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SoEF 2007 self-evaluation - components

= Report evaluation - parent bodies
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= Questionnaire on the report elaboration
process, contents and dissemination —
report’s prOducerS ? EUROPES’LA:CE)ROE.;TS2OO7

The MCPFE Report on
Sustainable Forest
Management in Europe

= Questionnaire on the report content,
appropriateness and use — report’s users

= Evaluation of the dissemination — paper,
electronic, database and visibility of the
report — internet

= Conclusions
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SOEF 2007 self-evaluation

= Questionnaire on the report’s content,
appropriateness and use — feedback by
report’s users

= SurveyMonkey, 60 replies, Autumn 2009
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Which affiliation best describes your work?

Categories of Work

Consultant

% of Respondents
Forest Owner/Manager 87 P

NGO

IGO

University/ Research Centre
Government / public body

Private company

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

% of Respondents
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What were your needs and expectations
from the report?

General information on status and trends of forests in Europe 86%
Detailed information on quantitative indicators 64%
Information on sustainable forest management in a specific country

or sub-region 45%
Detailed information on qualitative indicators 41%
Information on European forests for use in a wider context 41%
Source data for your own research 39%
Information for decision-making and planning 30%
Other 5%
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Which parts of the report were relevant to your work or activity?
Shares of relevant and very relevant.

Executive Summary

MCPFE Quantitative Indicators
- Criterion 1

- Criterion 2

- Criterion 3

- Criterion 4

- Criterion 5

- Criterion 6

MCPFE Qualitative Indicators

- Overall policies, institutions and instrument
- Policies, institutions and instruments by ...
Overview and Conclusions

Additional Information (annexes)

Source data (on-line data base™)

Source data (tables)
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Has the report added value to your work
programme ana/or activities?

added value on readers' work programme

100%
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70% |
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SOEF review

= Use of the interactive database

http://w3.unece.org/pxweb/DATABASE/STAT/Timber.stat.asp

i
g Joint Working Party on Forest Economics and Statistics,
Geneva, 24-25 March 2010




Number of retrievals by month
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Conclusions (+)

= report responds to the demand

= overall concept of the report and its parts
are of high quality and relevance

= means of production and cooperation are
effective and efficient in general

= report was assessed as useful and adding
value to the user’'s work programme and/or
activities.
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Conclusions (-)

= petter communication among process participants,
especially during data verification stage

= petter coordination between forest reporting
processes (SoEF and FRA) and enhanced use of
synergies from this cooperation

= petter interrelating of the report’s parts

= extension of the report's promotion, and inclusion of
new, further elaborated products, better suited to
the needs and more attractive for new users
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The Working Party is invited.:

= to discuss results of the review of the
SoEF 2007 reporting

= fo provide advice on harmonisation
between SoEF and FRA reporting in
ongoing and future reporting cycles
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