
Integrating Model Forests, Protected
Areas and Larger Landscapes

This edition of Connections looks at the dynamic between model forests and protected
areas found within and around them. The IMFN’s 40+ sites include many different types
of protected areas: national parks, biosphere reserves, World Heritage Forests, Ramsar
sites and recreational parks. But natural disturbances, man-made fire, flora and fauna
are all indifferent to the boundaries that we draw on maps to distinguish between protected
and non-protected areas. We manage our landscapes with agriculture, industrial forest
harvesting, mineral extraction and other activities pressed against the invisible lines that
distinguish a park from a private enterprise. And these can cause conflicts.

Over time, the IMFN Secretariat has received or heard reports highlighting numerous
occasions where positive relationships have developed between protected area managers
and the communities and interests arrayed around them. In many instances indifference,
mistrust or even hostility has given way to open dialogue and a collaborative approach
to problem solving around resource management issues. Through model forest partner-
ships, park managers, forest industry groups, indigenous peoples, private land owners
and others have worked together to understand the range of values and interests that
each represents, and to find common ground and shared approaches to problem solving.
Frequently, the model forest partnership represents the only organized form in which
these stakeholders have met. In addition to addressing shared problems, they have also
found that their combined efforts generate new ideas, mobilize greater financial and
political assistance, and support horizontal integration of analysis, planning and
resource management.

While resolving conflicts and integrating protected area values into the larger landscape
are important, the real success lies in the changed thinking and perception upon which
those successes are based. They represent a vision of the landscape beyond the bound-
aries we impose—fully interconnected, fully interdependent. Changing perceptions is
key to moving toward sustainability.
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Sacred grove recovery: Kodagu Model
Forest, India
C.G. Kushalappa, College of Forestry at Ponnampet, India

Kodagu, in the state of Karnataka in south India, joined the
IMFN in 2003. With one of the most diverse ecosystems in the
Western Ghats, Kodagu is considered one of the eight hottest
“hot spots” of biodiversity in the world. The 410 400 ha area
contains a national park, three wildlife sanctuaries, a biosphere
reserve and a network of about 1200 sacred groves. In other
words, protected areas cover a large proportion of the Model
Forest land base.

Sacred groves are ancient places of worship for the people of
Kodagu. After years of intensive use in and around the groves,
coupled with encroachment by migrant workers, the area has
become degraded. The College of Forestry at Ponnampet, a model
forest partner, has facilitated diverse stakeholder involvement 
in the management and recovery of the sacred groves. The 
result is that 40 joint committees established by the State Forest
Department and involving local communities are now informally
overseeing their management. By working through the Model
Forest partnership group local stakeholder involvement has, in
turn, led to an increased understanding of roles and responsibilities
vis-à-vis sustainable forest management at the community level.
This effective policy shift—local communities that previously
had only worship rights are now actively involved in sacred grove
management— is slowly helping to revitalize a unique and
ancient community practice through a conservation approach.

This initiative has been recognized by the biodiversity strategy
and action plan prepared by the Indian state and central govern-
ments. Through this program issues related to legal ownership,
sharing of benefits and joint forest management have been clarified
and formalized. But because the initiative brings limited individual
gain, next steps include continued environmental education and
broadening stakeholder participation.

As a major partner in the model forest program, the College 
of Forestry has been generating data on the current status and
impacts of management activities on protected area structures
and functions. This data is valuable in the preparation of
sustainable management plans. What’s more, the College has 
initiated collaboration with international, national, regional and
local research institutions to generate and manage information
on the sustainability of natural resource use. This information 
will be used to examine the role of sacred groves in biodiversity
conservation on the landscape.

Strengthening connections between 
protected areas: Reventazón Model
Forest, Costa Rica
Mildred Jiménez, Manager, Reventazón Model Forest, Costa Rica

The Reventazón Model Forest is located in the province of
Cartago, in the central part of Costa Rica. In order to facilitate
the management of its natural resources, Costa Rica has been
divided into 10 Conservation Areas, two of which are within the
Reventazón Model Forest. Included in these two Conservation
Areas are more than 14 protected areas with different management
categories, such as national parks, forest reserves and important
watershed protection areas.

Of the 14 protected areas inside the Model Forest’s boundaries,
most are publicly owned and administered by the Ministry of
Environment and Energy, a partner in the Reventazón Model
Forest. The largest of these protected areas is Tapantí National
Park. The Model Forest struck a technical and economic 
committee to coordinate the design of Tapantí’s management
plan based on an ecosystem approach to sustainability.

