacted. If data in Reporting form 1 and 5 - 8 (quantitative part) is considered as not sufficient please add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long. 

	Please insert a short description here:

	51,000 ha of former state owned forests in Corsica Island (Mediterranean sea) belongs since 2002 to the local authority of Corsica Island.


	C. Changes within private forest ownership
	

	Private forest ownership is influenced by…

	Please select the period of time you are referring to:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1990-2000
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2000-2014

	C.1 Splitting forest properties through the process of inheritance.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.2 Afforestation/deforestation (of non-forest lands) by private owners.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.3 Trade of forest land among private owners.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.4 Changing life style, motivations and attitudes of forest owners (e.g. when farms are given up or heirs are not farmers any more).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.5 Appearance of new forest owners (afforestation or purchase of private forest).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.6 Consolidation of forest land (reduction of fragmentation of forest parcels).
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.7 An increasing share of institutional investors.
	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3

	C.8 Others, namely:


	0   1   2   3
	0   1   2   3


Please explain shortly and/or give case examples for each of these trends that are relevant in your country. Please indicate also if there are scientific studies or other material available for further investigation or experts that could be contacted. If data in Reporting form 1 and 9 - 11 (quantitative part) is considered as not sufficient please add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.
	Please insert a short description here:

	Despite the stability of legal categories, some  important trends within private forest ownership have been observed : 

· The regular increase of the number of forest owners with the legal status of natural person (+11%) and legal entities (business entities and institutions); the decrease of joint estate (- 30 %), and finally the relative stability of the total number of the private forest owners (1.129 million of forest owners with more than 1 ha).

· The light decrease of the average size of the property (8.8 ha in 1999, 8.5 ha in 1999). Those trends are not new as they have been mentioned in the last three national surveys (1987, 1999, and 2012).

In the last three decades, the farmer-owned forests are decreasing in surface and in number. In the 1999 survey, 300 000 farmers owned 1.5 million ha of forests. However the average surface was lower than the national average (5 ha against 8.8 ha). 50 000  ha are not managed anymore by farmers who sell their forest when they retire or after their death. This trend is parallel to the decrease of the number of farms in France between the last two decades (-34% of farms for the period 1988-2000 and -26% for the period 2000-2010). If the farm-forest ownership has been promoted by the rural development public policies during the 1970s as a way to manage new naturally-afforested lands and to provide an supplement of income, this forest management model has not resisted to economic assessment. Farm forests woods are often self-consumed, and partly marketed as wood energy. Whereas this source of wood energy often comes from traditional woodland and from hedges, some farmers also show a real interest for more modern silvicultural systems such as short rotation coppices they assimilate to agronomic practices. 

An interesting contribution of farm forests is also noticed in the Mediterranean region when the agro-sylvo-pastoral model contributes to prevent forest fires although some farmers prefer more artificial food systems (no grazing, enclosed breeding).

The market of private forest is buyer: 17 % of the private forest owners owning 31 % of the forest of more the one hectare wishes to buy forest; the main objective being to increase their heritage. 8 % of the same category of private forest owners - owning 11 % of the area ,want to sell a part or the whole of their forest, the main reason being the difficulty of management. 

The current trend is to clear forest located in flat grounds to replace them by the agriculture or the urbanized surfaces, whereas land left by the agriculture (small plots, strong slopes) afforest naturally.

The owners' interest for their forests is complex: 85 % of the owners of more than 4 hectares declare their global interest (2015 survey). The emotional attachment dominates; it is present in two thirds of the cases. In second rank, comes all what is related to the pleasure (approximately half of the answers). The patrimonial aspects, the wood production and the environmental protection are then on the same rank. The average number of interests increases with the class of surface. In other words, the more the owned surface is high, the more the vision is complex.


2.2 FOREST MANAGEMENT

2.2.1 Who typically manages the forests in your country?

	Please refer to the definition of “Forest Management” (Reporting Form 1) and explain shortly, if relevant give case examples for your country. If data in Table 1b (quantitative part) is considered as not sufficient please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	In private forests, management plans are drafted by the owner or a forest manager and approved by a regional public office, steered by forest owners’ representatives (CRPF Centre régional de la propriété forestière). For forest holdings above 25 ha, 26% belongs to a cooperative and 43% rely on professional forest experts (forest managers). Under 25 ha, it is less than 5% of owners using those services.

A collective management plan can be submitted by a forest manager, forest expert or forest cooperative.
The national forest agency (Office national des forêts, ONF) is in charge of the management of all public forests. In public forests, management plans are mandatory.

