
+RZ GRHV DQ�LGHDO�)RUHVW�/DZ�

ORRN�OLNH"



,QWHUQDWLRQDO�DJUHHPHQWV �H�J��
LQGLJHQRXV SHRSOH�DQG�ORFDO
FRPPXQLWLHV�

3RVLWLYH�LQFRPH6SHFLILF UROH RI�VWDWHµV��SXEOLF��IRUHVWV

&HUWDLQ SHUFHQWDJH RI�IRUHVWV RXWVLGH
FRPPHUFLDO XVH��SHUFHQWDJH RI�
SURWHFWHG ODZ �ZKR VKDOO EH
UHVSRQVLEOH"��

'HVFULEH UHODWLRQVKLS EHWZHHQ IRUHVW
IXQFWLRQV
(FRORJLFDO��HFRQRPLFDO��VRFLDO

VSHFLILF DUHDV GHILQHG OLNH SODQWDWLRQV

$GDSWLYH�WRZDUGV LQIRUPDWLRQ
PRQLWRULQJ��IL[�GDWH�IRU UHQHZLQJ WKH
ODZ

3URFHGXUHV RU EX\LQJ ODQG�IURP WKH
SULYDWH

H[FKDQJH RI�SURSHUW\ �SULYDWH�RZQHUV
ZLWK WKH VWDWH�

FDQ

DOORZ SURJUHVVLYH�HIIRUWV �GHDGZRRG��
UHWHQWLRQ WUHHV��FOHDUFXW��

&RPSDWLELOLW\ ZLWK RWKHU OHJLVODWLRQ
�KXQWLQJ��FRQVHUYDWLRQ ODZV��UHJLRQDO�
SODQQLQJ�

'HWDLOOHG SODQQLQJ DQG�LPSOHPHQWLQJ
UXOHV��PDNLQJ D�ODZ RSHUDWLRQDO

(FRORJLFDO UHTXLUHPHQWV �WUHH
VSHFLHV��ORQJ WHUP LQGLFDWRUV��
FOHDUFXWV��FKHPLFDOV��*02V��
PLQLPXP FXWWLQJ DJH�

PXVW

)RUHVW�/DZV ± ZKDW PXVW ��FDQ WKH\ UXOH"



$FFHVV�ULJKWV �ZDONLQJ��
PRXQWDLQELNLQJ�«�

,PSRUW�RI�WLPEHU

/DUJH�SURWHFWHG DUHDV
JXDUDQWHHG

6HDVRQV RI�VSHFLDO
3URWHFWLRQ UHJLPHV IRU
WKUHDWHQHG VSHFLHV

FDQ

,QFOXGH ELRGLYHUVLW\ JRDO

6DQFWLRQV���LQFHQWLYHV��
FRPSHQVDWLRQ VFKHPHV��IDLU�
FRPSHQVDWLRQ HQVXUHG

(,$��(QYLU��,PSDFW�DVVHVVPHQW�

3DUWLFLSDWLRQ SDWWHUQV���
WUDQVSDUHQF\ �LQWHUQHW���ULJKW�RI�
DFFHVV WR�LQIRUPDWLRQ��PLQLPXP
VWDQGDUG RI�LQIRUPDWLRQ��VRFLR�
HFRQRPLF SURWHFWLRQ RI�IRUHVW
RZQHUV��QHJRWLDWLRQ SURFHGXUHV

PXVW

)RUHVW�/DZV ± ZKDW PXVW ��FDQ WKH\ UXOH"



5HVWRUDWLRQ RI�ZDWHU UHJLPHV��DQG�
UHPRYLQJ GUDLQDJHV

FRQVLGHU VSHFLILFV RI�WKH FRXQWULHV

UDLVH SXEOLF DZDUHQHVV

IXUWKHULQJ QDWXUDO VSHFLHV

9ROXQWDU\ LQVWUXPHQWV

EDQ FKHPLFDOV DQG�GUDLQDJH IURP
IRUHVWV �H[FHSWLRQV E\ VSHFLDO
DJHQFLHV�

3URKLELWLRQ�RI�GLUHFW DQG�LQGLUHFW
GUDLQDJH DQG

EDQ FOHDUFXWV

HQFRXUDJH WR�JR RYHU WR�QDWXUDO
WUHH FRPSRVLWLRQ �DOVR�KXQWLQJ��
DQG�QDWXUDO UHJHQHUDWLRQ �QR�
LQYDVLYH VSHFLHV�

FOHDU SURKLELWLRQ RI�QHJDWLYH�
GHYHORSPHQWV �*02V�

/DZ

3ULQFLSOHV RI�QDWXUH�IULHQGO\ IRUHVWU\

Ideal solution: finding a combination for legislative rules in laws and 
policies, principles in the national law and a clear delegation for
competences of regional units + control



1. Which voluntary instruments are applied across Europe to 
ensure and enhance the biodiversity of the forest?

2. Which ecological goals should be reached with those 
instruments (subjects of protection)?

3. Which advantages (strengths/chances) and disadvantages 
(weaknesses/risks) does the appliance of voluntary instruments 
have?

