
FLEG II STAKEHOLDER AWARENESS AND PERCEPTIONS 

SURVEY 

COUNTRY 

{fill in country name} 

 

N of questionnaire 

2014 GEO 1  

Fill-in a unique n for each questionnaire per 

template above 

 

 

Respondent’s socioeconomic information (all information and responses will be kept anonymous) 

 

Name/surname:  ____________________________________________________________________  
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Questionnaire for stakeholders 

Brief introduction about the purpose of the interview and the FLEG process and context. 

Introduction by an interviewer: 

 

Hello, I am representing (mention name of the interview organization). We are contracted by the World 

Bank to carry out a STAKEHOLDER AWARENESS AND PERCEPTIONS SURVEY planned for two rounds: 

2014 and repeated one in 2016.  

 

This activity is part of the regional work of the FLEG II (ENPI East) Program. The purpose of this survey is 

to measure changes in awareness and perceptions of illegal logging and other FLEG issues in each of the 

7 countries: Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, Ukraine and Russia.  

 

Awareness-raising is a critical building block for the FLEG II Program’s success. Previous FLEG work has 

shown that not all stakeholders perceive illegal logging as a serious issue. Without awareness about the 

social and environmental importance of forest governance and the tools available for reform, behavior 

change among stakeholders will be harder to achieve. Findings from these surveys will also be used to 

inform Program activities and assist in assessing the Program’s effectiveness.  

 

I'd like to ask your views on a number of different subjects. Your input will be treated strictly 

confidential. 

 

Let me briefly provide you some background information and context of the FLEG II Program.  

 

FLEG stands for Forest Law Enforcement and Governance, which had formed in 2001 into the so-called 

FLEG process in East Asia, Africa and Europe and North Asia (ENA) regions. The FLEG process aimed to 

secure political commitment to controlling illegal logging in countries of these regions and to design a 

definitive blueprint for action that countries could adopt to combat illegal logging. A regional ministerial 

conference had been organized, which resulted in an exceptional Ministerial Declaration that, for the 

first time in an international forest forum, expressed the explicit political backing of initiatives to tackle 

illegal logging and other forest crimes in the producing countries of the region. In 2003 and 2005 FLEG 

Ministerial regional processes were launched in Africa (AFLEG Process, 2003) and in Europe and North 

Asia (ENAFLEG Process, 2005). Similar processes were taking shape in Central America and South 

America. In the case of the ENA Region, the Russian Federation took an early and decisive leadership 

role in 2004, when it announced its support for the FLEG regional process and its willingness to host a 

Ministerial Regional Conference in 2005. The Ministerial Conference in 2005 in St. Petersburg brought 

together nearly 300 participants from 48 countries representing governments, the private sector, civil 

society, and international organizations. The Conference yielded the St. Petersburg Declaration, an 

expression of commitment by 44 governments from the Europe and North Asia region and other 

participating countries to take action to address illegal logging and associated forest crimes. The 

declaration included 29 specific commitments and an indicative list of actions for the implementation of 



the declaration. Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, Ukraine and Russia were the 

signatories of the ST. Petersburg Declaration. 
1
 

 

Momentum towards strengthening forest law enforcement and governance in the ENPI region grew 

when, in 2008, the EC, the World Bank, WWF and IUCN teamed up to implement the first ENPI FLEG 

Program (2008-2012, 6 million EUR). 

 

The ENPI Forest Law Enforcement and Governance II (FLEG II) Program (2012-2016, 9 million EUR) builds 

on the first ENPI FLEG I Program to support good forest governance, sustainable forest management and 

forest protection in the ENPI East region. In particular, the Program supports participating countries to: 

 Continue the implementation of the 2005 St. Petersburg FLEG Ministerial Declaration and up-

scaling of successes of the ENPI East FLEG I project. 

 Formulate and implement sustainable forest policies, including legal and administrative reforms for 

sustainable forest management and protection increase capacity. 

 Demonstrate the best sustainable forest management practices in targeted areas, for further 

replication. 

 

The Program’s stakeholders and counterparts include: state forest agencies; environment ministries or 

other ministries responsible for forest issues; forest and environmental training / education institutions; 

local and provincial entities; state and private forest-related and wood processing industries; other 

forest-related industries; local forest communities in pilot areas, including indigenous communities; 

media; and civil society.  The Program encompasses regional, national, and sub-national work programs. 

 

Program website: www.enpi-fleg.org 

  

                                                           
1
 44 countries adopting the St. Petersburg Declaration included:  Albania, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Belarus, 

Bulgaria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Canada, China, Croatia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Georgia, Germany, Greece, 

Hungary, Italy, Japan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Latvia, Lithuania, Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, 

Moldova, Mongolia, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russian Federation, Serbia and 

Montenegro, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United 

States, Uzbekistan as well as the European Commission. The St-Petersburg FLEG Declaration is available here. 

