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The article provides a comprehensive analysis of the transformation of forest resources into an instrument
of geopolitical competition in the context of global climatic and economic changes. The study aims to
determine the role of forest resources as a factor of geopolitical influence of key actors in the international
system and to establish the mechanisms through which they are employed in the implementation of foreign
policy strategies within contemporary climatic and regulatory regimes. The methodological basis comprises
institutional-comparative and comparative approaches combining the analysis of international regulatory
documents, carbon regulation systems, and state climate policies. Content analysis, institutional analysis,
and etymologization of geopolitical strategies were applied, enabling an examination of the interrelationship
between forest resources, climate mechanisms, and the global redistribution of influence. The principal
findings consist in the identification of a multilevel system of forest resource utilization in geopolitical
competition, wherein key actors employ diverse models of influence - ranging from institutional norm-
setting to resource and investment expansion. It is established that the geopolitical motivations of key actors
in their use of forest resources are determined not by ecological priorities but by the logic of competition for
influence and strategic advantage. The United States seeks to preserve its role as the architect of the global
climate order, since control over the rules governing carbon markets provides an indirect means of shaping
the economic behavior of other states. China employs forest and climate mechanisms to construct financial
dependencies that are subsequently converted into political loyalty and an erosion of Western influence.
Russia transforms forest resources and carbon schemes into geopolitical currency, exchanging them for a
reduction in sanctions pressure and support for its own foreign policy ambitions. The European Union,
Canada, and Japan, for their part, demonstrate that adherence to ecological norms simultaneously
constitutes a source of normative influence and a structural constraint that narrows their geopolitical
maneuvering space relative to actors that disregard such limitations. The geopolitical behavior of each actor
in the domain of forest resources is subordinate to its broader foreign policy objectives. The global climate
architecture does not eliminate geopolitical competition over forests; rather, it transforms its form - shifting
the contest from the field of direct resource control to the arena of norm-setting, verification, and access to
financial flows. It is precisely this tension between declared ecological goals and the actual geopolitical
motivations of Key actors that constitutes the central subject of this study. The scientific novelty lies in
deepening the theoretical understanding of forest resources as an element of geopolitical power rather than
merely an object of natural resource management, as well as in the systematization of the mechanisms
through which they are deployed in processes of influence redistribution among key geopolitical actors. The
practical significance of the findings lies in their potential application to the modelling of the geopolitical
behavior of key actors in international politics. The particular scholarly value of the study derives from its
interdisciplinary character - specifically, its integration of the international environmental dimension (the
global struggle against climate change) and a geoeconomics framework, both of which generate new
opportunities while simultaneously imposing significant constraints on geopolitical actors in the pursuit of
their strategic objectives.
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OPEN ACCESS

