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VREDNOVANJE SUMA U KLIMATSKOJ POLITICI

| KASKADNA UPORABA SUMA

Ovo su bile teme Konferencije za tisak u hotelu Vestin kra-
jem rujna, koje su nazo¢nima predstavili: zastupnica u Eu-
ropskom Parlamentu gospoda Marijana Petir i direktor Hr-
vatskog drvnog klastera Marijan Kavran.

U Strasbourgu je u rujnu na izvanrednoj sjednici Odbora
za okolis, javno zdravlje i sigurnost hrane, pretstavljen pa-
ket novog zakonodavstva u podrucju europske politike
ublazavanja klimatskih promjena koji je usvojen u srpnju.
Taj je paket na odnosnoj sjednici podrzala i nasa zastupnica,
pozdravljajuci nastavak odgovornog provodenja energetske
i klimatske politike EU, s primjedbom da prijedlozima pro-
pisa nedostaje opipljivo vrednovanje potencijala dugogo-
di$njih $uma kao ponora ugljika. S tom primjedbom se u
potpunosti slazemo, s napomenom da je to samo jedna, ali
svakako vrlo znacajna, od 15-ak navedenih opcekorisnih
uloga $ume u Zakonu o $umama, na koje neprestano uka-
zujemo suprotstavljajudi je misljenjima o Sumi kao isklju-
¢ivo sirovinskom resursu.

Glede ponora ugljika, podsje¢amo da je grupa od nekoliko
$umarski stru¢njaka imenovanih od tada$njeg Ministarstva
zastite okoliSa i prostornog uredenjala, 2000. god. putem
Akademije Sumarskih znanosti za Sumarski sektor (jedan
od 6) napravila analizu i izradila Izvje$ce o ulozi Sume i $u-
marstva o vezivanju ugljika, kao Prilog nacionalnom izvje-
$¢u o klimatskim promjenama za Okvirnu konfenciju UN
za promjenu klime (UNFCCC). Navodimo neka znacajna
saznanja, podatke i izracune iz toga Izvjesca:

Sume zanéajno djeluju na klimu ovisno o dobi sumskih sa-
stojina, te imaju pozitivan utjecaj na smanjenje negativnog
ucinka ,,staklenickih plinova®. Od 720 milijardi tona CO,,
120 milijardi tona veZe se u procesu fotosinteze, 60 milijardi
tona vezZe se trajno, a najve¢i je dio uskladi$ten u Sumama,
koje prema Burschelu naju¢inkovitije upijanjem CO, utje¢u
na njegovo smanjenje. Ugljik je u Sumi vezan u drvecu, pri-
zemnoj vegetaciji, tlu i mrtvom drvu (drvnim proizvo-
dima). Kao mjere ublazavanja navedene su: smanjenje stope
devastacije, povecanja povrsina pod Sumom (npr. na oko
331 000 ha produktivnog neobraslog tla mogu se osnivati
energetske Sume), povecanje zaliha ugljika u postoje¢im
$umama kroz znacajnije njege proredom, koje ¢e rezultirati
ve¢om drvnom masom, kvalitetom i bioloskom raznoliko-
$¢u. Unapredenjem gospodarenja i podizanjem kvalitete
privatnih $uma postiglo bi se takoder povecenje zaliha
ugljika. U odnosnoj analizi nastavno je i naznacena uloga
zamjene fosilnih goriva sa Sumskom biomasom, §to je ta-
koder prilog ublazavanju klimatskih promjena, no to je ve¢
drugo pitanje. Izra¢unom, koriste¢i kao podlogu Sumsko-
gospodarsku osnovu podrucja za razdoblje 1996.-2005.
god., a po metodi Burschela, Kuerstena i Larsona, izrac¢u-

nata je koli¢ina vezanog ugljika u drvecu (krupno drvo,
granjevina i korijen) po vrstama drveca za kopneni dio Hr-
vatske i Sredozemlje, a isto tako u prizemnom rascu, Sum-
skom tlu i mrtvom drvu. Sveukupno to iznosi 418,191.492
tona (374, 281. 359 tona crnogorica i 43, 910. 103 tone bje-
logorica).

