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Conclusions, from a pure climate perspective:
• The role of forestry is to substitute fossil fuel-based products and energy –

not to store biomass in the forest

• There is a stand-specific optimal rotation period to maximize growth

• We conserve forests for biodiversity, not for climate. Increased conservation 
comes at the expense of lost substitution

• Reporting (UNFCCC), accounting and what is best for climate are different 
things. Don’t forget the substitution effect in other sectors (Energy)

• Remove the cap to promote future growth
• The EU regulation creates incentives to increase growth if all growth can be 

harvested. A bad strategy during the reference period may stimulate a bad 
strategy in the future   

• In the short term, different management strategies do not significantly 
influence climate benefits (slow growing boreal forests), but the choice of 
strategy is very important in the long term


