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1. INTRODUCTION
Enacted in 2009, the Timber Legality Assurance System (Sistem Verifikasi Legalitas Kayu/SVLK) 
did not come about overnight. It was the result of a hard-fought effort to save Indonesian 
forest by various parties since the New Order era. SVLK is expected to guarantee the legality 
of Indonesian timber and wood products for both domestic and export markets (increasing 
competitiveness and opening up market opportunities), to combat illegal logging towards the 
achievement of Sustainable Forest Management (Pengelolaan Hutan Produksi Lestari/PHPL), to 
improve social welfare, improve compliance with regulations, develop a culture for using legal/
certified wood products, and enhance the dignity of the Indonesian nation1. 

SVLK requires the presence of Independent Forest Monitoring (IFM) as one of important 
components in certification implementation. Monitoring by independent forest monitor in the 
SVLK process is mandatory, i.e. required. The IFM conducts monitoring during the assessment 
process of sustainable forest management by the Appraisal Agency of Sustainable Forest 
Management (Lembaga Penilai Pengelolaan Hutan Produksi Lestari/LPPHPL) and timber legality 
verification by the Timber Legality Verification Body (Lembaga Verifikasi Legalitas Kayu/LVLK).

The roles of Independent Forest Monitoring2 are set out in Annex 4 of the DG Regulation 
No. 14/2014 in conjunction with the DG Regulation No. 1/2015. Although the regulation 
described the procedures for monitoring, reporting, funding, security, and rights to information 
access to support monitoring activities, implementation in the field is not easy. Many factors 
are constraining IFM, including lack of understanding regarding SVLK regulations and the 
methodology used in monitoring, as well as the capacity and credibility of IFM.

On the other hand, Independent Forest Monitoring faces two major challenges, internal 
and external. One of the internal challenges is to strengthen the capacity and coordination. 
Currently, there are several groups which actively monitor forestry issues and are critical of 
SVLK. Their contesting views, form of organization, and approaches as monitors are part of 

1 Maimunah, Siti. 2014. Bertarung di Arena Yang Tak Sepadan. MFP3, Jakarta.
2 Both individual and institutional IFM can choose to work individually or affiliate themselves to a network or association of 
independent forest monitors. According to the DG Regulation, such network or association of independent forest monitors 
will provide recognition for members and a binding code of conduct to ensure accountability and credibility. The network/
association is acting as an intermediary for complaints from individuals, institutions or civil society groups that do not meet 
the criteria as IFM or unwilling to submit complaints by themselves.
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the history of SVLK establishment, as 
a multistakeholders’ joint decision. 
Meanwhile, the external challenges are 
that Independent Forest Monitors are 
less involved in the certification stage 
as they are invited only during public 
consultation. They are denied access as 
observers during verification phase when 
the auditor carried out field assessment. 
Independent Forest Monitors also 
possess only limited resources to conduct 
monitoring  – in terms of the number of 
good monitors – and limited ability to 
reach company locations to be certified. 
In addition, not all of the objections raised 
by Independent Forest Monitoring to the 
Verification Body (Lembaga Verifikasi/
LV) and the National Accreditation 
Committee (Komite Akreditasi Nasional/
KAN) were responded to, because the 
data and information are considered 
irrelevant to SVLK guidelines. If these 
challenges are not addressed, the process 
and implementation of SVLK would be 
undermined.

In the Jokowi’s government era, the 
Ministry of Forestry – the responsible 
institution for SVLK – was merged with 
the Ministry of Environment in 2014. The 
change is certainly followed by changes 
in both institutional and operational 
policies, which is expected to affect forest 
administration process in the future, 
including SVLK. The situation should be 
closely observed, but at the same time 
presents an opportunity to improve and 
strengthen the SVLK process, particularly 
in relation to the Independent Forest 
Monitoring.

SVLK was enacted through the Ministry 
of Forestry Regulation No. P.38/Menhut-
II/2009 on Timber Legality Assurance 
System. SVLK is a multistakeholder system 
involving the Ministry of Environment 
and Forestry, National Accreditation 
Committee (KAN), Certification Agency 
(LS), Corporate Management Unit (UM), 
and Independent Forest Monitoring 
(IFM). Now, in its sixth year, SVLK is still 

facing many challenges and demands for 
improvement, including those related to the 
roles of Independent Forest Monitoring.