In state forest, they are drafted by national forest agency and approved by State’s authority if it complies with regional framework document (DRA).
In territorial authorities forest, they are drafted by national forest agency too and approved by the territorial authority and the representatives of state at regional level (prefect), if it complies with regional framework document (SRA).


· Please consider in your answer all public and private forest ownership types.
· Has the management of forest changed since 1990? 

· Please describe the roles of forest owners, forest owners associations, commons, state forest management organizations, the government, private companies/entrepreneurs, or other. 

· If forest management is not carried out by an owner, is it done on the basis of short or long term contracts, licences, etc.? 

· How do new forest ownership types (see definition below) organise forest management services? 

2.2.2 Who typically supervises that forest management is carried out according to the national legislation/other binding rules in your country?

	Please explain shortly, and if relevant give case examples that are relevant in your country. Please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	In private forests, the regional office (state authority) verifies the compatibility of management plans with the regional framework document (SRGS) and carries out implementation controls on the ground.

In Natura 2000 area, MP must be approved by the competent environmental authority (state authority)


· Please consider in your answer all public and private forest ownership types. 
· Please describe the roles of supervisors and to what extend they are influencing the forest management applied respectively what management rights were transferred to them.
· Is supervision of forest different for public and private lands?

· Has this changed since 1990? 

2.2.3 Which forest owner organisations (forest producer groups, forest owner co-operatives, co-operations or associations) exist in your country with a focus on joint or cooperative forest management? 
	Please explain shortly and if relevant give case examples for the Forest Owner Organisations (FOO) that are relevant in your country. As far as possible, please provide the number of  forest owner organisations in your country, as well as the forest area and share of owners (referring to the total number of owners in a country) that are covered by these organisations. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	

	
	Name Forest Owner Organisation
	Forest Area
	Share of owners [%]

	FOO 1
	
	
	

	FOO 2
	
	
	

	FOO 3
	
	
	

	FOO 4
	
	
	

	< please add more rows if needed >


· Forest owner organisations have many different names and forms. We are here interested in organisations that focus on the mutual support of the forest management, not on interest representation; although we know that many organisations do actually both. We also distinguish between forest commons that jointly own forest (these should be given as a separate ownership type) and forest owner organisations (to be described here). 

· Please describe shortly their main aims and mechanisms, and if they work on local, sub-national or national level. Please also describe their history, success and challenges. 

2.3 NEW FOREST OWNERSHIP TYPES
2.3.1  Which new forest ownership types emerge in your country?
	Please name, define and explain shortly, if relevant give case examples for your country. Please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	A new forest management approach with the concept of Payment for Environmental Services (PES)

The concept of PES has emerged as a way of involving beneficiaries of forest ecosystem services in the financing of their provision. PES system is newly developed economic instrument that requires users of forest services and consumers of forest products to financially contribute to the costs of their provision. They represent a new challenging but motivating economic tool: challenging because it may involve changes in traditional forest financing structures, but motivating because it may contribute to the economic sustainability of the forest activity and its related ecosystem services. The concept of PES could be seen as a driver of a new forest management approach in encouraging forest owners not to focus exclusively on wood production but also on environmental services (ES) provision.

So, with PES that is a new market-based instrument, French forest owners explicitly become ES providers. This new economic tool which has to change the forest management in favouring the provision of ES (i.e., a multifunctional forest management that recognizes ES, their management and their preservation), leads to a new forest owners’ type: “a provider of environmental services” who is paid to do it. Implementing PES depends on several factors: the nature of the target ES, the relationship between forest practices and the resulting ES, the scale of provision, etc. In France, few PES are implemented. 

This instrument is new and not well-known, so in general, we can only identify pilot actions (in the 2010s). The objective of these pilot actions is to test this instrument, to analyse the results (does PES work well in a specific context with specific actors?). The lessons learned from these experiences will help to improve it, to establish contracts in order to implement PES in a larger scale. For these reasons we cannot talk about PES stricto sensu but rather about actions that increase the value of ES provided by forests.
CASE STUDY: A PAYMENT FOR FOREST CARBON

