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Greenpeace work on Cameroon’s 

timber sector 
 

• Field investigations (since 1997) 

• Contacts with traders, govt. officials, donor agencies, 

researchers, NGOs, local communities, ... 

• Regular field investigations & remote sensing 

• Monitoring of timber flows (stats, ports, ships) 

• Analyse reports of Independent Observers 

• internal “due diligence” prior to publications 



Cameroon wood exports 





“If the law would be strictly applied, none of the concession and vente de coupe 

permits were allocated in compliance with the law”. 



“Illegality remains widespread throughout the forest sector…  

also in supply chains for export”. 

 The principle of transparency has yet to be broadly accepted within 

the government. Enforcement is weak and information management 

systems are deemed inadequate;  

Most important: “corruption remains widespread and the political 

will needed to drive change is felt to be lacking.”  

 



Recent Greenpeace observations: 
• Illegal activities common in supply chain for export  

(in the UFAs, in the VCs, community forests, ..) 

• VPA implementation: not without EUTR enforcement  

• Growing, additional threat of logging for forest 

conversion & related illegalities on the rise.  

Relative importance of wood from SFM declining? 

• Fraud & corruption in logging permit allocation 

procedures 

• No Independent Monitoring anymore 

• [Are European Competent Authorities taking such 

such reports into account anyway ?] cf DRC, RC 



TRANSLATION: The CONAC mission's prinicipal observation is that the work of 

this interministerial commission was marred by numerous and serious irregularities 

in all its phases -from beginning to end- such that it can be described as a carefully-

orchestrated informal criminal undertaking. 



Recent EU worries over Cameroon 

VPA implementation 

“Cameroon: There was a JIC meeting at the end of 2015  

where the EC questioned the interest of Cameroon in a VPA.  

Challenge of transferring TLAS to the government.  

There are major issues regarding legal compliance”. 

 





EUTR test-case: trade in CCT wood 

• CCT is not a logging cie but a trader 

• Historical ties to Hazim (illegal logging 

champion); same adress, … 

• Operates a sawmill in Douala 

• Sources its wood from a large number of 

small logging titles; trading forest destruction 

• Important log exporter to China 

• Sawn wood exports to the EU (Spain, 

Holland, Belgium, …) 
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How can you (really) know this 

wood is not illegal ?! 





Cameroon EUTR cases in Belgium 

• We informed government and traders about the risky 

nature of trading Cameroon wood – circulate reports 

• Direct exchanges with traders as well authorities 

• Freedom for Information Requests – re controls 

Results:  

 * Cameroon govt: immediate denial of our findings 

 * EU traders: denial that there were problems  

 * Some inspections took place but no problems               

detected ? 

Conclusion:  “no problem!” 

 







 

 



Will the Dutch law enforcement 

become a trigger for change ? 

• CA authorities apparently accept all legality 

claims provided by Cameroon authorities 

• timber traders seem to accept the legality 

claims by the companies 

• CCT wood keeps coming in ... 

 

• !! Trade in CCT wood is just one case-study 

on lack of law enforcement in Cameroon and 

lack of EUTR enforcement in Europe…  

 

 

 

 





La Socamba / CCT logs in China 

Doesn’t this processed (illegal) wood come to 

Europe afterwards ? How do we keep it out of 

EU’s supply chain ? 

 

 





What should proper due diligence 

entail?  
 

 Cameroon origin, to be considered “high risk” 

 Approved management plan ? FSC certified ? (not enough!) 

 Available concession and VC maps ? Annual cutblocks ? 

 Data on sawmill input ? 

 How to deal with complaints from communities ? 

 How to deal with Corruption allegations ?  

 Compliance with tax requirement ? 

 Legal obligations for social investments by logging companies 

 Is their tracability of the specific cargo of sawn timber ? 

 If you can’t minimise the risk: don’t buy ! 

 

 

 

 



EUTR competent authorities: time 

to act ! 
• Phase-in period for EUTR is over .. 

• VPA implementation depends on EUTR enforcement 

• Control of the due diligence obligation is a serious 

matter, presence of official documents is not enough 

in high risk countries. 

• Urgent need to clarify mechanisms how to verify and 

use information from NGOs and local communities  

• Need for a strong Independent Observer (I.O.) & 

competent authorities have to consider this info. 



Thank you for your attention 
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