On May 21-22, 2015, MFP3 held an 
Independent Forest Monitoring Workshop, 
inviting representatives of institutions or 
individuals who have been actively involved in 
forest monitoring. The workshop generated 
proposals to improve SVLK in relation to 
the Independent Forest Monitoring, which 
are outlined in the following Working 
Paper. It describes the Independent Forest 
Monitoring, their achievements, and 
challenges they will face ahead, as well as 
the need to strengthen the authority of 
Independent Forest Monitoring in SVLK. The 
working paper is divided into six sections, 
namely 1) Introduction, 2) Independent 
Forest Monitoring, 3) Code of Conduct of 
Independent Forest Monitoring, 4) Monitoring 
Method, 5) Security Aspects of Independent 
Forest Monitoring, 6) Funding Aspects of 
Monitoring, and 7) Closing.
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2. INDEPENDENT FOREST 
MONITORING

The civil society’s early involvement in anti-illegal logging advocacy and consistent participation in 
the SVLK drafting process, have made the demand for multiparty process an important decision 
during the SVLK drafting. The role of society is then accommodated as Independent Forest 
Monitoring.

2.1 What is the Independent Forest Monitoring

The Minister of Forestry Regulation No. P.38/Menhut-II/2009 or commonly called P.38 includes 
the Independent Monitoring Agency (Lembaga Pemantau Independen/LPI) for the first time. 
Article 1 paragraph (8) of the regulation states that:

“Independent Forest Monitoring (IFM) is an institution that includes, among others non-
governmental organizations (NGOs) in the forestry field, which can perform supervision/
monitoring functions associated with public service in the field of forestry, such as the issuance 
of Sustainable Forest Management (PHPL) Certificate or Timber Legality (LK) Certificate.”

IFM definition continues to be improved along with changes in SVLK regulations during 2011 and 
2014. Such improvements not only concern the definition of forest monitors, but also on how 
monitoring is carried out, capacity strengthening, funding, and the safety of forest monitors. 
Regulation No. P.5/VI-BPPHH/2014 states that Independent Forest Monitors include:

a. Legally incorporated Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO);
b. Individual members of communities who lives within/around the area of licensees, 

concessionaires or Private Forest owners;
c. Other Indonesian citizens who are concerned in the field of forestry;
d. Institutions/individuals who have no conflicts of interest with LPPHPL and/or LVLK, permit 

holders, concessionaires or Private Forest owners;
e. Individuals, institutions or communities outside of the ‘a’ and ‘b’ criteria who deliver 

information or report to IFM to be followed up as a matter of monitoring and/or complaints.
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2.2 Scope of Independent Forest 
Monitoring

The scope of monitoring includes:

a. Accreditation process and results by 
Certification Agency (LS)

b. Company performance assessed by 
LS

c. Company performance assessment 
process, from the beginning of 
certification process until the 
certificate is issued

d. Use of V-Legal Signs and V-Legal 
Document issuance

e. Issuance of Supplier’s Declaration of 
Conformity (Deklarasi Kesesuaian 
Pemasok/DKP)

f. Settlement of complaint or an appeal 
by LS or National Accreditation 
Committee.

2.3 Rights and Responsibilities 
of Independent Forest 
Monitoring

During the monitoring process, 
Independent Forest Monitoring 
faces many challenges ranging from 
barriers in gaining access to public 
documents or information required in 
monitoring activities to security issues. 
The Independent Monitor’s rights and 
responsibilities below will provide a guide 
for the parties involved in SVLK to support 
monitoring activities.