Y craTTi 34iHcHEHO KOMIUIEKCHUI aHasli3 TpaHchopMalil JIicoBUX pecypciB ¥ iHCTPyMEHT reomoJTi THHOT
KOHKypeHLil B yMOBax TIJIOOAJIbHUX KJIIMAaTHYHUX 1 €KOHOMIYHMX 3MiH. MeTol [JocCiipkeHHs €
BH3Ha4YeHHA pPOJI JICOBUX pecypciB fK YMHHMKA TeONOJITUYHOrO BIIMBY K/IOYOBUX aKTODIB Ta
BCTaHOBJIEHH] MeXaHi3MiB IX BAKOPUCTAHHSA I peasisalii 30BHIIIHBONOJITHYHUX CTPATETIN ¥ MexXax
Cy4aCHHX KJIIMaTUYHUX i peryJIATOpHUX peXHUMiB. MeTo/|0JI0rYHy OCHOBY CTaHOBJIATb IHCTUTYLIHHO-
NOPIBHAZIbBHUN | KOMNApaTMBHHUN MiAXOAH, W0 MNOEJHYIOTH aHali3 MDKHApOAHHX HOPMaTHMBHMX
JIOKyMeHTIB, CUCTeM KapOGOHOBOTO DeryJjloBaHHs Ta K/JIIMaTU4YHOI MOJITHKH Jep:aB. 3acTOCOBaHO
KOHTEHT-aHa/li3, IHCTUTYLIMHUM aHa/li3 i TUMOJIOri3alilo reonoyliTHYHUX CTpaTerid, 10 J03BOJINJIO
JOCTiIUTH B3aEMO3B'SI30K MDK JIICOBUMH pecypcaMy, KJIIMaTUYHUMU MeXaHi3MaMH Ta TJI06aJbHUM
nepeposnoizioM BILVIUBY. OCHOBHI pe3yJ/IbTaTH AOC/Ii/PKEeHHS NOJIATalThb y BUsABJIEHHI 6araTopiBHeBOI
CUCTEMH BUKOPHCTAHHS JIICOBUX pecypciB y TeONOJITUYHIM KOHKYpeHLil, Je KJ/II04YOBi aKTOpHu
3aCTOCOBYIOTh pi3HI MoOfesi BIUIMBY - Bii IHCTUTYLIMHOrO HOPMOTBOPDEHHS JO pecypcHoi Ta
IHBeCcTULiIHOI ekcniaHcil. BcraHOBIIEHO, 1110 reonoJliTUYHA MOTHUBALLis K/II0YOBUX aKTOPIB Y BAKOPUCTAHHI
JIiICOBUX pecypciB BU3HAYa€TbCl He €KOJIOTIYHUMU MpPiOpUTETaMH, a JIOTIKO 6GOpOTbOM 3a BIUIMB i
crpaTerivHi nepesard. CILLIA nparHyTb 36eperty poJib apXiTeKTopa I7106a/IbHOT0 KJIIMaTHYHOT 0 MOPAAKY,
OCKIIbKM KOHTPOJIb HaJ| NMpaBWJaMHM KapOGOHOBHUX PUHKIB 3abesledye ONocepeKOBaHMM BIUIMB Ha
E€KOHOMIYHY NMOBe/IHKY iHIIMX JepkaB. KuTall BUKOPUCTOBYE JIiCOBI Ta KJIIMaTU4YHI MeXaHi3MW I
dopMyBaHHS QiHAHCOBUX 3aJIEXKHOCTEH, IKi KOHBEPTYIOTBCS Y MOJITUYHY JIOSUIBHICTE i moc/1ab/ieHHs
no3uuiit 3axoy. Pocist nepeTBoptoe sicoBi pecypcu i Kap6OHOBI CXeMU Ha TeOMNOJIITUUHY BaJIIOTY, KOO
PO3IIa4Yy€eTbCs 3a MOCAAbJIeHHs] CaHKI[iMHOrO THUCKY i MiATPHUMKY BJIACHUX 30BHIIIHBOMOJIITHYHUX
ambinii. BomHovac €C, Kanaza Ta fInoHist eMOHCTPYIOTB, 1110 OTPUMAHHSI €KOJIOTIYHHUX HOPM € BOJIHOYAC
JOKepeJIoM HOPMATHBHOTO BIUIMBY i CTPYKTYPHHUM OOMEXEHHSIM, sIKe 3BY)XKY€ IXHIH reonosiTHYHUI
MaHeBp IOpPIBHSIHO 3 aKTOpaMH, L0 TaKUMHU OOMeXeHHSIMHM HeXTyHOTb. ['eono/iTHYHaA MOBeJiHKa
KOXKHOT'O aKTopa y cdepi JicoBUX pecypciB MiAnopsiAKOBaHA HOro MIMPIIMM 30BHIUIHBONOITUYHUM
niisaM. [106apHa KIiMaTHYHA apxiTEKTypa He YCYBa€ reolosiTUYHY KOHKYPEHIIo 3a JIicH, a Jiviie
3MiHIOE 1 opMy - mepeHOCIUM GOpPOTHOY 3 TMOJIS NPSIMOTO PECYPCHOrO KOHTPOJIIO Ha IoJe
HOPMOTBOpeHHS, Bepudikauil Ta goctymy Ao ¢iHaHcoBUX NOTOKIiB. CaMe I1ie MpOTHUpIYYsA Mix
JleKJIapOBaHMMHU €KOJIOTTYHUMH LJIAMU Ta pea/IbHUMH FeonoiTAIHUMHA MOTUBaMHU KJIIOYOBUX aKTOPIB €
LIeHTPaJIbHUM ITPeIMETOM LIbOT0 0CTi/HKeHHs. HaykoBa HOBM3HA MOJIATaE B OT/IMG/IEHH] TEOPETUYIHOT0
HiZXOLy [0 PO3YMIHHS JICOBUX PeCypciB SIK eleMeHTa TeOIOJITHYHOI CWJIM, a He JIMIle 00’eKTa
NPUPOJOKOPUCTYBAHHA, a TaKOX Yy CHUCTeMaTH3allii MexaHi3MIB IX BHMKOpDHUCTaHHA B IpoLecax
nepeposnojijly BIUVIMBy MDK K/IIOYOBMMHU TeONONITUYHMMH aKTopaMH.  [IpakTH4He 3HayeHHA
pe3yJIbTaTiB MOJIATAE Y MOMUIMBOCTI iXHBOIO BHMKOPMCTAHHS /Il MOJEJIOBAaHHA TeONOJIITUYHOI
MOBeZIiHKM KJ/IIOYOBHMX aKTOPIiB MibKHapoJHOI HosiTHKU. OcoGsMBa HayKoBa LIHHICTb JOCITi/PKEHHS
NPOAUKTOBaHA HOro MDKIUCLUMIUIIHAPHICTIO — a caMe, BpaXyBaHHAM MDKHApOAHOI €eKOJIOTiYHOi
(r106asbHOI0  GOPOTHOOI 31 3MiHOK KJIMaTy) Ta TeOeKOHOMIYHOI paMKH, sIKi BH3HA4YalOTb HOBI
MOXJIMBOCTI, ajie i HAaKJaJAlTh CYTTEBI OOMeXEeHHS JJisi TeOMOJITHYHUX aKTOpiB LI0A0 peasizanii
CTpaTeriyHUX reornoJIiTHYHUX LiiIeH.

