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Before you begin-

>,

The next page is a summary of what can be read in the
Case Study section of this document. We have included
both in case something requires clarficiation or just for
extra information on the topic.

Don’t hesitate to send us an email if you have any
questions!

Anna & Eva
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Summary

«  We should be more critical of some of the world’s, if
not EU’s largest forestry, hygiene, paper, furniture and
wood companies, such as SCA, Holmen, Stora Enso,
Sveaskog, IKEA and Essity, which all originate from or
are based in Sweden.?
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Introduction

Sweden has a reputation of being in the forefront of
sustainable development and eco-forward thinking, but
in reality, in proportion to the land area cover, Sweden is
felling old-growth forests at a faster rate than deforestation
in the Amazon (Ahlstrom & Canadell, 2024). Between 2003
and 2019, 20% of all the clear-cut forest in Sweden was
old-growth, which in 2022 meant that by 2070 the last of
Sweden'’s unprotected old-growth boreal forests would be
logged, to be replaced by spruce and pine monoculture
plantations (Global Forest Watch, 2025; Ahlstrom et al.,
2022; Fern, 2020). Now the Swedish Forestry Agency
reports that this could happen within 26 years instead, 18
years earlier than the 2022 prediction (Andersson et al.
2026). Yes, Sweden plants more trees than it cuts down, but
what good does this do when the resulting forests are less
resilient to climate change, disease, pests, and extreme
weather events (Andersson et al., 2025; Liu et al., 2018).
And research shows that larger, older trees are able to fix
greater amounts of carbon compared to younger, smaller
trees (Ahlstrom & Canadell, 2024; Stephenson et al.,
2014), The Swedish Forestry Model fragments what's left
of old-growth forests, destroying the corridors between
protected habitats, which are necessary for some species
to reproduce and upon which many species of insect,
fungi, lichens and moss depend (Ahlstrém et al., 2022;
Andersson et al., 2025). Furthermore, despite the belief
that the forestry sector is one of the biggest contributors
to the Swedish economy, only 1.4% of Sweden’'s GDP
comes from agriculture, forestry and fishing (World Bank
Group, 2024).

Biodiversity

Over half of Sweden’s threatened species rely on
conditions, such as dead wood of the right quality,
old, slow growing trees, and dense, dark forests, which
can only be found in old-growth forest (Forss, 2015;
Naturarvet, 2020). And when these endangered or
vulnerable species are found in old growth forests, the
area is often still clear-cut or thinned (Kirppu et al., 2020).
These species are exactly those harmed most by clear-
cutting and forest management practices, in fact around
400 red-listed species in Sweden are threatened because
of clear-cutting (Andersson et al., 2026). And even then,
the more mobile species such as birds and mammals like
reindeer which feed off of lichen are affected when they
can'tfind their usual food sources (Forss, 2015; Magnusson
& Cederstam, 2021). We should also consider concept of
‘extinction debt’ here - species don't die out immediately
after their habitat is destroyed, “extinction occurs with a
certain delay” (Sahlin 2011). Qutside of protected land,
8-10% of Sweden'’s forests are classified as old-growth,
and are at constant risk of clear-cutting, a practice which
is used more than 90% of the time when harvesting land
in Sweden (Kruys et al., 2013), some sources going up
to 97% (Westberg & Widstrand, 2022; Berqvist, 2024).
And when clear-cutting around bodies of water, a third
of shorelines lack buffer zones which protect birds and
mosses that reside in the area between land and water

(Béck, 2023). Despite a report from the Swedish University
of Agricultural Sciences which states that buffer zones
need to be at least 30 meters in order to protect these
species, Sweden has no legal requirements on how much
forest should be left when logging along water (Back,
2023).

Impacts on Indigenous Culture

Swedish forestry has also become a social-justice issue -
almost 80% of surveyed Sami communities believe that
their objections to logging by forestry companies are not
respected, or only occasionally (Tillman, 2025). This is in
spite of their right to Free, Prior and Informed Consent
which aims to protect traditional ways of living but also
the ecosystems that they rely on (Andersson et al., 2025).
Over 60 years, more than 70% of the lichen rich forests
crucial to reindeer husbandry have been lost, ground
lichen being the primary source of food for reindeer in
the winter, together with beard lichens hanging from
trees (Andersson et al., 2025; Sandstrom et al., 2016).
Furthermore, the FSC certification requires reindeer
herding communities to provide consent to companies to
perform forestry in these areas, but it has become common
practice for these companies to sell the land to non-
certified owners when agreements aren’t reached (Arold,
2021). Companies who don't even notify the communities
about planned logging activities (Arold, 2021). As said by
Arold (2021), “It is striking how Scandinavian countries
simultaneously brag about their rich Indigenous culture
and then go on to actively destroy it.”