Tapantí National Park

2

Sacred grove, Kodagu

 



Another initiative the Model Forest is involved with is a biological
corridor connecting protected areas inside its boundaries. A focus
on shared and inter-institutional participation complements 
conservation efforts, and strengthens the connection between
and among protected areas.

The model forest platform—different partners contributing to the
design and management plan for Tapantí National Park and the
coordination of activities in the biological corridor—would not 
be possible without the network generated by the Reventazón 
partnership base. However, the application of an ecosystem
approach in a region with minimal resources remains a challenge.
But by involving and consulting the communities in and around
the Model Forest participation and support is expected to increase.
The integrated work being done by partners is a new approach 
to conservation and will help disseminate results more easily,
both within and beyond the Model Forest itself.

Conserving pristine forests: 
Komi Model Forest, Russia 
Ekaterina Osipova, Silver Taiga Foundation, Russia

Komi Model Forest began in 1996 as part of the pre-existing
Pechoro-Ilych boreal forest conservation and management 
project, whose goal was to support the biggest reserve of pristine
forest in Europe—the Pechoro-Ilychsky Reserve. Located in
Komi Republic, north-east of Moscow in an intensively exploited
forest area of Russia, the Model Forest joined the IMFN in 2005.

Although not situated inside the Model Forest’s boundaries,
the 730 000 ha reserve is an important partner and collaborator.
A designated UNESCO World Heritage site, the reserve is located
on the western slopes of the Ural mountain range. Model forest
specialists designed demonstration trails and organized field
courses about pristine forests that attract both domestic and
international ecologists to the reserve each year.

Model forest specialists also developed an inventory process 
for pristine forests across all of Komi Republic, on the basis 
of which they evaluated the pristine forests inside Komi Model
Forest. As a result, 88 892 ha of special protected zones have
been created, furthering conservation efforts. Further, the state
adopted the inventory process as its standard measure. At the
present time, the United Nations Development Program is 
developing a project in the Pechora River Headwaters region 
and is planning to replicate the Komi Model Forest experience 
in conservation of biodiversity and pristine forests.

The ECOFAC project: Dja et Mpomo
Model Forest, Cameroon
Madjaye Stéphane Morel, Senior Water and Forest Technician, 
ECOFAC – Lomié Branch, Cameroon

Ecosystèmes Forestiers d’ Afrique Centrale (ECOFAC—French
acronym for Central African Forest Ecosystem) is a program
funded by the European Union in support of the policies 

adopted by the Cameroonian government for the conservation
and management of protected areas.

In Cameroon, ECOFAC is active in the Dja Biosphere Reserve
(DBR). Spanning the South and East provinces, the DBR covers
526 000 hectares representing 20% of the Dja et Mpomo Model
Forest (FOMOD). Indeed, the eastern portion of the reserve,
with Lomié as its administrative centre, is an integral part of
the FOMOD.

Since 1992, ECOFAC’s intervention strategy has advanced in
stages. In its last stage, which ended in 2004, ECOFAC developed
measures to propose activities other than the hunt of coastal
wildlife populations outside the reserve. These measures have
contributed to a reduction in poaching. However, the level of
local community participation in the project has not been as
high as expected.

As a framework for collaboration, reflection and responsible
action by all forest stakeholders ECOFAC supports the idea of
working with others in the Model Forest. Its desire is to see all
coastal communities of the DBR participate in the management
of their natural resources, and to see those resources contribute
to improved living conditions.

Collaboration between the FOMOD and the reserve has not 
yet been formalized, but it is expected that agreements will be
signed to that effect soon. Formalization would allow the FOMOD
to benefit from the experiences gained during the 12 years of
the reserve’s work, while the ECOFAC program would find a
framework for concerted action with all Model Forest stakeholders.
What’s more, formal collaboration could result in an improved
perception of conservation activities, which are measured by 
the support shown by local communities in the fight against 
the uncontrolled exploitation of forest resources.
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Jasper National Park: 
Foothills Model Forest, Canada
Lisa Jones, Foothills Model Forest, Canada

At 2.75 million hectares you could call the Foothills
Model Forest one of the largest living laboratories on 
the North American continent. More than 60% of the
Model Forest land base is protected and includes Jasper
National Park, William A. Switzer Provincial Park and
the Willmore Wilderness Park. The remaining area is 
a working forest that includes Hinton Wood Products
(West Fraser Mills Ltd.) forest management area and
other public lands managed by Alberta Sustainable
Resource Development.