K/IIOYO0BI CJ/IOBA

JIICOBI pecypcH, reomnoJliTUYHA KOHKYpeHLiis, cTpareriyHi uiii, 3MiHHA KJiMmary,
CTaJIMil pO3BUTOK.
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1. Introduction

In the conditions of modern geopolitical volatility, forest resources are increasingly considered as
a factor in the geopolitical struggle for control over strategic resources and mechanisms for their
regulation. Moreover, it is not about their economic or ecological significance as such, but about the
ability to influence the distribution of power between key actors in world politics [1].

The climate factor has only intensified this process, integrating forest ecosystems into the carbon
regulation system, which is actually a mechanism for controlling financial flows and access to markets
[2]. In this context, the decisive importance is not the natural characteristics of the resource, but political
decisions that determine the rules for its use [3].

At the same time, the practice of geopolitical behavior of key actors confirms that forest resources
are integrated into strategies of geopolitical influence. Moreover, the importance of forests as a
mitigator of global climate change acts here rather as a manipulative tool for achieving foreign policy
goals. In particular, Russia uses boreal forests as an argument for reducing external regulatory pressure
and preserving the resource-export model of the economy, which, in turn, finances its aggressive foreign
policy [4]. The United States of America (hereinafter - the USA) forms control over carbon markets
through carbon accounting standards and monitoring technologies, which allow determining the rules
of their functioning [2]. The European Union extends regulatory influence through environmental
standards and the Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (hereinafter - CBAM), setting external
restrictions for other states [3]. At the same time, Brazil uses the Amazon as a tool of pressure,
blackmailing other global players with deforestation in order to obtain financial preferences in return
[5]- In these conditions, competition for forest resources goes beyond purely environmental or
economic issues, instead acquiring signs of a systemic geopolitical struggle. Control over them means
control over financial flows, regulatory mechanisms and conditions of participation in the global
economy, and therefore control over the instruments for implementing foreign policy ambitions [6].

