
Speech to Forest Day 3, December 13th, 2009 
Page 1 of 4 

 

 

Forest Day 3 
Sunday, 13 December 2009 
Radisson Blu Falconer Hotel and Conference Center 
Copenhagen, Denmark 
Coinciding with UNFCCC COP 15 

 

The speech given by Rajendra Kumar Pachauri, Chair, Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) 

Thank you very much. It’s a great privilege to speak along with such distinguished other 
speakers at this session. And the reason I picked up my bag is to say that I’ve started by doing 
the right thing: my tie matches the colour of this bag. So at least what I’m doing in terms of 
colour is politically right. 

But I’d like to start with a generalisation, and that comes from the fact that I think over the years 
the forestry profession has yielded a lot of space in the policy arena to other disciplines. And to 
me that is a fundamental problem. I’ve seen in my own country in India, the forestry officials 
and the officialdom in the forestry sector was extremely important five or six decades ago. But 
over a period of time they have yielded that space to others, essentially generalists, and I think 
this is a crucially important issue. Because as I’m going to tell you a little later, the drivers of 
everything that happens in the forestry sector essentially come from other sectors of the 
economy. And I will submit that if we want to bring about a proper balance of forestry activities 
as they relate to others, we would have to ensure that we do some hard thinking and come up 
with means by which this institutional imperfection can be corrected.  

Let me first start by talking about the importance of forestry, and the impacts of deforestation 
on the climate of this planet. Deforestation accounts for 17% of the global greenhouse gas 
emissions, and of course is the single largest source of emissions, higher than the transport 
sector. In this context I’m happy that in this particular session that’s taking place in the Bella 
Centre, we are talking about reducing emissions from deforestation and degradation, now 
popularly known as REDD. And this must assume significance, because it is by far the most cost 
effective mitigation action that could be adopted. And in the Fourth Assessment Report, the 
AR4 of the IPCC, we had estimated that deforestation is occurring at a rate of 12.9 million 
hectares per year, leading to a decrease of about four thousand million tonnes of CO2 
absorptive capacity, and in terms of reduction of the global net carbon stocks in the forest 
biomass. 

I was in Brazil a year and a half ago and addressed the Brazilian senate, and I was told by Miss 
Marina Silva, who earlier used to be the Minister for the Environment, and was responsible for 
forests, and others who were then in the senate, that in the last one year alone I believe, that 
deforestation had gone up by about 13% across the country. And this is not isolated only to the 
case of Brazil, it’s happening in every other part of the world. But we must also remember that 
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as Professor Ostrom, whom I have the privilege of meeting for the first time, and it’s such an 
honour to sit next to her because all of us have admired all that she has been doing over the 
years, and I’m happy that the Nobel Prize authorities have decided to give her the Nobel Prize 
for Economics because this is really a major departure from what the economics profession has 
received recognition for in the past and thank God it’s happened.  

So what I’d like to say is that forests really provide you with a range of benefits that everybody 
knows about, but unfortunately this issue never gets highlighted adequately. If you look at the 
ecosystem services, such as water storage, increased rainfall, nutrient recycling, biodiversity and 
its preservation, soil stabilisation and of course even issues like flood control and boosting 
agricultural productivity, there’s such a wealth of benefits that are associated with healthy 
forestry practises and the maintenance of forest stocks. And yet somehow this doesn’t get 
highlighted, this doesn’t reach the policy arena when it comes to national development plans. 
And the forestry sector of course is not an isolated system; it’s impacted by policies in several 
sectors of the economy. An oft used phrase is that the drivers of deforestation lie outside the 
sector. 

And therefore I think nations must look more deeply into the problems of the forestry sector, 
and I think what Professor Ostrom has said is entirely correct. This is an area where top-down 
policies are not going to work. I think yesterday we had an event at the Kronborg Castle, where 
one of my colleagues said that we need a new water religion; the management of water 
resources has to develop like a new religion. And I believe this is precisely what we need in the 
forestry sector. Because you need grassroots efforts and you really need to see that you build 
from bottom upwards. And policies should really flow in the opposite direction, rather than top 
downwards. 

What I also want to highlight is the fact that when it comes to goods and services, forests are 
huge providers. You know that forest loss can lead to profoundly negative costs to society in 
terms of foregone goods and services, and I’d like to emphasise the fact that if we don’t 
recognise this reality we’re going to get social disruption on a large scale. In fact it’s happening 
in several parts of the world, because where communities and others lose these benefits, 
they’re left completely in the wilderness so to speak, and therefore there’s nothing but social 
tension and protest which takes on an ugly form very often. We know that according to the UN 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs, more than 1.6 billion people live worldwide 
depending on forest resources for their livelihoods. That’s a huge number, 25% of the world’s 
population. 

