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GTTN REGIONAL WORKSHOP LATIN 
AMERICA 

 

 

 

Introduction 
 

The Global Timber Tracking Network organized its Regional Workshop for Latin America in Lima, Peru 
on 7-9 November 2018 in cooperation with the National Forest Service of Peru (SERFOR), the Peruvian 
National Customs Agency (SUNAT) and the Institute for the Investigation of the Peruvian Amazon 
(IIAP) in order to increase awareness amongst local stakeholders from the field of research, 
government and non-governmental institutions, development partners, and the private sector about 
GTTN, and the growing potential of techniques for wood species and origin identification to help curb 
illegal logging. The workshop was financially supported by the German Federal Ministry of Food and 
Agriculture (BMEL). 

The GTTN Latin American Regional Workshop addressed key issues related to the successful 
development of timber tracking tools and policies, and promote their use to reduce illegal logging and 
associated trade worldwide. On the first day, after an introduction to the Global Timber Tracking 
Network, we had a closer look at wood identification methods and the interest, demand and possible 
barriers for timber tracking in Latin America. With many on-going activities represented, we also 
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exchanged ideas of how frameworks for cooperation might be further developed. On the second day 
we had facilitated discussions on topics ranging from strengthened regional to global cooperation 
between institutions on sampling, reference data and lab capacities, to more specialized topics of 
methods selection guidance, tree species prioritization and communications. By addressing practical 
questions, we intended to develop milestones for possible joint future activities. 

 

 

 

Session 1: Introduction to GTTN  
 

Jo Van Brusselen, coordinator of the GTTN phase 2, welcomed the 78 participants from 12 countries. 
The meeting was officially opened by Ms. Sarah Bongartz, representative of the Embassy of the 
Federal Republic of Germany and Mr. Walter Nalvarte, General Director of Policy and Competitiveness 
of Forestry and Wildlife, SERFOR.  

After an introduction to GTTN’s concept and activities (Jo Van Brusselen, EFI and GTTN Project 
Coordinator), and some insights on the position of Latin America within the global GTTN network (Nele 
Schmitz, Thünen Institute and GTTN coordinator of Working Group on Standardization), Vera Rauber 
Coradin (CITES Plants Committee, co-chair CITES Wood Identification Working Group) presented her 
ideas of how local scientific capacities ought to be capitalized upon. She elaborated on how Amazon 
countries identify wood and introduced existing initiatives to improve the process of wood 
identification.  
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Session 2: Wood identification methods in Latin American context 
Moderated by: Adriana Rivera, consultant 
 
Wood anatomist Alexandre Bahia-Gontijo from the Brazilian Forest Service explained the 
development of two identification keys. There is a key for currently 157 Brazilian commercial timbers 
that is used by people working in control. Besides that, they are developing a regional key, currently 
only containing 17 species but which will be extended to species and samples from the entire Amazon. 
The key is based both on botanical and wood characters and is aimed to contain sample information 
from different countries to be able to identify species differences between countries. The key will be 
developed for mobile phones so that it can be used in the field and will be available for free in Google 
Play by the end of 2018. 

Bernd Degen from the Thünen Institute for Forest Genetics (Germany) shared his experience from 5 
years of testing wood samples using the DNA contained in timber. To be sure they do not import illegal 
wood mostly timber companies themselves ask for the timber identification. In 10-20 % of the cases 
that were so far investigated in his lab the declarations of the wood samples were incorrect. As part 
of a project building a large scale genetic inventory for timber tracking, 7 species from Latin America 
were researched. While genetics is important for timber tracking as DNA cannot be manipulated, he 
also stressed the importance of being clear about the strong and the weak points of the different 
wood identification methods and to use alternative methods when and where appropriate. 