2.3.1 Rights of Independent Forest 
Monitoring

a. Independent Forest Monitoring may 
work individually or in a network

b. Independent Forest Monitoring 
are intermediary of complaints 
from individuals, institutions, and 
communities

c. Independent Forest Monitoring 
are entitled to public documents 
or information provided by the 
government and required in their 
monitoring activities

d. Independent Forest Monitoring are 

entitled to a service of public document 
or information availability required in 
monitoring activities, in accordance with 
the Law of Public Disclosure No. 14/2008 
and its derivatives

e. In the case of public documents or 
information required in monitoring 
activities are unavailable or incomplete, 
IFM are entitled to follow up in accordance 
with the Law of Public Disclosure No. 
14/2008 and its bylaws

f. Independent Forest Monitoring are 
entitled to be supported in the form of 
access to documents and locations in 
their monitoring activities, from all parties 
related to SVLK as long as the Independent 
Forest Monitoring can show documents 
concerning the legality of their monitoring

g. Independent Forest Monitoring is entitled 
to receive guarantee of safety and security 
from the government in carrying out 
monitoring activities.

2.3.2 Responsibilities of Independent Forest 
Monitoring

a. Independent Forest Monitoring must have 
a code of conduct binding their members 
to ensure credibility and accountability

b. Independent Forest Monitoring should 
maintain and protect findings so as 
not to be used for purposes outside of 
monitoring

c. Notes, documents and information may 
not be falsified, with the exception of 
disguise for safety reasons

d. Notes, documents and monitoring 
information may not be used for personal 
gains.



5IMPROVING THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF SVLK BY STRENGTHENING THE AUTHORITY OF INDEPENDENT FOREST 
MONITORING (IFM) IN SVLK REGULATIONS

3. CODE OF CONDUCT OF 
INDEPENDENT FOREST 
MONITORING

3.1 Code of Conduct

Independent Forest Monitoring believes that monitoring should be done by adhering to the 
following principles3: 
a. Free from conflicts of interest
b. Objective and impartial
c. Not engaging in corruption
d. Rejecting gratification
e. Transparent and Accountable
f. Validity of data.

3.2 Work Ethics

a. Use a work standard in performing monitoring activities
b. Maintain objectivity and impartiality in performing monitoring activities
c. Avoid conflicts of interest in performing monitoring activities
d. Reject rewards from any party which influences the results of monitoring 
e. Maintain and protect notes, documents and information of monitoring results from being 

used for purposes outside of monitoring
f. Notes, documents and information may not be falsified, with the exception of disguise for 

safety reasons
g. Notes, documents and monitoring information may not be used for personal gains
h. Decisions made by Independent Forest Monitoring should be based on facts and real 

evidence, and cannot be influenced by the interests and/or pressure from any parties
i. All work results (data, information, documents and decisions) must be accountable to the 

public in accordance with the prevailing legislation.

3.3 Information and Coordination

a. Information exchange on monitoring processes and results is based on trust
b. Information exchange can be carried out with fellow Independent Forest Monitoring or 

other parties deemed necessary
c. The type and form of exchanged information can be opinion, initial data, and verified data
d. Further use of monitoring information and results can be done through subsequent 

communication.

3 Notes from the discussion of Independent Forest Monitoring Workshop, Bogor, 21-22 May 2015. Concerning the 
code of conduct, there are differences among the Independent Forest Monitorings relating to prudence and security 
in monitoring. Some wanted it to be open, while others wanted it to be closed. Of course, integrity and other aspects 
become important considerations.
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4. MONITORING METHOD
Monitoring by Independent Forest Monitoring is an important stage in the SVLK process. In 
the monitoring method, there are three guides namely: a) Independent Forest Monitoring may 
develop an accountable method; b) It is recommended that the method should be specific, 
measurable, simple, focused on results, time-bound and consistent (the SMART principle4); c) It is 
advisable to refer to existing regulations related to the SVLK process.

4.1 Monitoring Implementer

a. Individuals, perform monitoring and gather complaints over cases within their areas. 
Individual involvement is usually associated with detection of violations committed by nearby 
Management Unit, upon which such individuals report to the monitoring network and 
perform observations in the field.

b. Groups, where work is usually distributed based on expertise, time-effectiveness and 
resources. Therefore, a group’s work usually starts from the beginning until post-
certification; ranging from desk study, investigation, complaints drafting to post-complaint 
monitoring.