4. How are these instruments linked with forest legislation?

5. How can politics across Europe be improved concerning 
these instruments? (What should be considered/done in 
future?)

Questions to be addressed: 



&RXQWU\� ,QVWUXPHQWV� (FRORJLFDO�JRDOV�
*HUPDQ\� ��3XEOLF�)XQGLQJ��VXEVLGLHV��*$.���

FRQWUDFWV�DJUHHPHQWV��
��&HUWLILFDWLRQ�
��,QIRUPDWLRQ���.QRZOHGJH�%XLOGLQJ�
��YROXQWDU\�ZRUN�1*2V�

��GLIIHUHQW�JRDOV��GHDG�ZRRG��WUHH�VSHFLHV�FRPSRVLWLRQ��
�

3RODQG� ��&HUWLILFDWLRQ�
��ÄSURPRWLRQ�RI�IRUHVWV³�

�
��WLPEHU�SURGXFWLRQ��ELRGLYHUVLW\��WRXULVP�

$]HUEDLMDQ� ��DOW��HQHUJ\�VRXUFHV�
��SXEOLF�DUZDUHQHVV�

)RUHVWV�DUH�VWDWH�RZQHG�
/DZ�HQIRUFHPHQW��HURVLRQ��HWF��

&]HFK�5HS�� ��VXEVLGLHV��
�
��YROXQWDU\�ZRUN�1*2V�
�
�FHUWLILFDWLRQ��)6&��

��HQKDQFLQJ�ELRGLYHUVLW\��WUHH�FRPSRVLWLRQ��
HQGDQJHUHG�VSHFLHV��
��LQIRUPDWLRQ��WUHH�FRPSRVLWLRQ��
��SUDFWLFDO�ZRUN��SODQWLQJ�HWF���
���LQ�SURJUHVV��

$UPHQLD� ��VXEVLGLHV��IRU�VXEVWLWXWLRQ�RI�ILUH�
ZRRG��
��LQIRUPDWLRQ�

,OOHJDO�FXWWLQJ�IRU�ILUH�ZRRG�GHFUHDVLQJ��EXW�QRZ�
WLPEHU�H[SRUW�

%XOJDULD� ��YROXQWDU\�ZRUN�1*2V� ,PSOHPHQWDWLRQ�QHHGHG��SURWHFWHG�DUHDV�

+XQJDU\� - &HUWLILFDWLRQ��)6&��3()&��
- 3UR�6LOYD�
- 6XEVLGLHV��

�
�
�
$IIRUHVWDWLRQ��WUHH�FRPSRVLWLRQ�

%HODUXVVLD� - FHUWLILFDWLRQ��)6&��
- UDLVLQJ�DZDUHQHVV�

1DWLRQDO�VWDQGDUGV��OLNH�)6&��

 

Which voluntary instruments are applied across Europe to ensure and 
enhance the biodiversity of the forest and which ecological goals should 
be reached with those instruments (subjects of protection)?



Which advantages (strengths/chances) and disantvantages
weaknesses/risks) does the appliance of voluntary instruments 

(PUBLIC FUNDING) have?

Advantages

• Acceptance (breaking 
through the wall)

• Flexibility (cp. to law)

• Balancing out financial 
conflicts (market failures)  

Disadvantages

• discontinuity

• danger of misuse

• “oversimplified” 
mechanism

• costs (public budget)

• psychological effects



Advantages

• identification of forest 
owners with objectives

• democratic

• sustainable

• identifying synergies

Disadvantages

• not balancing out 
economic costs

• slow and indirect impact

• weak instrument

Which advantages (strengths/chances) and disantvantages
weaknesses/risks) does the appliance of voluntary instruments 

(INFORMATION) have?



'HDGZRRG ��2OG��YHWHUDQ��WUHHV

Ideal solution:

How are volunteer instruments linked with forest legislation?

 

Law

• minimum standard should 
be regulated by law 
(problems: local site 
conditions, small-scale 
ownership, references are 
needed)

• different types of law

• law should not obliged 
biodiversity improvement!

Voluntary instruments

• public financing

• informational instruments 
(identifying synergies, 
education of new 
generation of foresters)



How can politics across Europe be improved concerning these 
instruments? (What should be considered/done in future?)

• very clear biodiversity objectives needed (goal finding 
process, transparency, implementation of international 
agreements) 

• intersectoral communication processes (new alliances, 
overcoming conflicts between forest and environmental 
sector) --> National Forest Programmes                                              
--> integration of forest sector in developing policies/sectors

• transfer scientific results in practice, “best practices”
• EU rural development programmes and policy guidance 

(financial resources to enhance public financing)
• challenge: private companies responsible for management of 

state-owned forests (profit objectives?): clear agreement is 
needed, e.g. annual contract for biodiversity goals