 

Next speaker was a scientist who has already gained experience in nearly all timber tracking methods. 
Kathelyn Paredes from the Universidad Autónoma Gabriel René Moreno (Bolivia) and currently 
collaborating with Wageningen University explained how stable isotopes can be used to trace illegal 
logging in the tropics. Working on 6 Cedrela species in Bolivia she found stable isotopes to have a lot 
of potential to identify the different species while the accuracy for origin tracking was rather low. She 
stressed, however, that no generalisations can be made and that accuracy depended both on the 
species and the place of sampling. 

https://globaltimbertrackingnetwork.org/2018/11/05/one-app-for-amazon-wood-identification/
https://globaltimbertrackingnetwork.org/2018/10/18/celebrating-5-years-of-eutr/
https://globaltimbertrackingnetwork.org/2018/10/18/celebrating-5-years-of-eutr/
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Another scientist from the Brazilian Forest Service, Tereza Monteiro Pastore informed us about Near-
Infrared Spectroscopy (NIRS) and how this technology can be used for wood and geographic origin 
identifications. Her first work was on 8 Mahogany species from different countries that can be 
separated from each other and from similar looking species using NIRS. Next she worked on the 
technology to differentiate 6 (to be expanded in future to 20) Dalbergia species from Brazil. To build 
robust statistical models, at least 20 trees and the 3 planes of each wood sample need to be 
integrated. In the future, also the water content of the sample will be included. The big advantage of 
NIRS is that once the model is build samples can be identified in less than 30 seconds. Furthermore, 
the devices are portable and can hence be used in the field.  

Another timber tracking method based on chemical fingerprints (DART-TOFMS) was explained by 
Sandra Martínez-Jarquín from Cinvestav, Irapuato (Mexico). More than 100 forensic cases were 
already solved using the DART-TOFMS (Direct Analysis in Real Time Mass Spectrometry) technology. 
The reference spectra database contains now 17% of the Latin American species and ca. 75% of the 
CITES-listed tree species. The database is integrated with Arbor Harbor, but a continuous effort is 
being done to collect more samples and to integrate with more existing databases. Just as with NIRS, 
besides the purchase and maintenance of the machine, the costs of the technology are low and 
identification a matter of seconds (if the species/origin is already included in the reference database 
and the model is build). 

In general, it was concluded that whatever method is used: training is key. I addition, the major part 
of the costs related to timber tracking result from the sampling to build the reference databases. 
Besides, it was emphasized that the focus should be on reliability – and hence on when to use which 
method. 

 

Session 3: Interests, demands and barriers for timber tracking in 
Latin America 
Moderated by: Antonio Murillo, ICF 
 

A Peruvian Forestry Service representative, Darcy Laclotte, presented their latest version of the 
Control Module for the Forest and Wildlife Information System. This module adds security measures 
to timber tracking and wood identification such as a digitally generated random number, a QR code, 
and encryption to prevent counterfeits in their trade documentation. It also becomes part of a public 
domain database. The presentation focused on the legal value of these transportation documents that 
specify the origin of the logs, owner, destination and other details. The previous process involved 
physical documents that increase the chance of errors, duplicity and alterations. Later during the panel 
discussion, the participants also questioned the lifespan of such trade documents, to prevent 
overhead and benefit law enforcement. 

http://woodid.info/
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William Pariona from GIZ introduced DataBOSQUE, designed to help companies track timber from 
their logging operations. This platform shows the information from trees since the inventory is done, 
and tracks them throughout the logging, production and transportation stages. The presentation was 
complemented by Oscar Melgarejo, forest manager, and Hugo Flores, administrator, both working for 
the same local company, Grupo Vargas. They pointed out the different benefits such as real time 
reports, estimation of outputs, and monitoring of the different the production line. 

Julia Urrunaga, Environment Investigation Agency (EIA), presented the findings of their two latest 
publications: The Laundering Machine (published April 2012) and Moment of Truth (published January 
2018). The latest report describes important advances since 2012 in the fight against illegal logging, 
timber laundering, and its associated international trade. However, it also shows that illegal timber 
exports continue from all ports, from almost all exporters, to all destinations. In 2015, data from Callao 
Port shows that only 16% of the points of harvest were verified legal and 17% had clear illegal origins. 
The legality of the remaining 67% was unverified or unknown, but most fell into mid or high-risk 
categories. She then presented two cases were wood ID has helped deter illegal logging, namely oak 
in Russia and okoumé in Congo. 