4.2 Monitoring Stages

Monitoring is conducted by Independent Forest Monitoring through the following steps:

1. Pre-monitoring. This is a preparatory step before monitoring. There are several 
things that must be done:

a. Availability of initial information and analysis about the scope of working area.
b. Field condition, territorial map and company condition.
c. Provide monitoring tools and materials in the form of initial documents to be monitored, 

such as company permits, curriculum of forest monitoring guidelines (methodology, 
procedure, time frame, etc.), and capability to use tools in the field: GPS, camera, map 
reading, etc.

d. Strengthen the Forest Monitoring’s capacity, especially to understand what they are 
monitoring.

e. Comprehend the laws and regulations. At the very least, familiar with forestry 
regulations and SVLK, MK 35, and other regulations.

f. Need strengthening through trainings on SVLK.
g. Technical trainings should invite the appropriate experts.

2. Monitoring. In this stage, there are several activities such as field monitoring, analysis on 
field findings, and report writing, including the discrepancy between field findings and 
received complaints. Such report will be carbon copied to the KAN and the Ministry of 

4 SMART is abbreviation from Specific, Measurable, Attainable, Realistic and Timely.
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Environment and Forestry. 

3. Post-monitoring. This is the stage after 
submitting complaint documents to 
institutions with authority, such as 
LS, KAN and MoEF. In some cases, 
Independent Forest Monitoring 
experienced inadequate response to 
submitted complaints. The minister 
should follow up the Forest Monitoring’ 
reports although they are not reported 
through complaint report procedure 
(according to the mechanism in the DG 
Regulation). Besides reporting, there 
are two other things that can be done 
through monitoring results, namely 
public campaigns and filing reports of 
both criminal and corruption cases.

4.3 Monitoring Flow

There are usually different monitoring 
flows regarding complaint process between 
individual and group forest monitoring.

4.3.1 Monitoring by Individuals

a. Individuals who become Independent 
Forest Monitors usually have a 
relationship with Independent Forest 
Monitoring networks or agencies; some 
of them are indeed trained to become 
Independent Forest Monitors.

b. Indications of violation found by 
Independent Monitors are usually 
communicated manually – through 
SMS, telephone – or through Ushahidi 
application for online complaint5. The 
information usually contains 5W1H6 
elements of standard journalism.

c. Preliminary findings are followed by 
deepening the data. This stage is usually 
done through question and answer 
sessions, and data verification between 
Independent Forest Monitors and their 
respective institutions.

d. Field verification is a stage that is usually 
conducted together with a Monitoring 
Agency, such as the Independent 

5 See JPIK website on http://www.jpik.or.id/
6 5 W 1 H is a journalistic standard for good news 
writing. It should answer What happened, Who did it, 
When did it happen, Where it happened, Why did it 
happen, and How it happened.

Forestry Monitoring Network (Jaringan 
Pemantau Independen Kehutanan/
JPIK) and the Independent Monitor 
Alliance of Sumatera Forestry (Aliansi 
Pemantau Independen Kehutanan 
Sumatera/APIKS).

e. Preparation of Complaint Report can 
be done together with a Monitoring 
Agency.

f. Complaint Submission – together with 
a Monitoring Agency.

4.3.2 Monitoring by Groups

a. Monitoring is usually done after 
obtaining solid information and data 
to be followed up. The information 
can be obtained from: 1) communities 
around the area, 2) Information from 
Verification Agencies announcing 
which company they will be auditing, 3) 
Observation of issues (newspapers, TV, 
cases, etc.)

b. Desk research, it is conducted to 
prepare data to be tested and 
completed in the field. For example, 
finding regulations that are potentially 
violated and getting basic information 
from related institutions.

c. Field investigation and verification

d. Preparation of Complaint Report

e. Complaint Report. JPIK has handled 
some cases where complaints took a 
very long process – up to 12 months7

f. Complaint Report to Accreditation 
Committee (KAN) and MoEF. 
Unfortunately, the mechanism is not 
clearly specified in the DG Regulation

g. Verification of Certification Agency (LS) 
by KAN

h. Execution by KAN, where the options 
are suspending or revoking the LS’s 
permit