2. Literature Review

Modern research on forest resources is formed at the intersection of ecology, economics and
international regulation, but their political dimension has long remained secondary. In most works,
forests are considered as an element of the climate system or an object of management, while the issue
of their use in the struggle for power and control does not receive due coverage [6]. The legal and
institutional foundations of the integration of forests into global politics are revealed in the study of
J. Langer, where it is shown that it is norms that determine access to resources and the distribution of
benefits between actors [7]. At the same time, relying on the concept of “regime complexity” proposed
by R. Cohen and D. Victor, climate policy should be considered as a set of interconnected but non-
hierarchical regimes, within which the main struggle unfolds not so much for the resources themselves,
but for control over the rules of their use [8]. This approach allows us to clarify that geopolitical
competition in the field of forest resources occurs through the establishment of accounting standards,
verification mechanisms and access to markets that determine the distribution of benefits between
actors in world politics.

A separate area of research focuses on the ecological and economic functions of forests, but
without taking into account their geopolitical significance. In the work of M. Doré and R. Guevara, the
forest is considered as an element of climatic stability, without analyzing its role in political processes
[9]. A similar approach is also observed in modern research on sustainable development, where the
emphasis is on environmental efficiency, rather than on the struggle for control [10].

At the same time, certain scientific explorations of the political significance of forest resources can
still be found in Western literature. In particular, a scientific approach has been formed where forest
resources are considered as an instrument of power. Research by M. Brockhaus, A. Engelsen and
V. Sanderlin shows that in the countries of the Global South, control over forests is associated with access
to financial flows and political resources [11]. F. Fleischmann and colleagues argue that carbon markets
function not as economic mechanisms but as politically driven benefit-sharing systems [2].

Further research reveals asymmetries of influence between states. In particular, M. Cardenas and
J. Guzman Ayala show that carbon mechanisms entrench unequal access to resources and financing [12].
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D. Kleinschmidt and co-authors document state competition for rule-making in global forest governance
[13].

Modern research directly emphasizes the power dimension of these processes. For example,
B. Arts et al. show the fragmentation of forest governance and competition for control over political
mechanisms [14]. ]. Kinmengsi and colleagues argue that the main factor is not the resource itself, but
the distribution of power between actors [15]. In a broader geopolitical context, natural resources are
considered as an instrument of struggle for influence and control over global processes [1]. A similar
logic is also traced in the works of I. Overland, where resources are interpreted as a factor in the
redistribution of power in world politics [16]. Thus, the existing scientific base demonstrates the
transition from an ecological to a political understanding of forest resources, but their use as an
instrument of geopolitical struggle remains insufficiently studied.

3. Problem Statement

The purpose of the study is to identify and systematize the role of forest resources in the modern
geopolitical struggle between the main actors of world politics, as well as to determine the mechanisms
for their use to implement their strategic foreign policy goals in the context of global climate change and
the regulatory regimes that they generate.

To achieve this goal, the following research tasks have been defined:

1) to generalize theoretical approaches to the interpretation of forest resources as an element of
modern geopolitical competition;

2) to identify and systematize the main geopolitical actors by the level of activity in the use of
forest resources for geopolitical purposes, with the allocation of the main groups of states;

3) to characterize the models of geopolitical behavior of states in the field of using forest potential
and to establish the impact of global climate policy on the possibilities of its application as an instrument
of geopolitical influence.