 

http://fleg1.enpi-fleg.org/
http://fleg1.enpi-fleg.org/
http://www.enpi-fleg.org/about/st-petersburg-declaration/


1a. Key stakeholders’ knowledge of core illegal logging and 

forest governance issues 
 

1. Are you aware of illegal logging activities in the region/ area/ country?  

Yes [ ] (2)                     No [ ] (1)                    

1.1. If yes, what is your source of information (check all that apply): 

1. Newspapers  

2. TV  

3. internet 

4. other media (specify) 

5. conversation with friends/colleagues 

6. personal observation. 

7.  Official sources of information (official reports) 

1.2 If yes, what types of illegal logging are you aware of:  

1. extraction of fuel wood by the rural population       

2.  commercial timber harvesting operations to supply domestic markets          

3. commercial timber harvesting operations to supply international markets     

4.  do not know.        

2. Are you aware of other illegal activities (such as harvesting of banned species and 

hunting of wildlife without permits) in the region/ area/ country?  

Yes [  ] (2)                     No [  ] (1)                    

2.1. If yes, what is your source of information (check all that apply): 

1. Newspapers 

2. TV/internet 

3. other media (specify) 

Kommentar [VN1]: If answer is Radio 
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4. conversation with friends/colleagues 

5. personal observation. 

6. Official sources of information (official reports) 

3. In your opinion, what is the scale of damage resulting from illegal logging: 

a. economically,           [   ] (1-5)  

b. environmentally?     [   ] (1-5) 

Please rate on a scale of 1-5 [Should it be very difficult got respondent to answer, then the answer 

Don’t know/No opinion  is applied with zero 

0 Don’t know/No opinion ]: 

5 Very significant 

4  Significant 

3  neither 

significant/non 

insignificant 

2  Insignificant 

1  Very insignificant 

0 Don’t know/No 

opinion 

 

4. More generally, illegal logging and other forest-related illegal activities are a symptom of 

poor forest governance. In your opinion, how important is good forest governance to: 

a.  Fostering a positive business climate for responsible private sector actors?    [   ]    

(1-5) 

b. Ensuring sustainable forestry management (SFM) and conservation of biodiversity  

[   ]   (1-5) 

c. Reducing social tension and conflicts   [   ]   (1-5) 

 

Please rate on a scale of 1-5: 

5  Extremely  important 

4  Very important 

3  Fairly important 

2  Slightly important 

1  Not important 

0  Don't know/  No 

opinion 
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1b. Key Stakeholders awareness about the FLEG Declaration 

and FLEG activities 
5. Before you were given background information by the interviewer, were you aware of 

the St. Petersburg Declaration, signed in 2005? 

Yes [] (2)                     No [] (1)                    

5.1 If yes, are you aware of any of the objectives of the Declaration? 

Yes [] (2)                     No [] (1)  

6. Are you aware of the FLEG-related activities in your country?  

Yes [] (2)                         No [] (1)  

6.1 If yes, which FLEG activities are you aware of (check all that apply):  

1. local,                            

2. national,                       

3. trans-boundary,          

4. regional and global?    

 

6.2 If yes, in your opinion, since how long have they been going on: 

1. less than 3 years 

2. between 3 and 5 years  

3. more than 5 years  

 

2. Key Stakeholders’ perceptions of FLEG principles  
(Five FLEG principles are postulated: a robust legal framework for forest management, a well 

resourced, well-staffed and effective forest agency, strong cross-sectoral coordination, broad 



stakeholder participation in decision-making and implementation and, transparency and free 

flow of information) 

 

Robust legal framework 

7. How important are consistent and clear laws governing the use of forest resources, for 

achieving FLEG objectives?                (1-5)     [   ] 

Please rate on a scale of 1 to 5 with 5 being extremely important and 1 being unimportant: 

5  Extremely  important 

4  Very important 

3  Fairly important 

2  Slightly important 

1  Not important 

0  Don't know/  No 

opinion 

 

7.1. Please fill in the table below: 

Please rate each of the above on a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 being extremely important and 1 

being unimportant. 

5  Extremely  important 5 well 

4  Very important  

3  Fairly important  

2  Slightly important  

1  Not important 1 not well 

0  Don't know/  No 

opinion 

0 Don’t know/no 

opinion 

 

It is suggested that a good legal 

framework for forests should include the 

following attributes: 

 

How important 

is this, in your 

opinion? (1-5) 

How well does 

the current legal 

structure codify 

this attribute? 

(1-5) 

a. Ways for local communities to 

participate in forest related 

planning and decision-making 

 

  

b. Formal mechanisms for people   



affected by forest policy to 

influence it 

 

c. Mechanisms for sharing forest 

revenues with local communities 

 

  

d. Recognition of traditional and 

indigenous rights to forest 

resources 

  

e. Clarity of land tenure, access 

rights and use rights  

  

f. Provide effective means to 

resolve disputes related to land 

tenure, ownership and use rights 

  

 

Forest agency effectiveness 

8. Do you think that the government’s forest agency has adequate capacity to address 

forest related illegal activities? 