7 Lack of response to complaint reports occurred 
because many certification bodies (KAN, LV) are not 
sensitive, and some do not know how to follow-up --- 
LS not responding
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5. PROPOSALS FOR LEGAL BASES 
IMPROVEMENT

Monitoring procedure by Independent Forest Monitors is regulated by the Director General 
of Forest Utilization in Regulation No. P.5/VI-BPPHH/2014 especially clause E and F. The 
Independent Forest Monitoring Workshop generated proposals to improve monitoring 
procedure as presented in Annex 1.

6. Security of Independent Forest Monitors
Monitoring on the SVLK process by Independent Forest Monitors is essentially monitoring to 
find evidence of violations committed by the Management Unit. In the field, such monitoring 
may give rise to risks that complicate the work, and even endanger the safety of Independent 
Forest Monitors. The types of threats usually experienced by Independent Forest Monitors are: 
1) physical violence, 2) intimidation, 3) terror, 4) credibility destruction, 5) legal threat, including 
criminalization.

6.1. Legal Basis of Security Protection for Independent Forest Monitors

Security guarantee for Independent Forest Monitors should be a concern for various parties, 
especially the Government. Currently, the legal basis of security for Independent Forest Monitors 
has been included in a several regulations, among others:

• MoFor Regulation P.95/2014, Article 17 (4): 
“In the monitoring activities of the SVLK implementation referred to in paragraph (1) 
Independent Forest Monitors obtain security guarantee in accordance with the provisions 
laws and regulations.”

• DG Regulation P.14/2014 Chapter G point 2: 
“For security and safety reasons of resources, Independent Forest Monitors may withhold 
the identity of respondents and/or informants. 
Independent Forest Monitors are entitled to a security guarantee from relevant authorities.”

Proposals to Improve the Legal Basis. 

The security guarantee needs to be strengthened by positioning the works of Independent 
Forest Monitors as Human Right Defenders, which is internationally recognized and should 
receive priority protection from the State. Moreover, the works of Independent Forest Monitors 
are also related to violations of tenurial rights of surrounding communities. Some legal bases 
to strengthen the position of Independent Forest Monitoring as Human Right Defenders are as 
follow:

• Law on Protection of Witnesses and Victims No. 31 of 2014 Article 10,
“Witnesses, victims, perpetrator witnesses and/or complainants cannot be prosecuted in 
both criminal and civil laws based on testimonies and/or statements that will be, is being or 
has been provided unless such testimonies or statements are not provided in good faith.”
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• Law on Environmental Protection and 
Management (UUPPLH) No. 32 of 2009 
Article 66,
“Everyone who fights for the rights to a 
good and healthy environment cannot be 
criminally prosecuted or sued under civil 
law.”

UUPPLH specifically mentions the protection 
of “Environmental Right Defender” that can 
be used entirely for Independent Forest 
Monitoring. Such protection includes:

a. The government provides security 
guarantee for monitoring works, 
Independent Forest Monitors and their 
informants

b. Regarding the Independent Forest 
Monitor’s report, the company can clarify 
the issue to the Ministry of Forestry or 
mass media

c. For security and safety reasons of 
information sources, Independent 
Forest Monitors may withhold/disguise 
the identity of respondents and/or 
informants.

d. Any company proven to have obstructed 
monitoring will be sanctioned by the 
Ministry of Forestry in the form of, 
among others, revocation of its certificate 
or not issued a certificate, and published 
in mass media.

e. In the event of lawsuits relating to the 
duties of Independent Forest Monitoring, 
the government must facilitate and/or 
provides legal assistance.

Notes:
• For each monitoring, Independent Forest 

Monitors are equipped with a letter of 
assignment or identity papers from their 
respective institutions.

• In exceptional circumstances, expanding 
protection to include the Independent 
Forest Monitor’s family may need to be 
considered.