 

José Ugarte from the Peruvian public institution CITEmadera presented their experiences using the 
Xylotron (supported by US Forest Service). He referred to their development in training and use of the 
tool, but also to the lack of reference data. The tool requires at least 200 images from 10 trees from 
different regions to accurately identify the wood species.  
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Session 4: Developing frameworks for cooperation 
Moderated by: Guillermo Navarro, FAO 
 

Wood identification capabilities and the protection of Latin American forests in the context of CITES, 
was discussed by Vera Rauber Coradin, co-chair of the CITES Wood Identification Working Group of 
the CITES Plants Committee. Alexandre Sebbenn of the Forest Institute of Sao Paulo presented a vision 
on a capacity platform for the application of wood identification technologies in the Amazon Basin.  

His talk was followed by a presentation of a regional perspective on wood identification to track illegal 
logging activities, by Roider Villarroel from AFIN (Bolivian National Indigenous Forestry Association). 
He took the opportunity to highlight some accomplishment in the indigenous forestry operations, for 
example, the development of the FSC standard (funded by Forests of the World), a project to increase 
resilience through local greening initiatives (funded by Nordic Climate Facility), and local biodiversity 
conservation through sustainable forest management (funded by UNDP). These indigenous 
communities control 30 percent of forested land in the lowlands. The sustainable management of this 
land is essential to ensure their livelihoods and safeguard ecosystem services. The development of 
frameworks for cooperation was further explored in the discussion session 5A. 

Pacyinz Lyfoung of Public Interest Intellectual Property Advisors (PIIPA) elaborated on the importance 
of clarifying and regulating intellectual property in cooperation frameworks, in methods and reference 
data development. Beyond, she introduced the issue of access and benefits sharing in context of the 
Convention on Biological Diversity’s Nagoya Protocol. This topic was further explored in the discussion 
session 5B. 

 

Session 5: Mapping challenges and opportunities 
 

Three parallel workshop sessions were held to discuss the three following topics:  

A. How to develop a pathway towards strengthened regional cooperation? 
B. Global cooperation for local protection, discussion on IPR and ABS 
C. Timber Tracking along the chain of custody 

 

Topic A: How to develop a pathway towards strengthened regional cooperation? 
Moderated by: Alfredo Rodríguez, GIZ 
 

In this session, we mapped what wood identification capacities exist in Latin America, how timber 
tracking could be integrated in chain-of-custody systems, what joint interests exist between different 
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stakeholder groups and how successful coalitions could be forged to strengthen timber tracking 
cooperation both within countries, but also between Latin American countries 

The discussion looked at how the different methodologies of wood traceability and wood 
identification could be put together. Several countries have a multitude of specific-purpose forest 
information systems. The participants agreed that synergies should be explored, while the fact that 
these systems are run by different entities may make that a difficult task in practice. These systems 
include all or at least some of e.g. the following: national forest inventory, national forest 
(administrative) information system, wood chain-of-custody traceability system, and additional 
control and verification mechanisms. For example, the Peruvian wood traceability system 
DataBOSQUE is a management production system, yet it would be useful to consider how that 
software could be opened up to have other types of uses. 

The same counts for wood identification methods. Latin America has high-standing expertise for all of 
the wood identification methods that have been presented during the workshop. However, this 
expertise is scattered across the Latin American continent and networking and exchange should be 
improved, while capacities of existing institutions ought to be strengthened. Timber tracking and 
wood identification should not just be a company control system; it should help manage and use 
forests more sustainably. Collected data should be used not only for species and origin determination, 
but could also help to answer questions such as ‘what are the minimum conditions for populations to 
survive’, or ‘how diverse and resilient are existing populations’. Several participants were of the 
opinion that an effective system would be useful to guide forest management and harvest planning.  