In Rhône-Alpes, the Free Union forest owners’ Association for Forest Management (Association Syndicale Libre de Gestion Forestière - ASLGF), which is primarily a tool for the mutualisation of management, has become a support to the local forest development with its "carbon" action. In 2008, a first action has focused on 6.5 ha of coppice forests for 5 owners. The ASLGF and its members have sold 80 tons of CO2/ha at 700€/ha, covering approximately 50% of the cost of thinning. In 2012, this "carbon" action has been renewed on a surface of 40 ha with a new partner: the Bank of Neuflize OBC. 3200 tons of CO2 have been sold to this bank at a price of €10/t which finances thinning works in private forest. This action was carried out through an improved forest management (to abandon the clear cutting for the benefit of an uneven-aged high stand). Without the ASLGF structure it would have been difficult to group together 40 ha of thinning of chestnut trees, and without a bundled PSG ( = legal sustainable forest management plan) it would have been impossible to bring the level of guarantee legitimately claimed by the financial partner. So, the ASLGF could be seen as a support to boost the private forest management. This action demonstrates the interest of forest carbon compensation: the "improved forest management" approach shows that beyond a private investment the forest management responds to a demand of society that is the fight against climate change, and that the forest owner becomes a real actor in such global issue. In France, Regional Councils (Aquitaine, Midi Pyrenees) have already created their own carbon funds, but the track for the recognition of forest services in the fight against global warming is relatively new.


Terms and Definition:

	NEW FOREST OWNER:

Forest owners that recently acquired forest land and have not owned forest land before; or have non-traditional goals of ownership; or apply non-traditional methods of management.

Explanatory notes: 

1. Includes: transformed public ownership categories (e.g., through privatisation, contracting out forest management, transfer to local governments, etc.).
2. Includes: new legal forms of ownership in the countries (e.g. new common property regimes, community ownership), both for private and state land.
3. Includes: relevant phenomena of changing forest ownership (e.g. urban, absentee, and non-traditional or non-farm owners as well as investments of forest funds or ownership by new community initiatives, etc.)


2.4 ILLEGAL LOGGING
2.4.1 Is illegal logging considered as a serious problem in your country? Does it affect certain ownership categories in particular and if yes, in which way?
	Please explain shortly and if relevant give case examples that are relevant in your country. Please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	Illegal logging is not considered as a problem for wood produced in France. For imported wood, the issue is addressed throw implementation of EUTR.


	ILLEGAL LOGGING
Illegal logging takes place when timber is harvested, transported, bought or sold in violation of national laws. 
(Source: Brack et al. 2001 
)


2.5 POLICY QUESTIONS
2.5.1 What kinds of influence have policies on the development of forest ownership? 

	Please explain shortly, and if relevant give case examples that are relevant in your country. Please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	There is no more policy instrument fostering afforestation since 1999




· Are there any specific policy instruments that stimulate the restitution, privatisation, nationalisation, commercialization or decentralization of forests (e.g. pre-emption rights)?

· Are there regulations related to inheritance rights with an effect on creating smaller parcels or hindering such a development (fragmentation/defragmentation)? 

· What are the policy instruments fostering the afforestation of agricultural land? Please assess the level of afforestation in private/state lands in the last decade.
· Are there any policies creating new forest owner types in your country?

2.5.2 Which policy instruments (including financial incentives and taxation) exist that specifically address different ownership categories, in particular new (non-traditional) forest owners? Which policy instruments and organisational concepts do exist in order to reach different ownership types?

	Please explain shortly and if relevant give case examples that are relevant in your country. Please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	The 2014 forest act introduced a new labelling for association above 300 ha and 20 owners, with a shared and concerted management plan (GIEEF, groupement d’interêt économique et environnemental forestier). Forest owners involved in a GIEEF will benefit of increased incentives (additional tax exemptions and/or subsidies).


· Are there any new types of advice or advisory systems that respond to the needs of different ownership types (e.g. new owner types)?

· Were there specific campaigns launched to reach new or non-traditional forest owners?

· Please describe the policy instruments used to stimulate association of small forest owners.

2.5.3 The financial flows into and out of forests in regard to different ownership categories. What is the situation in your country?
	The cash flow should be presented according to the main ownership types (Private ownership, Public ownership by state and Public ownership by local government). Please explain shortly and if relevant give case examples that are relevant in your country. 
If possible please elaborate how forests in different ownership categories contribute to and/or benefit from the state budget. Please feel free to add quantitative figures, to the extent possible. The description should be max. 1 page long.