6.2 Steps of Security Protection for 
Independent Forest Monitors

There are some protective measures 
that should be prepared by Independent 

Forest Monitors before performing field 
monitoring, which are:

a. Security Risks Assessment

The assessment can be guided by 
answering the following questions: 1) What 
is the worst thing that can happen in the 
field?; 2) What or who may be a source of 
risks?; 3) Where is the biggest risk?; and 4) 
What are the types of risks/safety threats?

b. Security Risks Management

Each Independent Forest Monitor 
must have and pay attention to: 1) 
Communication and Security Protocols8; 
and 2) Plan for emergency9, including 
protection from the government 

c. Field Security Protocol

Independent Forest Monitors should follow 
security protocol in the field, including:

1. Follow the agreed steps to minimize 
risks

2. Follow the agreed communication 
protocol with the Point of Contact 
(PoC)

3. Update PoC regularly about current 
location and movement plan

4. Inform PoC about the potential of 
new hazards/risks encountered in 
the field

8 Communication and Security protocols include these 
steps, a) Appointing a Point of Contact (PoC), b) PoC 
has detailed monitoring plan, c) Agree on Periodic 
Reporting Plan, d) PoC and Forest Monitors hold 
detailed contacts for each other, e) PoC has detailed 
contact of relevant personnel in case of an emergency, 
for example, contact of related authorities, and other 
strategic alliances, f) PoC will contact Forest Monitors 
if they do not report by the agreed time, g) failure of 
contact will trigger the activation of the emergency 
plan 
9 PoC’s tasks are to 1) Find clear information about 
where, when, how, and who, 2) deliver information in 
point 1 to the emergency team, 3) Follow the proposed 
action plan, 4) Update the situation regularly
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7. FUNDING OF INDEPENDENT 
MONITORING

Funding is an important issue that determines the sustainability of monitoring implementation 
and process. Issues about funding of monitoring have long been under discussion, including how 
Independent Forest Monitors can finance monitoring efforts sustainably, covering institutional 
needs and monitoring operational, in a transparent and accountable manner without agreeing 
to requirements which may reduce monitoring independence. Actually, the issue of funding has 
been included in the DG Regulation No. P.14/VI-BPPHH/2014 but no concrete discussions to 
realize it have taken place.

7.1 Legal Basis and Improvement Proposals

Framework of input for Annex 4 of the DG Regulation No. P.14/VI-BPPHH/2014:

1. Guarantee of support from the Government
2. Sources of funding
3. Fund management principles
4. Establishment of institutional fund management
5. The parties mandated to establish institutions

Proposals for Regulation Improvement:

1. The government guarantees the continuity of independent monitoring activities through 
funding to increase capacity and monitoring, and follows up of monitoring results

2. Sources of funding for independent monitoring are obtained from the State Budget, 
Regional Budgets, public funds, state enterprises, individuals, the banking sector, donors, 
and enterprises operating within the territory of Republic of Indonesia which do not violate 
human rights and support the sustainable management of natural resources

3. Funding of Independent Forest Monitoring should be managed transparently, accessible 
and accountable

4. In the case of sustainable fund management, then an independent fund institution should 
be established with the tasks to mobilize, manage, and distribute the funds to support 
Independent Monitoring activities

5. The establishment of independent fund institution as referred to above is facilitated by the 
government and involves independent monitoring agency, parties who become sources of 
fund, and other stakeholders.

asus
Highlight
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7.2 Models of Funding

There are several alternative models of funding that can be selected for Independent Monitoring 
funding, namely:

Table 1. Models of Funding for IFM

Sources of 
Fund Advantages Weaknesses

1. Donors • Non-intervention on monitoring
• Substantial amount that includes 

institutional and monitoring funds

• Short-term, unsustainable
• The requirements are complex

2. Government/ 
APBN/
APBD

• Institutionalized within rules
• Sustainable
• Recognition on the need of Forest 

Monitoring

• Potential intervention against 
monitoring

• Usually only a minimum 
amount that is inadequate 
for institutional needs and 
monitoring operational

