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1. SUMMARY 
 
 The Central Control1 Unit (CCU) and the Independent Observer in support of 
forest law enforcement (Global Witness) carried out a mission to Messock district, 
Lomié District, Haut Nyong Department, Eastern Province. The aim of this mission 
was to confirm or reject the accusations that PALLISCO had logged FMU 10 030.   

 
SSV 10 02 24, of which PALLISCO was the beneficiary from 1998 to 2000, 

adjoins FMU 10 030. Société Forestière Hazim (SFH) claims that PALLISCO has 
been involved in the illegal logging of this FMU. It was established that, during the 
1999-2000 operating year (in which FMU 10 030 was illegally logged), PALLISCO 
declared an excess of 4,019 m3 of wood in relation to the volume authorised. 
PALLISCO claims to have felled the surplus wood declared within SSV 10 02 24 and 
not FMU 10 030.  

 
The mission thus had to verify the origin of this 4,019 m3 of excess wood that 

PALLISCO claims to have felled in SSV 10 02 24 but which SFH accuses it of 
having taken from FMU 10 030. 
 

The mission travelled around SSV 10 02 24 under the supervision of a team 
from PALLISCO. 

 
The main observations made by the Independent Observer in relation to this 

mission are the following:  
 
1. One assamela stump was found in block D3 by one mission team; 
2. No assamela stumps were found in blocks C3 or C4. The late entry into the 

forest and practical problems encountered by the second team were the 
main causes of this. The darkness caught the team unawares. Being unable 
to retrace their path out, the team had to spend the night in the forest.  

 
On termination of this mission, the Independent Observer concludes that the 

quantitative data gathered in the field is insufficient to be able to draw any 
conclusions in relation to the main aim, that of verifying whether all the wood 
declared by PALLISCO came from its SSV or not.  
 
In view of the above, the Independent Observer recommends: 
 

- The sending of a further team to the field with a view to completing the work 
commenced by the first mission. PALLISCO should be asked to open a 
number of tracks to facilitate movement within the blocks chosen as the basis 
for inquiry. This new mission could not only draw up an inventory of the 
assamela stumps but also mukulungu stumps over a wider number of blocks.   

 
 

                                                 
1 “Control” in the context of this report means “Law Enforcement” or to “check compliance with law”. 
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2. RESOURCES USED 
 

- 1 4x4 pick-up truck 
- 2 Garmin GPS 
- 1 video camera 
- 1 laptop computer 

 
3. COMPOSITION OF THE MISSION 
 

Two officials from the CCU, two members of the Independent Observer 
technical team, the PALLISCO-MINDOUROU head of site, two members of the 
PALLISCO development unit, the VC logging site manager and four PALLISCO 
workers took part in the mission.  

 
4. CONSTRAINTS 
 

The mission was constrained by time limitations. The CCU’s bad planning of 
the mission’s itinerary seriously reduced the time devoted to investigations on the 
ground. Moreover, the mission had to be cut short after one of the mission’s teams 
had to spend the night in the forest.  
 
5. RESULTS OF THE MISSION 

5.1. Summary of the facts 
 
 During the 99-00 and 00-01 operating year, illegal logging took place within 
FMU 10 030. With the aim of determining responsibility for this affair, the forestry 
department opened a series of investigations into the activities different players have 
undertaken logging around this FMU.  
 

The SFH accuses PALLISCO of having some responsibility in the illegal 
logging of FMU 10 030. SSV 10 02 24, which was allocated to the R. PALLISCO 
company (see Appendix 1), adjoins FMU 10 030 at its south-western border. An 
analysis of the PALLISCO company’s felling statistics also shows that PALLISCO 
logged a surplus of 4,019 m3 of wood during the year 1999-2000 (see Appendix 2). 
This surplus volume came from the over logging of one species (sapelli) and the 
logging of certain species not authorised by the SSV certificate for 1999-2000 (see 
Appendix 3). 

5.2. Methodology 
A deductive method was chosen by the mission to achieve its objective. For 

this, the CCU and the Independent Observer chose 10% of the total area of the SSV 
(blocks C3, C4 and D3) as samples and assamela as the test species. This species 
(assamela) is one that PALLISCO logged without authorisation. The mission also 
used inventory and logging maps used by PALLISCO in the SSV. The inventory and 
logging maps indicate the geographic location in principle of each tree. The mission 
thus had to verify whether the assamelas identified on the inventory map for blocks 
C3, C4 and D3 existed or not, and whether they had indeed been logged. If this were 
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Map: Assamela stump found in block D3 

the case, the mission would be able to conclude that PALLISCO had logged the 
4,019m3 within SSV 10 02 24. If this were not the case, and PALLISCO could not 
indicate the exact origin of the surplus in question, the mission would be able to 
conclude that the surplus consisted of trees felled in FMU 10 030. 
 
Two teams, comprising a minimum of seven people each, were established. The first 
worked in block D3, the second in blocks C3 and C4.  

5.3. Observations of the Independent Observer  
a) The mission found just one assamela stump out of the four listed in block 

D3 on the logging map.  
 

 
 

b) With regard to blocks C3 and C4, because of the practical problems 
encountered by the team, none of the 10 stumps on the logging map could be located.  

 

Assamela stumps 
 
 
GPS point 
 
SSV 10 02 24 
 
 
FMU 10 030 

KEY
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

After the termination of this mission, the Independent Observer concludes that 
the quantitative data gathered in the field is insufficient to be able to draw any 
conclusions in relation to the main aim, that of verifying whether all the wood 
declared by PALLISCO came from its SSV or not.  
 
In view of the above, the Independent Observer recommends: 
 

The sending of a further team to the field with a view to completing the work 
commenced by the first mission. PALLISCO should be asked to open a number of 
tracks to facilitate movement within the blocks chosen as the basis for inquiry. The 
new mission could not only draw up an inventory of the assamela stumps but also 
mukulungu stumps over a wider number of blocks.  
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Appendix 2 
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