Ovo Izvjesce i izracune naveli smo skrac¢eno, samo da se zna
da oni postoje, jer nismo sigurni da li to znaju u odnosnim
ministarstvima i da li ih koriste, a nije nam znano daliiza-
stupnica Petir raspolaze s tim podacima. Potom zanima nas,
da li su, ako su bili potrebni napravljeni izra¢uni za razdo-
blje 2006.-2015. god., u $to sumnjamo, jer zastupnica Petir
hvale¢i hrvatske Sumarske stru¢njake kako oni znaju svoj
posao, navodi kako su nase drzavne institucije opet podba-
cile, tako da strateski dokument poput Sumsko-gospodarske
osnove gospodarenja Republike Hrvatske za razdoblje
2016.-2025. god. koja je temelj novog obrac¢una, kasni.
Prema na pocetku spomenutom paketu glede udjela kori-
Stenja zemljista i Sumarstva, Komisija ¢e primjenom od
2021. god. koristiti ,nacelo nezaduzivanja“ — ne smije se
emitirati viSe emisija od onoga $to priroda moze apsorbi-
rati. Upozoravamo na, kako kaze zastupnica Petir, predno-
sti koje Republika Hrvatska ima glede svojih ocuvanih Suma
u odnosu na ostale zemlje, a mi dodajemo i na temelju po-
kazanih izra¢una o poniranja ugljika, koje bi mogla izgubiti
opetovano neodgovornim ponasanjem.

Glede informacija o novoj studiji Europske komisije: ,,Ka-
skadna uporaba drva“ i medusobnog utjecaja Sumarstva,
prerade drva i sektora proizvodnje energije iz drva, pose-
bice povecanja novo-dodane vrijednisti u finalnoj proizvod-
nji za nas nije novost, jer smo vise puta o tome pisali u ovoj
rubrici. Primjerice u br. 3-4/2011. ,,Nesto o klasi¢no-gos-
podarskoj vrijednosti Suma“; u br. 5-6/2011. ,,Strategija
(Strategije) razvoja“; u br. 5-6/2012. ,,0dnos Sumarstva i
prerade drva® a ponesto i u br. 1-2/2016. ,,Problemi konzi-
stentne Sumarske i drvopreradivacke politike u Hrvatskoj*.
Isto tako bilo je rijeci i o Sumskoj biomasi i koristenju stvar-
nog drvnog otpada za energiju, a ne standardnih sortime-
nata (ogrjevnog drva). Ponajprije problem lezi u tome, da
se Sumski sortimenti vrednuju po netrzi$nim cijenama, pa
je tako moguce drvnu sjecku i pelete, pa i parket proizvoditi
iz za to trzi$no preskupe drvne sirovine. Naravno, Hrvatske
$ume d.o.o. (kéerka ,,Biomasa®) trebale su se ponajprije ba-
viti na¢inima pridobivanja drvnog otpada iz $ume, a ne pro-
dajom biomase iz dosadasnje redovite proizvodnje sortime-
nata (ogrjevnog drva). Tada bi imali vjerojatno i manji
problem s potkornjacima o kojima danas bruje ponajvise
nestrucnjaci, ali to je takoder posebna tema.
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EDITORIAL

EVALUATION OF FORESTS IN THE LIMATE POLICY
AND THE CASCADE USE OF FORESTS

These were the main topics of the press conference held at the
Westin Hotel at the end of September. The speakers who intro-
duced the topics to those present were Ms Marijana Petir, the
Croatian representative in the European Parliament, and Ma-
rijan Kavran, Director of the Croatian Wood Cluster.

A new legislative package in the field of the European policy of
climate change mitigation, which was adopted in July, was pre-
sented at an extraordinary session of the Committee on the
Environment, Public Health and Food Safety in Strasbourg in
September. The package was also supported by the Croatian
MEP, who commended the continued responsible application
ofthe EU energy and climate policy. However, she objected that
the proposals of the regulations lacked a more palpable evalu-
ation of the long-term forest potential as a carbon sink. We fu-
lly agree with this objection, stressing that this is just one, but
highly important, of the fifteen-or-so non-market forest roles
listed in the Forest Act. We constantly refer to these roles whe-
never we argue against those who perceive the forest as a raw
material resource only.