Jasper National Park joined the Foothills Model Forest
as a sponsoring partner in 1995. Their membership was
monumental. It marked the first time, in the northeast
slopes of Alberta, that a National Park, the Government
of Alberta and a forest company would formally cooperate
in the management of a shared landscape. Through 
the model forest mechanism, landscape-scale natural
resource management relationships were created among
land management agencies and forest industry partners
where previously we saw a set of disconnected jurisdic-
tions and interests. This integrated approach has greater
public acceptance because it takes more public values
into account.

Today, research informs the policy and practices of
each organization to better ensure the sustainability 
of forests while respecting the mandate of each partner.
Specifically, Jasper National Park is using natural 
disturbance research to guide its management of the
urban/wildfire interface and to monitor and control
mountain pine beetle activity. The use of this research is
reflected in the increasing application of prescribed fire
to restore Jasper’s forests to a more natural distribution
pattern. Furthermore, Parks Canada plans to use the
burns to reduce the risks from large-scale, catastrophic
fire and infestation by the mountain pine beetle to
neighbouring landscapes. In turn, other Foothills Model
Forest partners can count on the Parks Canada’s support
as they use the same kind of information to accelerate 
or re-profile forest harvest activities.

Ecological Reserves in Model Forests

Summary Table updated: June 2006

Model Forest Country Model Forest TOTAL
(ha) No. Hectares

Africa

1 Campo-Ma'an Cameroon 769,445 3 11,968

2 Dja et Mpomo Cameroon 700,000 3 0

SUBTOTAL 1,469,445 6 11,968

Asia

3 Berau Indonesia 165,930 13 165,930

4 Kodagu India 410,800 5 99,645

5 Margowitan Indonesia 468,924 15 29,532

6 Ngao Thailand 175,159 2 57,762

7 Ulot Watershed Philippines 86,514 3 86,514

SUBTOTAL 1,307,327 38 439,383

Europe and Russia

8 Gassinski Russia 400,000 1 176,000

9 Komi Russia 800,000 4 186,892

10 Vilhelmina Sweden 850,000 16 179,063

SUBTOTAL 2,050,000 21 541,955

Latin America and the Caribbean

11 Araucarias del Alto Malleco Chile 400,000 4 123,338

12 Chiloé Chile 980,000 2 42,516

13 Costa Norte Honduras 300,000 2 232,303

14 Formoseño Argentina 800,000 4 81,005

15 Futaleufú Argentina 760,000 1 266,200

16 Jujuy Argentina 150,000 6 0

17 Norte de Neuquén Argentina 4,000,000 6 140,440

18 Reventazón Costa Rica 150,000 11 160,299

19 Chiquitano Bolivia 20,400,000 3 410,000

SUBTOTAL 27,940,000 39 1,456,101

Canada

20 Foothills Canada 2,756,692 11 1,635,221

21 Prince Albert Canada 367,000 5 210,058

22 Manitoba Canada 1,050,000 11 116,250

23 Lake Abitibi Canada 1,200,000 12 75,421

24 Eastern Ontario Canada 1,500,000 99 123,117

25 Waswanipi Cree Canada 3,300,000 1 39

26 Bas-Saint-Laurent Canada 113,100 0 0

27 Fundy Canada 420,000 5 25,009

28 Nova Forest Alliance Canada 458,000 20 113,923

29 Western Newfoundland Canada 923,000 6 182,161

SUBTOTAL 12,087,792 170 2,481,199

TOTAL 44,854,564 274 4,930,606

Note: in some instances the ecological reserve is not fully within 
model forest boundaries 

“Before Canada’s Model Forest Program,

issues like the mountain pine beetle would

have divided us and created conflict; today

they unite us and generate proactive, timely

cooperation to protect forest health across

the landscape.”
Ron Hooper

Superintendent, Jasper National Park 
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Background

The UNESCO Man and the Biosphere program was officially
launched in 1970. In 1974, a project to establish a coordinated
global network of new protected areas designated as biosphere
reserves began. Based on a scientific approach, large areas repre-
senting different biogeographical regions supported by research,
monitoring and training activities were supposed to ensure 
more systemic conservation than ever before. During the 1995
International Conference on Biosphere Reserves in Spain, the
BRs were given a new global mandate as working examples of
sustainable management of natural resources, and to explore
methods to meet the basic needs of society in a way that would
lead to a more sustainable future. Today, there are 100 countries
participating in the BR program with about 460 biosphere areas.

