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Origin of roundwood used by forest industries (2005-2009)

(commercial roundwood removals + imports)

% of roundwood

Imported; 26 %

Family forests;
59%

State; 7%

Companies; 8%
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Structural change of forest ownership in Finland

500 000 - umber of forest holdings

450 000
v’ from farmers to non-farmers

400 000
(via inheritance mechanism) 350000 /
v polarization in the size 300000 /
distribution 250000 " Total number of
\/ a in 200000 g (fores) o ings Number of
g g 150 000 independent holdings

v’ increase in absentee ownership | 100004 Number of

v increase in level of education 50000 4 tenant holdings

v’ changes in landowner objectives 2828888888588 882888
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Source: Leppdnen 2008

Mean size of the holdings (> 5 ha)
+ 1999 37 ha
+ 2009 35 ha
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Data collection
(Hanninen et al 2011)

<

NIPF holdings: family-owned and jointly owned
(undistributed estate owned by heirs or private partnership )
forest area >5 ha

ownership by spouses together

inside a municipality
1 000 forest holdings/Forestry Center = 13 000 holdings
starified random sampling

1. holdings ordered by forest area by Forestry Centers

N NI NI NN

2. every 24th holding is chosen
v’ sampling in estate register of National Board of Taxes

v’ nation-wide mail inquiry, response rate 49 %, n= 6 318
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Occupational status
(Karppinen and Ahlberg 2008, Hanninen et al 2011)
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Age development
(Karppinen and Ahlberg 2008, Hanninen et al 2011)
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Place of residence
(Karppinen et al. 2002, Hanninen et al 2011)
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Objectives of forest ownership
(Hanninen et al 2011)
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Forest owners’ participation in extension within 5 years
(Hanninen et al 2011)
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Participation in extension 2004-08 by objective groups
(Hanninen et al 2011)
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Professional aid: issues
(Hanninen et al 2011)

Timber trade

Tending of juvenile stands

Reforestation

Forest plan

Subsidies for forestry
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Forest owners would like to have information via...
(Hanninen et al 2011)

H Particularly H Sometimes H Not at all
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e Internet
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Internet as an information source by forest owners’ age

Use of internet & Particularly & Sometimes H Notat all
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Internet as an information source by forest owners’ residence

Use of internet H Particularly  Sometimes H Not at all
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Internet as an information source by forest area

Use of internet H Particularly @ Sometimes ® Not at all
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Conclusions 1

v" almost all forest owners
contact forestry professionals
in five years

v" holding-level forest planning
is decreasing

v" multiobjective most active in
extension:

farmers, large holdings

v indifferent most passive in
extension:

Photo: Erkki Oksanen

urban owners of small
holdings, old, joint ownership
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Conclusions 2

v internet not yet very popular information channel,
except young owners

v' internet users as potential group in P2P -learning:

younger, more urban, large holdings
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Kiitos - Thanks!
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