Participants agreed that there would not be a need for new institutions but rather to develop existing 
capacities and to help each other to develop the capacities, by mapping past, on-going and planned 
activities and traditional knowledge as well as by exchanging information on methods and protocols. 
GTTN is contributing to increase the transparency on available capacities, i.e. with the members’ 
database, the work on a service provider’s directory, the reference database development, and also 
with its scientific exchange e.g. via ResearchGate. All participants were encouraged to take the 
opportunity to actively share their activities via these platforms, and be part of not only a Latin 
American network, but to achieve global reach-out. 

While many Latin American countries are lacking budget, participants stated a need for support (in 
both funds and coordination effort) from an international organisation – preferably one that already 
has on-going activities in the region. 

There was a call also not to look only at expensive advanced tools. While forest authorities and 
enforcement authorities may face difficulties to identify wood species, this is even a bigger issue in 
the wood trade. Therefore, the on-going international effort of developing (anatomical) wood 
identification applications ought to be continued (such as the “One app for Amazon wood 
identification”) and these activities should be broadened to cover the whole of Latin America. Several 
currently parallel initiatives were mentioned in the debate and opportunities for cooperation were 
identified.   
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The discussions showed a network of similar and in cases of converging interests. There is obviously a 
need for more information sharing. The issue of information exchange was considered important, and 
somehow a way ought to be found to develop an information feedback from chain of custody 
monitoring systems, including from wood identification findings, back to forest management systems 
to have an impact on the ground. 

 

Topic B: Global cooperation for local protection, discussion on intellectual 
property rights (IPR) and access and benefits sharing (ABS) 
Moderated by: Pacyinz Lyfoung, PIIPA 
 

This discussion session explored answers to questions such as follows: What collaboration is needed 
for operationalizing effective timber tracking in the region? What IP tools, capacity and technology 
building and sharing may facilitate this within the Latin American region and between regional and 
international partners? What system would empower most relevant stakeholders? A key area of 
discussion addressed Access and Benefit Sharing (ABS). 

First, clarifications were requested on the legal obligations related to ABS. We revisited the fact that 
legal obligations were due only to countries who were signatories to the Nagoya Protocol. The 
Convention on Biological Diversity formally declared that each country has ownership and 
responsibilities over its natural resources. Concerning genetic resources (GR) that have been used for 
commercial purposes, the CBD provides that proper permission (prior informed consent), mutually 
agreed terms (via mutual transfer agreements), and benefit-sharing be available. The Nagoya Protocol 
came into effect in 2014 to serve as a legal framework for the latter. It is important to note that GRs 
are relatively vaguely defined in both the CBD and Nagoya. The current list of Parties to Nagoya is 
available online and summarized in Annex Y. 

After clarifying the global legal framework for access and benefit sharing and how it impacted Latin 
American countries, the group discussion led to several points that should help shape what sharing 
for caring should look like in the LATAM region.  

The workshop participants concluded that there is consensus and support for an interconnected 
regional and global system relying on various technologies with exchange of data that was collected 
in various locations and established databases, to share and collaborate on wood identification in the 
FLEGT context. 

Such system will need to use IP tools relevant to data ownership, data-sharing, joint publications, 
technology transfer, transfer of knowledge, and fair access and benefit-sharing. 

More specifically, the LATAM region workshop participants initiated and supported the idea of 
developing an alternative/sui generis access and benefit-sharing system, which varies from Nagoya by 
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1) broadening the subject matter of covered biological resources to all organic materials used in 
wood identification, and  

2) directly sharing benefits with local research project contributors and local communities who 
are the stewards of the forests and trees.  

Regarding the latter, it was suggested that a straight licensing system/mechanism could be designed, 
one that would clearly identify who owns the data and organic materials in each project and give those 
individuals and entities (e.g. institutions, communities, community organizations) direct benefits in 
the form of cash (royalties and other types of payments) and non-cash (data, databases, joint 
publications, technology transfer, transfer of knowledge, and other tangible and intangible 
properties). 