Great public concern over forestry practices and the preservation
of the natural environment gave rise to the model forest concept
in Canada in the early 1990s. At UNCED, the prime minister 
of Canada made a commitment to extend the promising model 
forest concept internationally, thereby launching the IMFN.
Its main goal is to implement sustainable forest management
(SFM) globally and to promote the sustainable use of natural
resources in general. All landowners, users and other model 
forest stakeholders are invited to participate in a partnership
working collaboratively toward SFM. Education and research 
are major tools in a process of strengthening local stakeholders
to balance the governance process. Currently, about 40 MFs 
are established or under development in 18 countries with 
growing international interest in the MF approach.

Results

Although based on a limited sample size, this study indicates
that the BR and MF concepts are similar in terms of their scope
and goals. They also differ in some respects. However, differences
among individual sites in different regions and countries appear
larger than the differences between the two concepts. In fact,
there are several examples were MFs and BRs work together,
complement each other and add value by their association.

Basic similarities include the fact that their main goal is sustainable
development on a local, regional and global scale. Both deal with
the use of natural resources and the conservation of biodiversity,
and both give high priority to the conservation and development
of social and cultural values at the landscape level. More or less
all areas responded that they consider themselves a sustainable
solution and that they have contributed to the local economy.
The funding situation varies between areas and countries.
Twinning and networking, that is for sites to have a relationship
close enough to share information and learn from each other,
is also an important and emphasized part of both.

The biggest difference found between the two concepts was the
percentage of special designations such as Ramsar wetland or
World Heritage sites, staff size and the relative importance of
unique biodiversity or cultural heritage areas as mentioned in
fact sheets and official web pages —32% for MFs, 96% for BRs.
This is, however, understandable given the background of the
concepts. Model forests also tend to take less time to establish
and undertake more diverse economic activities. Finally, the need
to consider and include all stakeholder groups in the governance

Arenas for integrated natural resource management: 
a comparison of the concepts: 

BIOSPHERE RESERVE AND MODEL FOREST 
Robert Axelsson, Per Angelstam, School for Forest Engineers, Faculty of Forest Sciences, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences

Introduction

To support sustainable development there is a need for new, integrated concepts on the use and conservation of natural

resources. Education, science and participatory approaches are important components: people need education to understand

what social, ecological and economic dimensions of sustainable development are; science is needed to guide us toward 

sustainable natural resource use; and people need to accept and adopt an ecologically sustainable lifestyle.

During the 1992 United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED) in Rio de Janeiro it was agreed 

that concepts for developing human welfare based on sustainable use of natural resources were imperative. The concepts of

biosphere reserves (BR) and model forests (MF) advanced as a means of achieving this vision. Based on experiences representing

both approaches, the authors compared the two in a recently published article with the aim to sort out some facts about the

biosphere reserve and model forest concepts. Specifically, how are they implemented? What are their overriding aims? Are there

any major differences? Could they cooperate? Our hope is that the research1 will assist in different areas’ and regions’ efforts

toward the long-term sustainable use of natural resources and conservation.

 



structures of MFs was mentioned as an obstacle during site 
initiation. Our data indicates that MFs are more of an ongoing
development process while BRs are more static in nature.

Conclusions and next steps

Summarizing, we note the following pattern: (1) a MF is a 
working production landscape where economic, ecological and
socio-cultural dimensions of SFM are promoted by encouraging
broad-based partnerships. (2) the BR concept includes a protect-
ed core area and zones with increasing economic activity. The
aim of both is to provide a role model for sustainable develop-
ment locally, regionally and globally.

We see this first study as a brief overview that will guide us
toward new penetrating studies of sustainable natural resource
management. A more comprehensive article based on the full
dataset will be published in the near future.

Read more

The full article: Axelsson, R. & Angelstam, P. (2006) Biosphere
Reserve and Model Forest: a study of two concepts for integrated
natural resource management. In: Science for Sustainable
Development – Starting Points and Critical Reflections,
Proceedings from the 1st VHU Conference on Science for
Sustainable Development, Västerås, Sweden 12-14 April, 2005.
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A key function of model forests is to transfer results and tools
beyond their geophysical areas. Although the Eastern Ontario
Model Forest (EOMF) can be delineated on a map, its bound-
aries—in terms of knowledge-sharing—are permeable and fluid.