The study focuses on the analysis of specific cases of the behavior of major geopolitical actors,
which allows us to trace how forest potential is used not as a resource in itself, but as a tool of influence
in the struggle for strategic advantages in geopolitical struggles.

4. Methods and Materials

The study applied an institutional-comparative approach, which allowed for tracing the
connection between climate regulatory regimes and the use of forest resources in the geopolitical
strategies of states. The analysis of regulatory documents of the Paris Agreement (an international
climate agreement that defines the obligations of states to reduce emissions), CBAM mechanisms and
REDD+ programs (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation) was carried out
using the method of content analysis, which made it possible to identify the rules of access to carbon
markets and financial compensations laid down in them. On this basis, it was established how
institutional restrictions and incentives for states participating in global climate governance are formed.

A comparison of the behavioral models of the USA, the EU, China, Russia, Canada, Japan and the
countries of the Global South was carried out through a comparative analysis of political and economic
strategies, where the nature of regulatory influence, investment practices and mechanisms of access to
forest resources were compared. This approach allowed not only to record the differences between
actors, but also to determine the logic of their mutual dependence within the framework of global
regulation.

The institutional dimension of climate markets was investigated through the analysis of carbon
accounting and verification standards used in the MRV (Measurement, Reporting, Verification) systems,
FSC (Forest Stewardship Council) and PEFC (Programme for the Endorsement of Forest Certification).
This allowed to establish how technical procedures are transformed into a tool for regulating access to
resources and form a hierarchy of state participation in carbon mechanisms. The results obtained are
reconciled through a typology of strategic models, reflecting different ways of integrating forest
resources into foreign policy practices.

The empirical basis is open international databases and official documents of institutions that
regulate climate and forest policy at the global level. Materials from the UNFCCC (United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change), the World Bank (World Bank - international development
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finance organization) and FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization - Food and Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations) were used, which contain generalized statistics on the state of forest ecosystems
and climate financing mechanisms. Additionally, reports from the European Commission on the
implementation of the CBAM and the EUDR (EU Deforestation Regulation — EU regulation on preventing
imports of products related to deforestation) were analyzed, as well as data from voluntary carbon
market operators, in particular Verra and Gold Standard, which reflect the practice of monetizing forest
projects in the countries of the Global South. The collected materials were processed using the Microsoft
Excel software environment for structuring and comparing data, which allowed systematizing
information on the mechanisms for using forest resources by different countries. For qualitative analysis
of text sources, NVivo (software for computer-based qualitative data analysis) was used, in which
regulatory documents and strategic reports were coded to identify recurring institutional patterns of
regulation.

5. Results and Discussion

In the conditions of modern geopolitical competition, forest resources are not only a natural asset
but also a tool that determines the ability of political actors to influence global economic and political
processes. Their transformation is associated with the growing role of carbon markets and the
intensification of the struggle for control over natural resources, as a result of which the forest ceases
to be just a source of wood and acquires the importance of a geostrategic resource. Control over large
forest areas allows international actors to influence the rules of climate regulation, gain access to
financial mechanisms and use the environmental factor as an instrument of political pressure. In these
conditions, the main geopolitical actors, in particular the USA, China, Canada, EU countries, Japan and
countries of the Global South, use forest potential as an element of their own foreign policy strategies.
This is both about the economic use of resources and about establishing the rules for the functioning of
markets, control over financial flows and the formation of conditions for access to them. International
approaches to forest management are formed within the framework of climate policy, where they are
considered as an important element of the global carbon balance. According to international
organizations, forests accumulate hundreds of billions of tons of carbon, which determines their
importance as a strategic resource [11].

