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NSF Position to accompany the Open Public Consultation for
the new European climate resilience framework

About NSF

The Nordic Family Forestry Alliance (NSF) is the network of the family forest owner
organizations of Sweden, Finland, Norway, Denmark and Iceland. Its members, the
Danish Forest Association, the Federation of Family Forest Owners and Farmers of
Sweden (LRF), the Central Union of Agricultural Producers and Forest Owners in Finland
(MTK), Norwegian Forest Owners' Federation had been cooperating since 1946 and have
been active in Brussels-based EU policy discussions since the EU accession of Sweden
and Finland. The Icelandic Forest Farmers Association joined NSF in 2025.

Introduction

Europe faces growing damage and costs from extreme weather events. From heatwaves
to floods, the impacts affect health, livelihoods, infrastructure, and the economy. The
future EU framework on climate resilience will follow up on the Commission’s
Communication on Managing Climate Risks in Europe, which highlights the need for a
stronger and more coordinated EU approach to climate preparedness and resilience.

Nordic forest owners use national climate risk assessments, research, and collaborate
with authorities for climate adaptation. Continued investment in education, research,
advice, and local outreach is needed to build climate resilience.

Position of the Nordic Family Forestry Alliance

1. Climate adaptation and resilience are crucial for forest owners. Since climate
adaptation strategies differ widely across Europe and actions happen locally, EU
Member States should take responsibility for climate resilience, rather than
enforcing new, binding EU-wide regulations.

2. Currently, Nordic forest owners are facing challenges in the implementation of
layers of existing EU climate and nature conservation legislations that limit their
competitiveness and profitability, which in turn reduces long-term climate
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resilience. To address this, an integrated framework for climate resilience should
emphasize simplifying these EU regulations and stress policy coherence.
Introducing more EU laws will notincrease Europe's resilience; instead,
simplification and developing more coherent policies will strengthen Europe,
enhance its competitiveness, and better prepare it for climate change.

3. The NSF supports an integrated approach in the form of a Strategy, rather than a
legally binding policy. Emphasis should be placed on bottom-up initiatives and
greater cooperation among Member States, the private sector, especially
insurance companies—as well as forest owners and other stakeholders.

4. There should be sufficientincentives and financial backing to climate resilience.
EU funding ought to prioritize early warning systems, resource pooling
mechanisms such as aerial firefighting, research and innovation focused on
amongst others, forest damage and wildfires, plant and forest reproductive
materials, and training and advisory services for forest owners, helping them
make long-term choices that foster climate resilience.

5. NSF calls for an EU Climate Adaptation Action Package. NSF would like to see
Horizon funding prioritization for climate resilience research and are open for
market-based approaches for carbon credits that include climate change
adaptation and resilience measures. NSF would also like to see adequate
national funding with stable and predictable resources for implementation of
local initiatives and scale practical solutions.

6. Climate Risk Assessment & Data: SF supports national or sub-regional climate
risk assessments, clear identification of risk owners vs. risk factors beyond their
control, use of existing data (CAP reporting, forest inventories) and avoiding new
reporting systems.

7. NSF is asking for sufficient financing and funding and need of using rural funds
for improved resilience. It would also include flexibility in state-aid rules. This
would enable sustainable forest managementin general that supports resilience.