	The main framework for public support in private forests is EU Rural Development Programme Funds: financial support for the creation and repair of forestry road network in order to improve access to forest and territorial forestry development and animation

Private and public forest are taxed by local authorities (amount variable according to authorities) and by state (14M€ in private forests, 6M€ in public forest)

There is also a tax reductions to encourage the owners to actively manage their forests, to buy forests, to contract with forest managers and timber industry, to insure their forests

Around 190M€ of public fund per year are used for the management of public forests and 75 M€ are transfer payment to support private forest management (25 M€/year on a regular basis, 50M€/year specific and temporary to address the consequences of the 2009 Klaus storm)




· How are forests and forest management taxed; please distinguish between different ownership types and the authorities that collect incomes from taxes (state budget or communal authorities)? What is the tax rate, are there any tax exemptions? What is the overall public revenue for the country (given per year and ha)?

· How are forests and forest management subsidised (please distinguish between different ownership types)? What are the subsidy aims and what kinds of measures are subsidised? What is the overall public spending for the country (given per year and ha)? 
· Are there any other forms of money transfers between the forest owners (managers) and the state?  Do private or public forests (please distinguish between national, sub-national and local forests) overall contribute to or benefit from public (state or communal) budgets? How much is that (given per year and ha/other quantity unit)?
	PUBLIC FOREST REVENUE

All public revenue collected from the domestic production and trade of forest goods and services. For this purpose they include:

· Goods: sale of roundwood; biomass; and non-wood forest products.
· Services: concession fees and royalties, stumpage payments, public timber sales revenue, taxes and charges based on forest area or yield, taxes on domestic trade and export of forest products, special levies on forestry activities and payment into forest-related funds, other miscellaneous inspection, licence and administrative fees levied by forest administrations, permit and licence fees for recreation and other forest related activities.
Explanatory note: 

1. Excludes: taxes and charges generally collected from all individuals and enterprises (e.g. corporate taxes, payroll taxes, income taxes, land and property taxes, sales or value-added taxes); import taxes or duties levied on forest products; repayments of government loans to individuals and enterprises engaged in the production of forest products and services.

(Source: FRA 2015 modified)


	PUBLIC EXPENDITURE ON FORESTRY 

All government expenditure on forest related activities.

Explanatory notes: 

1. Correspond to the total budget allocated and spent by all concerned institutions.

2. Includes: expenditures for administrative functions, reforestation funds, direct support to forest sector (e.g. grants and subsidies) and support to other institutions (e.g. training and research centres). 
3. Excludes: expenditures in state owned organisation/enterprise/company. Please find a definition of state owned organisation/enterprise/company in reporting from 6.
(Source: FRA 2015 modified)


� Due to availability of data countries of North America, Caucasus and Central Asia, questionnaires for those countries have not been prefilled. Correspondents from these countries are kindly asked to refer to their national FRA reports for this information.


� Forest Resources Assessment Working Paper 180, FRA 2015 Terms and Definition, FAO, 2012


� Joint FOREST EUROPE/UNECE/FAO Questionnaire on Pan-European Indicators for Sustainable Forest Management, 2013


� European System of Accounts 2010: � HYPERLINK "http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/cache/ITY_OFFPUB/KS-02-13-269/EN/KS-02-13-269-EN.PDF" �http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/cache/ITY_OFFPUB/KS-02-13-269/EN/KS-02-13-269-EN.PDF�


� The Working Group on Community Involvement in Forest Management – Communities and Forest Management in Western Europe, � HYPERLINK "https://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/documents/2001-061.pdf" �https://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/documents/2001-061.pdf� 


� Forest Resources of Europe, CIS, North America, Australia, Japan and New Zealand (industrial temperate/boreal countries), UN-ECE/FAO Contribution to the Global Forest Resource Assessment 2000


� Property FinderTM Glossary: � HYPERLINK "http://ww3.dataquick.com/help/Primary_Owner.htm" �http://ww3.dataquick.com/help/Primary_Owner.htm�


� Birch T. W., 1994 – Private Forest Land Owners of the United States, USDA Forest Service: � HYPERLINK "http://www.fs.fed.us/ne/newtown_square/publications/resource_bulletins/pdfs/scanned/OCR/ne_rb134a.pdf" �http://www.fs.fed.us/ne/newtown_square/publications/resource_bulletins/pdfs/scanned/OCR/ne_rb134a.pdf� 


� UNECE and Statistical Office of the European Communities, 1998 – Statistical standards and studies, No. 49: � HYPERLINK "http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/stats/documents/statistical_standards_&_studies/49.e.pdf" �http://www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/stats/documents/statistical_standards_&_studies/49.e.pdf� 


� Brack, Duncan & Hayman, Gavin, 2001 – Intergovernmental actions on illegal logging: options for intergovernmental action to help combat illegal logging and illegal trade in timber and forest products.
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