Wood Products and Carbon Emissions

The Swedish Forest Industry also claims that by managing
forests and manufacturing wood-based products they
contribute to the “green carbon cycle” (Holmgren, 2019),
failing to mention that the emissions of the industry are
almost twice as large than the other sectors of the Swedish
economy combined (Skydda Skogen, 2016). Furthermore,
80% of forest products are single-use or short-lived
products, whose incineration releases greenhouse gases
right back to the atmosphere (Sellstedt, 2025), while clear-
cutting and soil scarification releases carbon dioxide
sequestered in the earth, also not included in the total
emissions of the forestry industry (Westberg & Widstrand,
2022). And let's consider the carbon sequestered in
old-growth forests, who store 83% more CO, than the
monoculture plantations replacing them (Garthwaite,
2026). Even when including the carbon stored in wood
products (bioenergy, paper, building materials...), old-
growth forests still store 72% more carbon (Garthwaite,
2026). You would think that the high-quality wood
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harvested from old-growth forests would be used for
long-lasting products, but this wood is also being used
for paper products or as biomass in Swedish power plants
(Biofuelwatch & Environmental Paper Network, 2025;
Kiropu, 2021). These old-growth forests are far from a
renewable resource; younger plantations may sequester
carbon dioxide, but it takes centuries, if not millennium
to develop the ecosystems within old-growth forests
(Sellstedt, 2025).

Lobbying and Corruption

It only gets worse when you realize that the Swedish
government and its government-owned forest companies
(Sveaskog) are among the biggest saboteurs with
regards to national environmental goals and international
environmental commitments (Kirppu et al., 2020). For
example when the government instructed the Swedish
Environmental Protection Agency to move its reference
for Annex 1 habitats, habitats which should be conserved
according to EU-wide Habitats Directive, to 1995,
such that it would not have to restore any more forests
regardless of the scientifically-proven needs to preserve
biodiversity (Roberntz & Suominen, 2025). Or when the
government lobbied against the EU Forest Monitoring
Law under the pretense of it being too complex and
expensive (Safve, 2025). This was proved wrong when
Skydda Skogen created the Forest Monitor map service
on a shoestring budget (Safve, 2025). Sveaskog also has
voluntarily set aside forest areas, which can be switched
out at will, meaning that old-growth forests with high
conservation values can be taken into production and
young forest set aside instead (Greenpeace & Skydda
Skogen, 2019). Why set aside these areas in the first place
if not for the purpose of greenwashing? Not to mention
that Sveaskog has been de-registering woodland key
habitats that are not good enough, but why would a for-
profit company register forests that didnt meet the criteria
for woodland key habitats in the first place? (Greenpeace
& Skydda Skogen, 2019) The Swedish conservation group
Skydda Skogen also investigated some of these re-
classified habitats, finding that they do indeed meet the
requirements and shouldn’t have been de-registered in
the first place (Greenpeace & Skydda Skogen, 2019). And
the Swedish Forestry Agency responsible for monitoring
and controlling legal compliance have declared that they
don't have the necessary budget to do so, unsurprisingly
following large budget cuts from the government,
meaning that they rarely visit forests notified for felling
with possible high conservation values (Roberntz &
Suominen, 2025; Kirppu et al., 2020)

Certification Systems

Then we can also question the reliability of the FSC
certification system. Companies with these certifications
have repeatedly harvested forest near water without
bothering to leave sufficient edge zones (Back, 2023),
loop-holed the right to Free, Prior and Informed consent
of Sami people by selling land to uncertified companies
(Arold, 2021), and logged high-conservation value forests
(Protect the Forest & Greenpeace, 2026). SCA, a company
which has been FSC certified for more than 20 years,
has repeatedly and systematically clear cut forests with

conservation values and even logged forests without
consent from the indigenous communities (Protect the
Forest & Greenpeace, 2026). When Sveaskog received
a warning from their FSC certifier, they just switched to
another company, which removed the ‘red card’ and
let business continue as usual (Westberg & Widstrand,
2022; Jiborn, 2022). Thus, certifications like FSC do not
guarantee that forestry products come from responsibly
sourced wood (Andersson et al., 2025; Westberg &
Widstrand, 2022)

Summary

In conclusion, Swedish forestry does not live up to
what it claims to be. The Swedish approach of placing
responsibility on land-owners and companies, and FSC
certifications do not guarantee sustainable forestry. It
ignores the needs of S&mi communities and their needs to
be able to herd and keep reindeer (Andersson et al., 2025),
and is actively destroying valuable ecosystems and the
last of Europe’s old-growth forests despite EU regulations.
And the Swedish government is actively hostile against
nature conservation at the EU level (Andersson et al.,
2025). We should be more critical of some of the world’s,
if not EU's largest forestry, hygiene, paper, furniture and
wood companies - such as SCA, Holmen, Stora Enso,
Sveaskog, IKEA and Essity, which all originate from or are
based in Sweden (Andersson et al., 2025).
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