Monoculture Tree Plantations

Fuelling the
Climate Fire
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In January 2017, a prolonged period of drought triggered extensive fires ~ Monoculture tree plantations constitute a very labour-extensive form of { biomass for the soy sector

in the widespread monoculture pine plantations in Chile. No less than land use that provides few and usually temporary and badly paid jobs, The PROEZA project, which has been submitted to the Green
600,000 hectares of tree plantations, na';ive forests and even these are often given to outsiders rather than local workers. As Climate Fund (GCF) 'includes a component that aims to subsidise at
and other lands went up in flames, causing T a result, the expansion of tree plantations has been associated with least 32,500 hectares of monoculture tree plantations to produce

eleven fatalities and massive social and ek pl'ra tatlﬁf“ . poverty, rural unemployment, rural depopulation, and the additional bioenergy for the soy sector, which is one of the main

economic harm. The Chilean fires destroyed. by fire near—\/ decline of rural livelihoods, triggering green deserts that are causes of deforestation and greenhouse gas emissions in Paraguay.

provided yet more evidence that Concepcion, Ch|Ie Serglo/Fjlckr not only devoid of biodiversity, but also of people. The The project will be discussed at the July 2017 GCF Board meeting.
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planted on slopes. | j ¢ * This project was approved by the World Bank's Forest Investment
Plantations Plantations are a false ' Program (FIP) in February 2015 and consists of a USD 10 million
I . g [ . . . . .
: solution to climate concessional loan aimed at catalysmg private sector myolvement SO
contribute as to expand a large-scale commercial teak plantation in Ghana,
t I t cha nge that has only 10% indigenous trees species and 90% teak, from
O Climate i N | & 5,000 ha to 11,700 ha.
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plantations forms a major e g~ CO:‘ImunltleS ac pon Viokefice S pohueskclm pn;]/atebr 4 This project proposal, which was part of Brazil's FIP Investment
f greenhouse gas SR CLCETCE R AT T M, investments, through public | project proposat, P A
sou.rcc.e org h | d ; ' ' - private partnerships and % Plan, was endorsed in 2013 for a total of USD 15 million of non-
Smlfs;ons..l'l' eyba so.te? dFO M other forms of blended grant investment. The project aimed to subsidise a private Brazilian ‘
tﬁfaﬁI:Igg;tﬁE e?‘?éc!?(c:)fuspl)g%iesrsouucgh A finance. For private corporation to plant 18,000 ha of teak monocultures.
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the forest sector through planted

.. forests with major investors

This project was approved by the FIP in April 2017, for a total of
USD 1.85 million of grant funding. One of the main goals of the
project is to facilitate the afforestation of over 200,000 hectares,

PLANTATIONS ARE NOT FORESTS! | mainly with Eucalyptus. [5]

Monoculture tree plantations should not be defined as forests and have no place in climate change policies.
They are commercial enterprises, and should not be subsidised with climate finance.
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