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Thank you for the opportunity to join this plenary opening session of Forest Day 2 at CoP14.  

This issue we are discussing here today is hugely important for two reasons: 1) because we 

now know that very stringent action indeed is needed to reduce emissions of GHG;  and 2) 

that implementation of this action is  very urgent, much more urgent than we had 

previously thought.  Only if forestry is brought into the equation can we hope to implement 

strong and timely action. 

The report in 2007 of Working Group II of the IPCC, which I co-chaired with Dr Canziani, 

showed unequivocally what will happen if we do not succeed in curbing climate change: 

millions of people, especially the poor, young and elderly, will be at risk from increased 

water shortage, hunger and coastal flooding.  The numbers potentially affected are 

awesome: 2 to 3 billion people additionally shortage of water, tens of millions in Asia’s 

mega-deltas exposed to flooding from sea-level rise, and in Africa’s arid and semi-arid areas 

millions more at risk of increasing drought and reduced crop yields. 

Even if one was not moved to action on humanitarian grounds, as specialists in forest 

management, you will know of the large scale of projected impacts on biodiversity: 20-30 % 

of terrestrial species at increasing risk of extinction with 1.5 to 2.5 deg C increases in global 

temperature; and 40-70% for over 3.5 deg C increases.  In Amazonia, the expectation is that 

45% of species could be lost for a 4 deg C temperature increase; and in the Brasilian savanna 

region (the cerrado) a quarter of tree species would be committed to extinction with a 2 deg 

C warming.  These are massive transformations, not a  thin sprinkling of impacts. 

We have long known that there are two complementary actions that need to be taken: to 

reduce GHG emissions (mitigation) and to reduce vulnerability to impacts (adaptation).  We 

set ourselves targets at Kyoto 10 years ago, but we have only talked about action and not 

actually taken any substantive action.  Emissions not only are increasing but they are 

increasing to increase: i.e. they are accelerating.  The window of opportunity for effective 

action to remedy the situation is now very small indeed:  To keep below a 2 deg C increase 

in average global temperatures above pre-industrial levels we need to cut  1990-level 

emissions by 80 per cent (which would give at least a 4-to-1  chance of not exceeding 2 deg 

C.  A 50 per cent cut would be insufficient,  giving  us only a 1 in 2 chance of avoiding 2 deg C 

warming , which is surely not an acceptable risk. 



Additionally, this is urgent.  We need to act now, ensuring a global emissions peak in 2015 

and reducing emissions progressively thereafter (at about 6 per cent annually to achieve 

80% by 2050, and then continuing this reduction through to 2100).   

Delay could be disastrous: For every 10 years that the global peak in emissions is delayed we 

estimate that temperature in 2100 will be 0.5 deg C higher(thus,  while an 80% cut starting 

now with peak emissions in 2015 should leave us below 2 deg C, delaying action  by 10 years  

and with emissions peaking in 2025 would lead to 2.5 deg C  warming by 2100, and delaying 

20 years to peak in 2035 would lead to about 3 deg C  increase by 2100).  That is why 

agreement at Copenhagen in 2009 is so urgent: it gives us just   5 years of action to slow 

emissions down rapidly and to  enable  global GHG emissions to peak within 5 years (2015).   

Without incorporating forests in a mitigative strategy, we cannot possibly meet such a 

stringent and urgent target.  It is crucial to reduce the 17 % of global GHG emissions due to 

forestry; or we are making the task impossibly hard for ourselves. 

Moreover, reducing GHG emissions by reducing deforestation is probably the largest ‘win-

win’ mitigation action we can take:  it is something we wish to do now, anyway, regardless 

of the threat of climate change. Brasil, for example, could meet a target of reducing its 

emissions by 60% solely by ensuring the end of net deforestation in that country. 

And, in closing, let me return to the question of impacts of climate change on forests:  you 

will recall the IPCC’s conclusion that the poorest people of the world (among these the 

indigenous forest peoples) will be the most at risk; that large areas of NE Amazonia could be 

exposed to drying and consequent forest reduction, with consequent risks that it becomes a 

net carbon source rather than the carbon sink it is now.  The impacts on biodiversity and 

forest peoples are potentially enormous.  We must include in our global adaptation plan, a 

strategy to protect these most vulnerable peoples and habitats 

It is quite clear, then,  that sustainable forestry at a global level must become part of a 

global climate plan, both to enable us to achieve our mitigation targets and to avoid serious 

impacts on forest regions.  How to make this happen is the task of Forest Day 2.   I end by 

repeating my initial comments:  you cannot over-estimate the importance of this task. While 

we used to think of climate change as possibly affecting our grandchildren, we now know 

that it is happening now, and that impacts from it are now being felt by people. 

 We have left ourselves a lot to do in a short time, to cut 1990-level emissions by 80% by 

2050, starting immediately. We cannot possibly achieve our mitigation target without 

transforming  global forest trends. We cannot achieve a sustainable world climate without a 

sustainable world forest. I wish you all success in your task, and thank you for the 

opportunity of adding these few words of support.   


