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         Systems of forest management voluntary certification, for example FSC,  their appearance and fast development happen due to the fact that the increasing number of people realizes their right, necessity and ability to influence the activity of timber industry corporations and connected with it changes in the forests of the Earth. The essence of the process of forest management voluntary certification doesn’t consist so much in an introduction of some new standards or technologies into the practice of forest management, but in a totally new attitude to the role of the society and to the concerns of different social groups in the formation of forestry policy. In connection with this in those countries, where the participation of  public in the development of forestry policy and in the control for forest management is nonconventional or contradicts the policy carried out by state bodies, it is possible to expect the gravest problems in defining of the national standards of forest management voluntary certification (including FSC system) and in their introduction into the practice of forest management.


         	Russia is undoubtedly one of countries where the policy carried out  by state bodies for forestry totally contradicts the idea of participation of different groups of the society in the control for forest management and in the defining of the concepts of state policy for forestry itself, and it also contradicts the idea of obligatory consideration of the concerns of different social groups in the practice of forest management. A lot of problems are connected with this which  should be to some extent solved (at the national or the local level) to make forest management corresponding to both formal principles, and to the concepts of voluntary forest certification itself according to FSC system. It is necessary to relate the following ones to their number:


         1.Informative policy in forest sector. Nowadays information about forest management activity of both state bodies for forestry and enterprises of timber industry complex is practically inaccessible. According to the  departmental instructions in force only practically uninspectable information is accessible (generalized data at the level of Russia in general or at the level of separate subjects of federation, or for an additional payment - generalized data for separate enterprises). The same data, which  in reality can be  inspected by a natural person or a separate small organization (data for particular felling areas, for particular sites where forest renewal is carried out, for particular fires or seats of wreckers) are inaccessible for the public and independent experts. Thus, the possibility of direct independent inspection of the information given by bodies for forestry  is inavailable.


         2. Absence of traditions and practice of independent non-departmental  control for the activity of timber enterprises complex.  Absence  of actual non-departmental control for the activity of timber enterprises complex is connected not only with inavailability of access to the primary inspected information, but also with the absence of a substantial mechanism of inspections. Outside the state bodies for forestry the number of the specialists who are able to evaluate efficiently the quality of economy management is rather insignificant, and the number of organizations which  possess the experience of such a control in general is very little. Thus, the formation of the system of  independent qualified control for the activity of timber enterprises complex (corresponding to the concepts of forest management voluntary  certification) will also inevitably demand certain time and efforts.


         3. Presence of "closed" areas, to which the access of  independent experts is greatly limited or practically impossible; in overwhelming majority of cases in such areas the possibility of free movements of local population is greatly limited too. It’s quite evident, that the development of forest management voluntary certification  (implying the possibility of  actual control for forest management on the part of independent experts and of local population) within  such areas is impossible.


         4. Leading role of "shadow” economy (i.e. closed for the control on the part of  both state and its taxation organs and of different groups of  population of money turnover received as a result of utilization of timber resources) in the forest complex of Russia. Thus, obviously the requirements of compulsory payment of all charges stipulated by national legislation and maximum consideration of the interests (including economic ones) of local population are not fulfilled.


         5. The fact that timber resources usage is actually gratuitous. The lowest,  having no analogues in the world practice, rates of taxes for standing timber  serve as the main and obvious reason for extremely uneconomic and inefficient usage of timber resources of forests, orientation chiefly on trade of  timber in the rough, great quantity of waste products in the process of logging and transportation of wood and constant absence of funds for forest protection, renewal and growing (that in general and in particular contradicts both formal principles and the concepts of FSC system  or of any other possible forest management voluntary  certification).


        6. The possibility to conduct exhaustible forest usage  (i.e. timber resources usage which leads to reduction of exploited forest fund and to deterioration of its quality  as a result of prime and urgent felling of the most valuable forests) directly lain in a number of departmental forest management standards.


         It’s perfectly  clear, that the set of  above mentioned problems of forest management  in Russia  contradicts general principles and criteria of forest management voluntary certification according to FSC in principle. It’s also evident that while defining the national standards in Russia this contradiction can be resolved in two ways - by actual solution of existing problems or by simulation of their solution. On the fact what way  the Russian work team on forest management FSC voluntary  certification will choose depends not only the possibility of the solution of these problems, but also the possibility of further development of FSC in Russia as a system of certification recognized by  independent qualified experts.