 

Topic C: Developing a vessel atlas 
Moderated by: Nele Schmitz, Thünen Institute 
 

 

Recently, the Thünen Institute published a vessel atlas for the identification of Asian timbers in paper 
and pulp products. This session explored what would be needed to extend this atlas with tree species 
from Latin America. Furthermore, participants discussed future options for its development. 

During the last ten years there was a strong increase in the paper consumption in Asia, which coincided 
with an increase in the percentage of pulp exports from LATAM. Currently 33% of the globally 
purchased pulp comes from LATAM. A vessel atlas for Latin American timber species could thus have 
a global impact on the transparency of pulp and paper supply chains.  
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Most paper products contain a mix of different pulps, each made of possibly different mixes of tree 
species, possibly coming from different countries. The issue is hence the complex and long supply 
chains in the pulp and paper industry and the resulting – often incorrect – declarations of the tree 
species used. Since a long time, we have vessel atlases for North American and European species. 
Since recently, we also have one for species from tropical and temperate Asia. However, a vessel atlas 
for Latin America is still lacking. 

During the workshop, we discussed that first, a pilot study should be conducted to find out to what 
extent LATAM pulp and paper products are wrongly declared. In Brazil, there would be several 
laboratories at universities that could do such a study. The same applies for Peru. Here it would be 
especially interesting to investigate the tree species that are brought into the country via MDF 
imports. In a second step, if evaluation is needed, a big project would then need to be set up to develop 
a vessel atlas for LATAM tree species. 

The vessel atlas for Asian timbers is freely available here. 

Session 6: Scientific session on wood identification 
Moderated by: Manuel Chavesta, Universidad Nacional Agraria La Molina 
 

Estephanie P. Liendo Hoyos from the Jefatura Nacional de 
Promoción de Desarrollo Integral de Bosques y Tierra (ABT, Bolivia) 
talked about the potential for NIRS applications for the control of 
the wood. NIRS can offer a solution for identification in the field of 
very similar species. There are, however, factors hindering current 
NIRS application at ABT with the major one being the cost to 
purchase the equipment (5-6 devices would be needed to start). 
Besides, a high amount of samples is needed to calibrate the 
equipment. Non-chemical variables like temperature can affect the 
results. Also, treated wood products can have aberrant profiles so 
this should all be tested. Finally, there is a necessity of the 
maintenance of the device and the training.  

Geneticist Céline Blanc-Jolivet of the Thünen Institute (Germany) 
gave an extensive explanation of how genetic reference data for 
timber tracking in South America and Africa are developed. As we 
heard several times during this meeting, and what thus seems to be 
a general problem, she also mentioned the issue of incorrect 
species identifications in the field while sampling. Correct field 

identifications are crucial as they affect everything what happens afterwards with these samples. 
Finally, she mentioned the urgency for a list of tree species for which reference data would need to 
be developed with priority (which GTTN-WG3 is currently developing). 

http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/journals/10.1163/22941932-20180202
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Continuing on the importance of good sampling Carmen García of the Instituto de Investigaciones de 
la Amazonia Peruana (IIAP) mentioned very clear sampling protocols to be essential (GTTN-WG1 is 
currently working on a sampling guide). Good identification results depend in the first place on precise 
field collections and hence on the people doing the field work. A beautiful guide was made and 
presented during the meeting that aims to help identify the different Dipteryx species of the Peruvian 
Amazon in the field. She emphasized that all identification methods are useful and complement each 
other when combined. Based on morphological features, two groups could already be identified 
within Dipteryx micrantha. Genetic analysis could then further fine-tune the identification.   