Yes [] (2)                     No [] (1)                   Do not know [] (0) 

9. Agency capacity can be strengthened through:   

Please score the potential for improvement in each of the above options on a scale of 1 to 5, 

with 5 denoting no room for improvement and 1 denoting maximum room for improvement  

 

a. including effective measures for prevention, detection and suppression of forest crimes 

in the government’s forest law enforcement strategy  [   ]   (1-5) 

b. reinforcing inter- and intra-agency coordination to combat forest crime    [   ] (1-5) 

c. increasing foresters skills and resources to oversee the areas assigned to them [  ]  (1-5)    

d. Increased financial allocation to the control agencies  [   ]         [1-5] 

  

 

Kommentar [VIN6]: FOR 
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Cross-sectoral coordination: 

10. Is FLEG a cross-sectoral issue requiring effective cooperation amongst many 

government agencies and other stakeholders?   

Yes [] (2)                         No [] (1)  Do not know [] (0) 

11. In your opinion, should land use policies be consistent with forest policy goals and 

priorities?                             

Yes [ ] (2)                     No [ ] (1)                   Do not know [] (0) 

12. In your opinion, is the training of customs officers on forest related illegalities a 

priority activity to combat illegal logging?                             

Yes [] (2)                     No [] (1)                   Do not know [] (0) 

 

13. How would you rate the existing mechanisms within the government to address cross-

sectoral forest-related policy, planning, or practice issues?                 [    ]  (1-5) 

Please, rate the mechanisms on a 5 point scale: 

 

Stakeholder participation 

14. What is the extent to which government supports the participation of civil society, 

indigenous people, and forest-dependent communities in forest-related planning and 

decision making? [    ]  (1-5) 

Please score on a 1 to 5 scale  
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15. To what extent is participation in forestry decision making processes gender sensitive? 

[    ]  (1-5) 

Please rate on a 1 to 5 scale  

 

16. Do forestry authorities, at all levels have the capacity to carry out consultations with 

stakeholders and to use the feedback in forest-related decision making? [    ]  (1-5) 

Please score on a 1 to 5 scale 

  

Transparency and flow of information 

17. Is there a transparent, credible and comprehensive system of tracking the revenues 

and expenditures in the forest sector?       [     ]   (1-5) 

Please, rate on a 5 point scale (1-5) 
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18. Are the lease- and sale-based forest allocation processes transparent and free of 

corruption?                                               [     ]   (1-5) 

 Please rate on a 5 point scale (1-5) 

 

19. Do you think the legal framework supports public access to information about forestry?  

Yes [] (2)         No [] (1)             Do not know [] (0) 

19.1. If yes, more specifically, are inventory data, management plans, laws, and budgets for 

forests easily accessible to the public in a user-friendly format?      

Yes [] (2)      No [] (1) 

19.2 If yes, is it providing information on the health of protected areas and public parks? 

        Yes [] (2)         No [] (1)   

19.3 If yes, is it creating the enabling environment sufficient condition for stakeholders 

operating in the forest sector to function in an open and transparent manner?  

        Yes [] (2)      No [] (1)   

19.4 If yes, is it helping increase public awareness on the occurrence of illegal forest-related 

activities?              

 Yes [] (2)       No [] (1) 
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3. Decision makers’ awareness of modern technology and 

information to improve forest law enforcement and governance 
 

20.1. Are you aware of any of the following types of modern technology that have been 

implemented in the last years or under implementation? 

Modern technology and information systems Aware? 

Yes [2] 

 /No [1] 

 

Sub-

Nationa 

[1]l or 

National 

[2]? 

Functioning? 

Yes [2] /No 

[1] 

If 

functioning, 

since when? 

< 3 years [1] 

3-5 years [2] 

> 5 years [3] 

Chain of custody systems for timber (1)     

Forest certification systems (2)     

Online timber sales, licenses and auctions (3)     

Application of customs codes to facilitate 

accurate monitoring of timber and forest 

products trade.  

 Synthesis and sharing of this data through open 

international databases. (4) 

    

Satellite information and geographic 

information systems (GIS) (5) 

    

Crowdsourcing to increase public participation; 

for example, through mobile and online 

reporting of forest fires, illegal logging, etc.  (6) 

    

Gathering, synthesis and sharing of import / 

export data on wood and forest products and 

their integration into international open 

databases (7) 

    

 

20.2. Has modern technology improved forest governance and law enforcement? 

Yes [ ] (2)  No [ ] (1)  Do not know [ ] (0) 
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20.2.1. If yes, could you list specific examples where technology has had an impact on the 

target group/activity: 

 

 

 

21. Further comments and suggestions on issues that this survey may have missed but which 

the respondent sees as critical for promoting the FLEG agenda in the country. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusions of the Survey 

Interviewers thanks a respondent: 

Thank you very much for having taken the time to complete this questionnaire. The information 

on your perceptions is a very important input for the evaluation of FLEG issues awareness, as 

well as for the formulation of policy advice. 

Interviewer: reads to the respondent: 

We may repeat this survey in about 2 -3 years’ time (planned for 2016)  in order to see how the 

FLEG environment has changed. To this end, we would ask for your permission to include you 

and your company’s / department name in a confidential database. This information may be 

used by our company in order to interview you again in 2 – 3 years’ time. 

Permission granted         
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Permission refused 
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