WG 3. What responses are needed to halt the current downward trend in forest naturalness: how do we put these features back in forests in the best possible way?
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Currently observed forestry megatrends in Europe are: a general resistance to further consideration of ”strict” forest conservation issues; the appreciation of the recreational, landscape and ”therapeutic” value of forests is rising; biofuels and wood heating changing the wood market quickly; the future of the FSC is uncertain; paper companies are invading the tropics due to the increasing market for pulp timber.
Forest naturalness

· ’Naturalness’ refers to the state of large tracts of land or existing forest left alone for a long period of time 
· As a technical question – question of forest restoration
· As a research question – what actually is the most (cost) effective means of restoration; what works best? 
· As a research question – what is the most (cost) effective means of restoration?
· Don’t clear up after large scale natural disturbances
· Commercial forests for connectivity: but how effective is it really?
· GAP analysis looking at valuable forests types of particular vulnerability
· Alternatives to clearcutting
As a socio-political challenge
· Increase of preserved forest areas is necessary. Preservation should not have to mean ”strict limitation and control of visits” but permanent exclusion from forestry/silvicultural operations. We should probably avoid word ”strict”.
· Use flagship species, such as bison in Bialowieza
· The differences between the missions of forest protected areas and managed forests should be more strongly emphasized; it should become widely accepted that the rules of functioning of protected forests are different and even opposite to the rules of silviculture e.g. purposely “wasted” dead wood, tolerated fungal diseases, insect infestations, forest fires

· Make European National Parks national icons in Europe and symbols of our modern European identity; unlike famous African, Candian or US NP, which were established in slightly distorted natural areas, in the mission of European NP should be restoration of natural functions at the ecosystem, landscape and wider levels; our NP should be perceived as invaluable laboratories of restoration of the European ecological systems
· Giving to European National Parks a new, sharp identity will make them more interesting places to visit and learn
Questions of long-term skilled advocacy
· Integrating biodiversity and the need for protection into education; teacher training as a neglected area. Appreciating the ecological difference and effects between active and strict protection
· Looking at financial incentives to protect forests; assessing the overall benefits to society of protection. Better tools to visualise this
· May be just a money question in long term
· In commercial forests there is inherent contradiction  between ecological needs and commercial gain: need to have clear biodiversity targets
· Forest owners can get compensation for biodiversity measures
· Some measures are simply a question of education, e.g. leaving dead wood. Not to ”tidy up” the forest, inc. recreation forests. Tidying costs unnecessary expense.
· Give up planting whereever natural regeneration; promoting the old forestry wisdom: ”take the best leave the rest”
· Save paper
