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Forest conflicts?

“disputes and disagreements constitute being a conflict when one group is impairing 
the activities of another” (Glasl, 1999)

“disagreements and disputes regarding access and management of natural resources” 
(FAO, 2000)

Summative content analysis, indexing → Database (84 cases)
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Analysis of forest 
conflicts in the EU
Location

Germany and Poland (9), Finland 
(8), Czech Rep. (6), Denmark (6)

Intensity

Restrained (46), open (32), violent 
(6)

Conflict type

Urban (43), conservation (15), 
stakeholder (11) conflicts
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Conflicts over protected areas

N=29

Conflicts over development in forest areas

N=19

Conflicts over forest recreation

N=16 4

Nousiainen. D., & Mola-Yudego, B. (2022). 

Characteristics and emerging patterns of forest 

conflicts in Europe - What can they tell us? 

Forest Policy and Economics, 136, 102671–. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2021.102671

Forest conflict profiles

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2021.102671
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Burning questions: How forests fuel the 
EU Renewable Energy Directive.(WT)

Objective

To analyse EU RED to identify the role of forests and its 
development in the strategic policy document.

Document analysis – content analysis + thematic analysis

Process of the DA

6

Acquiring the documents

Getting familiar with the 
context and content of the 
documents

Content analysis

Systematic analysis of the text 

Content analysis

Thematic analysis

Interpretation of the findings



RED I (2009) RED II (2018) RED III (2023)

Unused potential → innovation.
Forest biomass is respectable 
comodity.
Forest biodiversity under the 
threat.
Subject to potential land-use 
change.
Rules and standards to protect 
forests.

Negative impact of bioenergy 
production.
Vulnerability of forests → SFM.
Regulation and standards.
Prioritising the use of waste and 
residues.

Geographical specifications 
considered.
International frameworks followed.
Subjected to illegal activities and 
fraud.
Nature protection regulations and 
sustainability criteria.
Cascading principle of biomass use.
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Preliminary results
(ongoing research)



Burn them all? –
EU Forest bioenergy debate.(WT)
Objectives

Determine potential bridges among actors involved in the forest 
bioenergy dispute. 

Analyse the current dispute around the forest bioenergy in EU.

Explore perceptions of the actors about each other and the effect of the 
debate on actors’ activities.

Recommend approaches that will support the facilitation of the bioenergy-
related discussions.
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Material: media articles, interviews

Methods: Discourse analysis (Fairclough), thematic analysis 
(Braun & Clarke)
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Interviews:

Contacted 21 → interviewed 8

Actors: academia, ENGOs, industry lobbyists, consultants

Semi-structured interviews with open-ended questions.

Perceptions of actors 
about the current situation 
regarding the forest 
biomass use in the EU 

• Current forest bioenergy 
discussion

• Comparison with past

Perceptions of the actors 
about future situation 
regarding the forest 
biomass use in the EU

• Future threats, risks

• Positive changes

Relations and 
communication

• Communication among 
actors

• Recommendations for 
communication

Research diary, observations →



What do we know 
so far?

Based on the research diary notes.

Common understanding across interviewed actors 
in certain areas that can be considered as bridges:

✓ Lack of research-based information, especially in 
decision-making.

✓ Forest bioenergy should not be banned, but clear 
sustainability standards should be adopted.

✓Concerns about the future of forests (also as 
resources of bioenergy).

”Useful information for communication strategy.”
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Ongoing research



Kiitos!
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