The Frontenac Arch Biosphere Reserve (FABR), also located in
eastern Ontario, was designated as such by UNESCO in 2002.
One of more than 400 biospheres worldwide, the designation gives
the area international recognition for important ecological and
cultural features—in this case, the biosphere’s namesake forms 
a land bridge that connects the Algonquin and Adirondack Park
regions, facilitating ecologically important plant and animal
migrations. Like the EOMF, the FABR emphasizes the importance
of community-based efforts to manage, and in some cases
restore, land and other resources through the adoption of best
practices that contribute to stable and sustainable communities.

While biosphere reserves are generally the result of a focus on a
highly valued ecological feature (in this case the Frontenac Arch
with its unique characteristics), model forests tend to operate at
slightly larger scales that embrace, not only these highly valued
features, but also substantial areas of “working landscapes”. The
EOMF partnership, established in 1992, was a champion of the
biosphere reserve idea for eastern Ontario early on and played 
an important role in helping to develop the proposal that resulted
in the successful designation of the FABR. The EOMF played 
a strong role, in particular, in shaping the governance structure
of the FABR, sharing its understanding of the Naturalized
Knowledge System (NKS) as experienced through its partnership

with the Mohawk Community of Akwesasne. Based on the 
principles of respect, equity and empowerment, the NKS is the
foundation upon which the EOMF operates as it embraces the
notion that in the absence of key ingredients—respect, equity
and empowerment—partnerships are unlikely to flourish.

Well known for its ability to engage partners in the community,
including non-traditional partners and those external to the
area, the EOMF provided proof that consensus-based decision
making was possible even when dealing with a broad array 
of values. The fact that the EOMF had already-established 
partnerships with potential biosphere collaborators, such as 
the Queen’s University Biological Station, also accelerated and
lent support to the work of developing the biosphere proposal.

In addition, then, to having helped to create the “table” that
brought stakeholders together in the interest of a common 
conservation-related goal, the EOMF shared tools and information
(e.g., mapping and data analyses) that served as important content
for the biosphere proposal.

Clearly the model forest and biosphere reserve approaches are
complementary—both community-driven, both concerned 
with conservation and sustainable development, both working
cooperatively to share knowledge and experiences that support
healthy communities in the long-term. The EOMF and FABR
continue to partner in a host of activities, including species at
risk recovery efforts and educational programming aimed at
children and youth.

The Eastern Ontario Model Forest 
and the Frontenac Arch Biosphere Reserve:  
A Complementary Coupling
Elizabeth Holmes, Eastern Ontario Model Forest, Canada

1  Data was collected using two methods—a questionnaire and website research. The questionnaire was sent to all MFs and BRs that could be contacted by email. In this study
the first 10 answers from each concept was used.
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Integrating Protected Areas into Larger Landscapes
Through the Model Forest Approach 
Marc Patry, World Heritage Centre, UNESCO

The World Heritage Convention 
is the only binding international
instrument that calls for govern-
ments to identify outstanding 
protected areas and commit 
to conserving them for future 
generations. But over the years,
the World Heritage Convention
Secretariat has noted that land-
scape-level decisions are often 
the source of some of the 
greatest threats to World Heritage
Forest integrity.

This situation is attributed to the
fact that site managers have little
formal opportunity to engage in
landscape-level decision-making
processes. In other words, despite
the Convention on Biological
Diversity’s (CBD) on-going 
promotion of the “ecosystem” or
“landscape” approach to conservation and sustainable development, there remains a gap between theory and effective practice.

The model forest approach, through its many sites now operating around the world, provides a concrete example of how protected
areas can be integrated into larger landscapes, helping to close the gap between theory and practice. As such, the model forest
experience will likely have a strong influence on the work being promoted by the CBDs recently adopted Program of Work on
Protected Areas in World Heritage Forests.

Currently, 89 World Heritage sites covering nearly 70,000,000 hectares have been identified around the globe, representing 17% 
of the world’s protected forest land base.

International Collaboration on CBD’s 
Program of Work on Protected Areas 

The IMFN Secretariat added its name to a list of supporters seeking to conserve biodiversity by strengthening implementation
of the Program of Work on Protected Areas (PoWPA).

Members of the informal group will work on a range of activities—individually and collectively, where appropriate—to assist
State parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and the World Heritage Centre implement both conventions,
with particular emphasis on the PoWPA.