3.  Self-funding Non-binding and easily accessible Minimum sources, not always 
sustainable

4. Public Funding • Non-binding
• Develop the community’s sense of 

belonging 

• Need investment for fundraising
• Unsustainable without good 

management
5. Endowment 
Fund/ Trust Fund

• Sustainable
• Managed by stakeholders
• Professionally managed by fund 

manager
• Develop a sense of belonging among 

stakeholders outside IFM
• Non-binding

• Lengthy process for 
establishment and decision 
making

• Requires investment & 
fundraising efforts from various 
parties

Source: MFP3, 2015

7.3 Planning of Accountable and 
Sustainable Funding 

The government and Independent Forest 
Monitors should take immediate steps 
to prepare short, middle, and long term 
funding schemes for Independent Monitoring 
through the following steps:
1. Short Term. For the short term in the 

next year or two, self-financing models 
and public fundraising, as practiced by 
JPPR and WWF, should be learned and 
applied.

2. Middle Term. For the middle term, 
funding can be done by raising funds 
from donors through grant mechanism, 
criteria for grant recipients, and 
reporting.

3. Long Term. For the long term, learning 
and financing can be done with funding 
from state and regional budgets, as 
practiced by the Legal Aid Institute. A 

Trust Fund10 should be subsequently 
established

8. Closing
Independent Forest Monitoring has entered 
its sixth year in ensuring that SVLK is 
accountable and running smoothly. During 
that time, Independent Forest Monitors 
have faced many challenges, making their 
work less than optimal. This working paper 
proposes strengthening the authority 
and capacity of IFM through improving 
regulations on SVLK and Independent 
Forest Monitors, and therefore should 
increase SVLK accountability in the future.

10 Trust Fund is a number of financial assets that can 
be property, money, securities (Trust), deposited 
or submitted by TRUST institutions (Trustor/Donor 
Grantor) to be managed by the Trustee and distributed 
or utilized for the Administrator or for the benefit of 
beneficiaries in accordance with the mandated intents 
and purposes. There are various forms of Trust Fund, 
including: Endowment Fund, Revolving Fund, Sinking 
Fund and Mixed Trust Fund.
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ANNEX 1
Improvement proposals to the Director General of Forest 
Utilization Regulation P.5/VI-BPPHH/, especially clause E 
on Monitoring Procedure and clause F on Reporting.
Clause E. Monitoring procedure

Item  2. 

(A)

a)  Pre-certification stage – starting materials and references provided by IFM, but there is 
information requirement that who will be audited should be announced, the requirements 
of where the information will be provided and how to access.

b)  Assessment stage – Independent Forest Monitoring become field Forest Monitoring. Notes 
of monitoring results enter into SVLK decision-making team.

c)  Public Consultation

Notes: The existing regulations do not require VLK to perform public consultation; the 
question is how the involvement of public and government is in SVLK process. PHPL notes 
of public consultation in an easy accessible location by surrounding community in the 
estate     area that most community cannot enter.

d)  Post-certification, Independent Forest Monitoring informed and involved in surveillance 
and deliver the surveillance results to public, there should be a standard of public resume 
format by SL.

(e)  There should be schemes and mechanisms for complaint submission and response from LP 
and KAN

Annex notes: IFMs should closely monitor FLEGT-VPA licensing process

Item  3. 

Independent Forest Monitors keep a close watch on the process, assessment results and 
surveillance of PHPL performance

Item  7. (Proposed new item)

Independent Forest Monitors are entitled to information from relevant parties and agencies as 
supporting materials to monitor the process of accreditation and performance of LP & VI, as well 
as the management unit.

Clause F. Reporting

Item  1.a

1. a. 2 Report should be sent to LPPHPL and/or LVK and KAN and carbon copied to MoEF or 
related agencies

Item  1.b

1.b.1.

+ (c) Surveillance process on PHPL performance and or LK verification and/or decision of 
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surveillance result on PHPL and/or LK verification (there is an additional item : item  c; and 
item  c becomes item  d, the total item  is a-f)

1.b.2 ..... certificate issuance, surveillance result, DKP issuance...

Item  2.d

new item  of 2.d.2 is proposed

2.d.2  Official identity 

Item  3. (new addition)

3. Every complaint report submitted by IO should be responded within a specified time period
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