How these genetic analyses were done using SNP markers to differentiate Dipteryx species in South 
America was explained by Eurídice Honorio from the same institute. The crucial step she explained is 
however the ‘real’ species identification via botanical material because what was collected in the field 
as species x might turn out to be species y. Recognising mistakes that were made in the field and 
cleaning the data via herbarium and photographic material is essential. As others during the meeting 
mentioned as well, she stressed the importance of training the people collecting the samples to assure 
quality DNA in the lab later.  

The final speaker of this session was Niklas Tysklind of INRA-French Guiana who explained what 
genetics could do to differentiate wood samples of different species and geographical origins using 
the example of Carapa: First of all, samples need to be collected from different populations to be able 
to classify unknown samples. When population genetic structure is delimited, the potential for 
individual assignment to population of origin can be evaluated. By increasing the number of markers 
one can increase the spatial resolution of the wood sample identification. 

 

Session 7: Mapping challenges and opportunities 
 

In continuation of session 6, three more parallel workshop sessions were held to discuss the 
following topics:  

D. Building a decision tree to guide method selection 
E. Species prioritization 
F. GTTN communications and advocacy in Latin America 

 

Topic D: Building a decision tree to guide method selection 
Moderated by: Nele Schmitz, Thünen Institute 
 

A draft decision tree was developed to identify the most suitable method for a given identification 
question and type of test sample. The draft tree was shared with all providers of timber tracking 

http://repositorio.iiap.org.pe/handle/IIAP/370
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services of the GTTN for their comments. The final version will be published on the GTTN website in 
the beginning of 2019.  

 

Topic E: Species prioritization 
Moderated by: Jo Van Brusselen, EFI - GTTN 
 

GTTN developed a tree species priority list in 2013 to inform reference data development. The list was 
revised in 2018 to update according existing criteria (e.g. CITES, IUCN Red List) and consider additional 
criteria (e.g. Interpol prosecutions data). A questionnaire was disseminated to GTTN members, ITTO 
network, Interpol network and participants of workshops organized by  GTTN in 2018. An overview of 
the results received for the Latin America region so far was presented at the beginning of the 
workshop. In a next step, the participants were asked to write down the tree species for which the 
development of reference data should be considered as of high priority. The results were collected 
country by country, while trying to identify regional interests on the basis of national urgencies. 

Participants indicated genera and species that should get priority attention for Bolivia (#9), Brazil 
(#11), Honduras (#7), Guatemala (#8), Guyana Française (#8) and Peru (#26) (See Annex X for the 
complete list). 

 

Topic F: GTTN communications and advocacy in Latin America 
Moderated by: Jose Bolaños, EFI 
 

Communication and advocacy are key to the functioning of a global network. How could GTTN 
increase its outreach in Latin America, with government and private sector stakeholders? What should 
be our key messages? Who are the best amplifiers of our messages? How would you like to help with 
this? These were some of the questions that were addressed during this discussion session. 

During this session, we analysed four key components for the regional communications strategy, 
namely: actors, key messages, channels, and the role of the participants of the workshop. 

Apart from the regular actors, academia, government, labs, timber trade sector and end-consumer, 
participants highlighted the role of indigenous communities and local authorities as well as concession 
owners. Mapping all stakeholders could strengthen the efforts to develop a reference database 
through alliances. 

Amongst the key messages, the group focused on the benefits of ecosystem services, such as 
livelihoods and biodiversity conservation, through forest management, legal sourcing of wood 
products, and following the proper steps. At the same time, it is important to raise awareness about 
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the suitability of the different techniques for wood identification. Messages should follow the WIIFM 
approach (what’s in it for me?) for all the stakeholders, be direct and simple. 

The discussion grouped different channels of communications, emphasising the role of GTTN as a 
“clearing house” for wood identification technologies. Videos and social media were regarded as 
important in keeping a live connection with members. Participants also suggested creating a series of 
webinars or other remote education formats on specific topics after regional meetings. Presentations 
should be curated depending on the audience. It would be useful if the network shared publications 
of the different members. Finally, the group agreed that GTTN should explore co-founded awareness 
campaigns. 