While IMFN currently includes only two world heritage sites (Foothills Model Forest, Canada and Dja et Mpomo Model
Forest, Cameroon) virtually all model forests have significant protected areas within their boundaries. The IMFN experience
and success in integrating these protected areas into larger landscapes are viewed as a valuable learning tool. Other signatories
include: Bird Life International, Conservation International, Fauna and Flora International, The Nature Conservancy,
UNESCO/IUCN Enhancing our Heritage Team, Wildlife Conservation Society and WWF.
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Long-standing IMFN
Secretariat Chair Steps Down

After more than a decade of
service, International Model
Forest Network Secretariat
(IMFNS) Board of Directors’
Chair Richard (Dick) Ballhorn
stepped down in July. During
his term, Mr. Ballhorn played 
a key role in the significant
expansion of the international
model forest program from
three proposed sites outside 
of Canada to more than 
40 model forests in existence
or under development on 
five continents. The former
Director General of the

Environment Bureau at Foreign Affairs and International Trade
Canada (DFAIT) recently became Director General of DFAIT’s
Legal Affairs Bureau.

When asked about the highlights of his time on the Board, he
noted the continued growth of the international network and
establishment and maturing of its Secretariat. Most encouraging
is that the model forest approach to forest management has
reached a point where it is spreading largely by itself.

“We have European countries approaching us with well considered
and funded projects,” said Mr. Ballhorn. “In Asia, we have a
number of variations on the model forest approach springing
up without a formal regional network in place to guide it. These
are unique and positive developments that are a direct result 
of a sound concept that is both attractive and practical.”

“Over the years, the model forest approach has become a useful
means of diffusing local tensions over forest use by assisting
stakeholders to focus on longer term forest sustainability,” said
Mr. Ballhorn. “Experience shows that in many cases, stakeholders
will sit together and discuss how the forest in question can be
used in multiple, mutually beneficial ways, and then act collabo-
ratively to achieve their goals. This approach to governance is
also attractive to donors as an aid delivery mechanism.”

“It is a relatively simple concept but rather amazing how 
little it has been used in many countries,” added Mr. Ballhorn.
“Ownership is usually seen as the key to resource management
while those stakeholders without legal tenure are not part of the
decision-making process. The model forest has helped to break
down that approach so that all stakeholders can have a voice.
This approach can potentially also be applied to other resource
management challenges, such as those in mining.”

At the July 5 Board meeting, Jim Farrell, Director General of
Policy, Economics and Industry Branch at Natural Resources
Canada–Canadian Forest Service, was unanimously elected 
as the new Chair of the Board of Directors. DFAIT will be 
represented on the IMFNS Board by Denyse Rousseau, Deputy
Director, Environment and Sustainable Development Division.

Communications Corner 

Model Forest Eco-enterprise Directory 
The developing eco-enterprise directory continues to make 
headway. Don Giannace of the Regional Model Forest Network 
for LAC will be sending out instructions for eco-enterprise data 
collection to each model forest. Please watch for it in your inbox.

How to get it
To download your copy of the IMFNS 10-year anniversary 
publication Partnerships to Success in Sustainable Forest
Management, please visit our website at www.imfn.net.

A recent CIFOR publication highlights the launching of Indonesia's
model forest program. The official launching by the Minister of
Forestry took place in Jakarta in December 2004. The publication,
“Proceedings of Launching Model Forest Indonesia as Part of the
International Model Forest Network, Jakarta, 2 December 2004”,
(3.6 MB) can be downloaded from CIFOR's web site at:
www.cifor.cgiar.org/publications/pdf_files/books/
Model_Forest_Indonesia.pdf 

Building Electronic Communities and Networks 
Released April 26, 2006, this is the latest in the FAO IMARK series
of well-designed, interactive learning modules freely available on
the Internet. For low-connectivity users it is also available on CD.
If you are a member of a network, community of practice, or 
moderator of a group or online community, "Building Electronic
Communities and Networks" might be for you. The module is 
available from the IMFN website at <http://www.imfn.net/en/
ev-45841-201-1-DO_TOPIC.html> or at
<http://www.imarkgroup.org/modulelist_en.asp>.

IMFN Secretariat communications:
Here to help you
Need some input or advice on strategic communications planning?
Building a website? Or just have some news to share with your 
colleagues and partners across the Network? Contact Christa
Mooney, IMFN Secretariat communications officer, at
cmooney@idrc.ca for assistance with your communications 
and outreach activities. You can also visit the Tools and Templates
section of our website where you will find PowerPoint presentation
templates, guides for writing news releases and web content,
a map of the IMFN, and more. Your input on our activities and
products is also welcome and encouraged.

International Model Forest Network Secretariat
PO Box 8500
Ottawa, Canada  K1G 3H9
Ph: 613.236.6163 ext.2521
Fax: 613.234.7475
Email: imfns@idrc.ca www.imfn.net

 