As for carbon sinks, we would like to remind the readers that
in the year 2000, a group of forestry experts appointed by the
then Ministry of Environment Protection and Spatial Planning,
made an analysis within the Academy of Forestry Sciences for
the Forestry Sector (one of six sectors) and issued a Report on
the Role of Forests and Forestry in Carbon Sequestration. The
report was a contribution to the national report on climate
change for the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC). Here are some important insights, data and cal-
culations from the Report:

Forests have a significant effect on climate, depending on the
age of forest stands, and positively mitigate the negative effect
of ,glasshouse gases®. Of 720 milliard tons of CO, 120 milliard
tons are sequestered in the process of photosynthesis, 60 milli-
ard tons are sequestered permanently, while the largest part is
stored in forests. According to Burschel, by capturing CO, fo-
rests have an immense importance in carbon dioxide reduction.
In forests, carbon is sequestered in trees, ground vegetation,
soil and dead wood (wood products). The following mitigating
measures were listed: reducing the degree of devastation, in-
creasing areas under forests (e.g. about 331,000 ha of produc-
tive bare soil may be used to establish energy forests), and in-
creasing carbon stocks in the existing forests through tending
by thinning, which will result in greater wood mass, higher qu-
ality and biological diversity. Other measures of increasing car-
bon stocks would be to apply progressive management and ra-
ise the quality of private forests. The analysis also discusses the
possibility of replacing fossil fuels with forest biomass as yet
another contribution to climate change mitigation. However,
this is another issue. The Forest Management Plan of the area
for the period 1996 — 2005 and a method by Burschel, Kuersten
and Larson were used to calculate the quantity of sequestered

carbon in trees (large wood, branches and roots) by tree species
for the continental part of Croatia and the Mediterranean. The
same was done for ground vegetation, forest soil and dead
wood. Overall, the amount is 418,191,492 tons (374, 281, 359
tons of coniferous and 43, 910, 103 tons of deciduous trees).

This Report and the calculations are presented here in brief
form, just to show that they exist, because we are not sure that
those in the ministries are aware of their existence or that they
use them. We do not know whether Ms Petir, the Croatian MEP,
is aware of these data either. We would also like to know whet-
her calculations were made for the period 2006 -2015, but we
doubt it very much, considering that MEP Petir, when praising
the Croatian forestry experts and their know-how, claimed that
our state institutions have failed yet again, so that the strategic
document such as the Forest Management Plan of the Republic
of Croatia for the period 2016 - 2025, which is the basis for the
new calculation, is late. According to the aforementioned pac-
kage, in terms of the share of land use and forestry, the Com-
mittee will apply the ,,principle of non-indebtedness“as of 2021
- no quantities of emissions are allowed beyond those that na-
ture can absorb. As Ms Petir says, the Croatian representatives
constantly stress the advantages of the Republic of Croatia in
terms of preserved forests compared to those in other countries.
To this we would add the advantages related to carbon seque-
stration, which could be lost by the repeatedly irresponsible
behaviour.

The new study of the European Commission, entitled ,,The Cas-
cade Use of Wood", and the mutual interaction of forestry, wood
processing and the sector of wood for energy production, and
particularly an increase in the newly-added value in the final
production are topics that we are already familiar with. We
mentioned these issues in our column on several occasions, for
example in No 3-4/2011 ,,Something about the Classical-Co-
mmercial Value of Forests®, No 5-6/2011 ,,The Strategy (Strate-
gies) of Development; No 5-6/2012 ,,The Relationship between
Forestry and Wood Processing®, and No 1-2/2016: ,,The Pro-
blem of Formulating a Consistent Forestry and Wood Proce-
ssing Policy in Croatia“. We also dealt with the problem of forest
biomass and the use of real wood waste for energy production
instead of standard assortments (fuel wood). The main problem
is that forest assortments are evaluated by non-market prices;
as a result, wood chips and pellets, and even parquet, are pro-
duced from highly expensive raw wood material. The company
Croatian Forests Ltd (daughter company ,,Biomass®) should
primarily concentrate on the ways of obtaining wood waste
from forests rather than selling biomass obtained from regular
production of assortments (fuel wood). In this case, we might
not have so many problems with bark beetles today, a favourite
topic of discussion among non-experts mostly; however, this
is another story and another topic.
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