And I’d also like to say that the effects of deforestation could be very serious, because this will 
increase drought; it is increasing drought. It will increase water stress in forests and grasslands, 
and increase the frequency and intensity of wild fires. So all of this is really something that 
reinforces the problem of climate change. And we know that there are several parts of the 
world which are already living in a state of water stress. If you look at the case of Africa for 
instance, we have projected in the IPCC Fourth Assessment Report, that by 2020, as early as 
that, you’ll have something like 75 to 250 million people living in a state of water stress. Now 
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think of how this could be redressed through major afforestation activities. And here is 
something that I feel the forestry profession has to bring about rather rapidly, and that is 
essentially the effective use of scientific knowledge on a large scale.  One has seen a decline, not 
only in the research related to forestry, and there I must say CIFOR is doing a remarkable job of 
filling up the vacuum, but this is something that has to happen to every country in the world; 
where you carry out adequate research into forestry science, and ensure that its outputs are 
applied effectively to the practise of forestry as a profession and as an activity. 

I also want to emphasise the fact that as CO2 concentrations increase and climate changes, 
feedbacks from terrestrial stores of carbon in forests and grasslands, and in soils, wetlands, 
peatlands, et cetera, will take place. And therefore the predicted atmospheric CO2 
concentration at the end of this century will be much higher than a number of models have 
actually projected. In fact these couplings are going to be extremely important, and in the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the IPCC we are going to focus on them deeply. I might also mention that 
in the AR5, the Fifth Assessment Report, we’re going to look at what we call representative 
concentration pathways, the concentration of greenhouse gases in the Earth’s atmosphere 
getting into the negative range. You know there’s a big clamour, and in a small mischievous 
way I’ve also added to that, to say that the Earth must only deal with a temperature increase of 
1.5 degrees Celsius, and not 2 degrees Celsius. Now this is something as I’ve clarified on several 
occasions, I cannot say as Chairman of the IPCC, but we now have enough knowledge as we 
brought out in the Forth Assessment Report of the very serious impacts of climate change in 
the range of 1 to 2 degrees Celsius increase in temperature. And therefore naturally in view of 
that knowledge, and in view of the fact that several societies in the Maldives, in Bangladesh, 
and in other areas where there’s a serious problem of food security, are now clamouring for the 
limit at 1.5 degrees Celsius rather than 2 degrees Celsius. 

And if they’re going to bring that about then clearly we have to pull out carbon dioxide from 
the atmosphere. It’s not enough in my view to only reduce emissions, you’ll have to somehow 
turn the direction of carbon dioxide emissions, and at some point in time, based on feasibility, 
we should be able to reduce the carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. And what’s going to be the 
most viable option for doing that? Obviously forestry, and the increase in forest stocks across 
the world. And the economics of doing this are very, very attractive. For instance, the 
importance of identifying approaches to mitigate carbon dioxide emissions from deforestation 
and forest degradation need to be addressed. I’m afraid this kind of economic analysis has not 
been done adequately in different locations and under different conditions. And that, I think, is 
an extremely urgent task which must be taken in hand. It’s also necessary to look at how 
bringing forests under the umbrella of cap and trade greenhouse gas emission reduction 
policies would really work out, because I think we need to think in terms of the institutional 
arrangements: the verification, the monitoring, the measurement, because in the absence of 
that, we really won’t be able to get off to a quick start if there is a cap and trade regime that 
comes into existence. 

I want to go back to what I said about the fact that forestry decisions have yielded space to 
decisions in other sectors, rather than the other way around. And here is a quotation that I 
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would like to present before you from the IPCC Fourth Assessment Report, which says “forestry 
can make a very significant contribution to a low cost global mitigation portfolio that provides 
synergies with adaptation and sustainable development.” This is a perfect example of 
mitigation and adaptation going together. And we have determined very clearly that if we 
really want to meet this challenge of climate change, we would need a mix of both adaptation, 
as well as mitigation actions. So I’ll continue with the quote, it says “however, this opportunity is 
being lost in the current institutional context and lack of political will to implement, and has 
resulted in only a small portion of this potential being realised at present.”  

But political will is something that, as my friend Mr Al Gore says, is a renewable resource. And I 
think that political will has to be generated through grassroots actions. And therefore I think it is 
essential for us, on the part of those who are really concerned about activities in this sector, and 
are concerned about the problem of climate change in general, that we create the conditions 
by which this political will bubbles up to the top. And that I think is a major challenge.  

So I will stop here. I don’t want to leave you with a sense of disappointment, that enough is not 
happening; there are plenty of interesting examples. For instance, not only interesting in a 
professional sense, but interesting in a human sense, in Indonesia I’ve been told that starting in 
2009 on Java each newlywed couple is to plant ten trees. And I hope they do that before their 
honeymoon, because otherwise they might lose sight of it. And each divorced couple is to plant 
50 trees in order to combat deforestation in Java. So you know, if somebody divorces and then 
marries again, then I think there are huge benefits so maybe that is what we should propose to 
these people. Thank you very much. 

 

Disclaimer 

The views expressed in this speech are entirely those of the individual concerned, and their 
inclusion on this website constitutes no endorsement by CIFOR. These speeches have been 
transcribed verbatim. CIFOR takes no responsibility for any factual inaccuracies.  