The role of the different participants focused on articulating different sectors, disseminating 
information, cross-training, and multiparty fundraising.  



 

 

15 
 

Annex X. Tree species prioritization: prioritized species per 
country. Workshop outcome. 
 

Tree species that should get high priority with the reference data development were collected per 
country represented in the workshop. Whenever possible, participants listed a reason why the 
species should be prioritized, e.g. due to market importance or protection status. The order of the 
species does not reflect any priority of one species over another. 

Bolivia 
1. Bibosi (Ficus spp.); reasons: High logging; very important species for fauna; high presence in 

the forest 
2. Almendra Chiquitana (Dipteryx alata); reasons: integral species. Communities get food for 

livestock, nuts which is very appreciated by the market; ecology and phenology varies a lot 
every year; very social impact: Chiquitanian-Pantanal forest Brazil-Bolivia 

3. Ochoo (Hura crepitans) 
4. Yesquero (Cariniana spp.); reasons: high logging; high density in forest, but it would 

decrease in the next years 
5. Morado (Machaerium scleroxylon); reasons: few individuals, high ecological value, economic 

importance 
6. Roble (Amburana cearensis); reasons: high demand 
7. Paquió (Hymenaea courbaril) 
8. Tipa (Tipuana tipu) 
9. Nogal (Juglans boliviana) 

Brazil 
1. Virola spp. 
2. Dalbergia spp. 
3. Handroanthus spp. = Tabebuia spp. 
4. Carapa guianensis 
5. Micropholis melinoniana  
6. Cedrela spp. 
7. Swietenia macrophylla 
8. Dipteryx spp. 
9. Manilkara spp. 
10. Couratari spp. 
11. Bertholletia excelsa 

Honduras 
1. Cedro negro, nogal (Juglans olanchana); reasons: alta demanda yu poblaciones bujas 

consume interno); Priority: alta 
2. Rosul (Dalbergia stevensonii), granadillo (Dalbergia granadillo), cocobolo (refers to several 

Dalbergia spp.); reasons: alta demanda en China, muy bajas poblaciones; prioridad: alta 
3. Guapinol, jatobá (Hymenaea courbaril); reasons: recion le demanda; prioridad: media 
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4. Caoba de Honduras (Swietenia macrophylla); reasons: alto valor commercial, poblaciones 
bajas; prioridad: alta 

5. Cedro real (Cedrela odorata); reasons: alta demanda; prioridad: alta 
6. Santa Maria (Calophyllum brasiliense); reasons: alta demanda; prioridad: media 
7. Ciprés de montaña (Cupressus montana); prioridad: media 

Guatemala 
1. Encinos, Robles (Quercus spp.) 
2. Rosul (Dalbergia retusa) 
3. Caoba (Swietenia macrophylla) 
4. Cedro (Cedrela odorata) 
5. Pinabete (Abies guatemalensis)  
6. Pino (=?) 
7. Ciprés (Cupressus spp.) 
8. Melina (=?) 

Guyana Française 
1. Aniba roseodora ; reason: CITES. Plantation origin 
2. Dicorynia Guianensis; reason: local trade volume, (Guiana shield: an area covering parts of 

Venezuela, Brazil, Guyana, Surinam and French Guiana) 
3. Sextonia rubra (Grignon Franc); reason: local trade volume (Guiana shield) 
4. Ruizterania albiflora (Gonfolo gris); reason: local trade volume (Guiana shield)  
5. Manilkara spp.; reason: trade volume (Guiana shield) 
6. Wacapou (Vouacapoua  Americana); reason: local trade volume (Guiana shield) 
7. Amarante (Peltogyne venosa); reason: local trade volume (Guiana shield) 
8. Wapa (Eperua falcata (wapa) and Eperua grandiflora (wapa courbaril)); reason: local trade 

volume (Guiana shield) 

Peru 
Note, as most workshop participants were from Peru, this resulted in more species being 
listed.  

1. “Moena” species (Lauraceae spp.); there are some genera (Aniba, Ocotea, Nectandra) and 
species called “moena”, some of them are very similar, posing a challenge to wood 
identification 

2. “Cumala” species (Myristicaceae spp.), Virola, Iryanthera; there are some genera and many 
species called “cumala”. These are very similar and always there is a confusion in the wood 
identification field, and those species were not well identified at botanical level 

3. Pumaquiro (Aspidosperma macrocarpon); reason: alta demanda commercial 
4. Myroxylon spp., reason: alta demanda commercial, madera aromatic; no se caroce la 

(xxxx?xxx) de esta especie y distribucion 
5. Vochysiaceae spp.; reason: demanda comerical 
6. Quillobordon aspidosperma vargasii; reason: atta demanda commercial 
7. Myristicaceae spp.  Otoba, Virola, Iryanthera, Osteophloeum; reason: timber volume 
8. Cedrelinga cateniformis 
9. Dipteryx spp. 
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10. Cariniana spp. 
11. Couratari spp. 
12. Copaifera spp. 
13. Myroxylon spp. 
14. Hura crepitans 
15. Cedrela odorata 
16. Cedrela angustifolia; reason: trade volume 
17. Cedrelinga cateniformis; reason: timber volume  
18. Apuleia leiocarpa; reason: timber demand 
19. Calycophyllum spruceanum; reason: origin, timber demand 
20. Dipteryx (cumaru, shihuahuaco) 
21. Cedrela odorata 
22. Caoba (Swietenia macrophylla) 
23. Shihuahuaco 
24. Capirona (Capirona decorticans) 
25. “Especies decomisadas en los operativos policiales con participación SERFOR; ara (autoridad 

regional ambiental a nivez nacional” 
26. Podocarpus 
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Annex Y. LATAM country status vis-à-vis the Nagoya Protocol 
 

Under international law rules, signatories have signed the international treaty and therefore 
expressed a commitment to follow the treaty obligations. However, signatories are not legally bound 
to the treaty yet. Only a national parliamentary approval will complete the treaty adoption process 
with a ratification, which then makes the treaty legally binding for that country. As of the end of 
2018, the status of LATAM countries vis-à-vis the Nagoya Protocol was as follows: 

 

Table 1. Status of LATAM countries vis-à-vis the Nagoya Protocol at the end of 2018.  

Ratified Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bolivia, Cuba, Dominican Republican, 
Ecuador, Guatemala, Guyana, Honduras, Mexico, Panama, Peru, Saint 
Kitts and Nevis, Uruguay, Venezuela 

Signatories Brazil (although it also has its sui generis system), Colombia, Costa Rica, 
El Salvador, and Grenada 

Not signatories Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Chile, Dominica, Haiti, Jamaica, Nicaragua, 
Paraguay, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, and Suriname 

 

An additional note regarding the legal obligation to abide by Nagoya would be that most countries 
that have ratified the treaty are still in the process of establishing operational national systems.  

However, upon ratification, Nagoya Parties should designate a national focal point, meaning a 
dedicated official to be the contact person on ABS issues at the national level.  

It should be noted that several LATAM have a national focal point for ABS without having ratified (or 
signed) the Nagoya Protocol: Barbados, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominica, Grenada, Haiti, 
Jamaica, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, and Saint Lucia. 
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Annex Z. Documentation 
 

All the different workshop presentations are available in GTTN website: 

www.globaltimbertrackingnetwork.com under Products > Document library

http://www.globaltimbertrackingnetwork.com/
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Coordinating partners 

 

 

 

 

 

www.globaltimbertrackingnetwork.org  

The objective of the Global Timber Tracking Network (GTTN) is to promote the operationalization of 
innovative tools for wood identification and origin determination, to assist the fight against illegal 
logging and related trade around the globe. GTTN is an open alliance that cooperates along a joint 
vision and the network activities are financed through an open multi-donor approach. GTTN phase 2 
coordination (2017-2019) is financed by the German Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture (BMEL). 
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