One of the main mechanisms is the integration of forest potential into the climate regulation
system, within which control over resources is used to influence the distribution of obligations and
financial flows. Forest resources allow states to adjust their own positions, using the potential for carbon
absorption as a tool to increase influence. In practice, this is manifested in the use of the forest factor to
obtain financing and create favorable conditions for participation in global mechanisms. For example,
in 2023-2024, Brazil directly linked the rate of reduction in deforestation in the Amazon to the volume
of international financial support, using this resource as a lever of influence in relations with developed
countries [5].

In the climate and resource policy of the European Union, regulatory instruments are used as a
form of external influence, as they establish binding environmental requirements for producers outside
its territory. This is most clearly manifested in the CBAM mechanism, which is applied to imported
products when they access the EU internal market.

CBAM involves adjusting the cost of goods depending on the volume of carbon emissions that
occurred during their production, if there are no comparable climate restrictions in the country of origin.
This creates a situation in which foreign manufacturers are forced to change technological processes in
accordance with EU standards, since it is these standards that determine the conditions for market
access.

Combined with the policy of reducing emissions and expanding natural carbon sinks through
forest ecosystems, a single climate regulation system is being formed, in which forest potential acquires
the status of a measurable instrument for fulfilling environmental obligations. The EU's carbon dioxide
removal targets by 2030 integrate forest resources into the emissions management mechanism as a
structural element of the decarbonization policy [7].

In the foreign policy dimension, such a model ensures the spread of EU regulatory standards
beyond its territory, since access to the internal market becomes dependent on their compliance. As a
result, a mechanism of regulatory influence is formed, in which climate requirements become an
instrument for regulating the economic behavior of other states in the international trade system.
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The forest as a geosystem has strategic value, since it accumulates significant amounts of biomass
and carbon, which determines its role in the global balance of matter and energy [10]. It is this ability
that makes the forest resource an object of political interest, since control over it allows key geopolitical
actors to influence the economic restrictions and conditions for participation in global market
mechanisms for other subjects of world politics.

At the same time, leading geopolitical actors form the resource dependence of individual
developing countries through the inclusion of forest geosystems in the system of trade and climate
regulations, where access to markets and financial flows is determined by compliance with established
standards. Forest resources are used as a tool of geoeconomic competition, since restrictions on wood
exports or changes in certification standards can significantly affect the economic sectors of other
countries. For example, Russia has repeatedly used its significant share of world wood exports to form
the resource dependence of developing countries, such as Belarus and Kazakhstan. This dependence, in
turn, can be used by Russia to support its own geopolitical ambitions. Confirmation of this can be found,
in particular, in the votes of Belarus and Kazakhstan on the resolutions of the UN General Assembly,
which concerned Russia's military aggression against Ukraine. During the 4 years of the full-scale
military campaign (February 2022 - February 2026), Belarus and Kazakhstan did not support a single
UN resolution that directly or indirectly condemned Russia's actions (Table 1).

Table 1. Vote of Belarus and Kazakhstan on the UN General Assembly Resolutions
condemning Russia's military aggression against Ukraine (February 2022 - February 2026)

. . . Voting result
Resolution Date Subject of voting Bolarus | Kazakhstan
ES-11/1 02.03.2022 Condemning Russia's invasion and Cons Abstained
demanding the withdrawal of troops
ES-11/2 24.03.2022 Humanitarian consequences of aggression Cons Abstained
against Ukraine
ES-11/3 07.04.2022 Suspension of Russia's membership in the Cons Cons
Human Rights Council
ES-11/4 12.10.2022 Territorial integrity: condemnation of Cons Abstained
annexations
ES-11/5 14.11.2022 Creation of a mechanism of reparations in Cons Abstained
favor of Ukraine
ES-11/6 23.02.2023 The "Peace Formula" and the principles of Cons Abstained
the UN Charter
A/RES/78/316 11.07.2024 Safety of nuclear facilities of Ukraine Cons Abstained
(including ZNPP)
A/RES/79/184 17.12.2024 Human rights situation in the temporarily Cons Abstained
occupied territories of Ukraine
ES-11/7 24.02.2025 Advancing a comprehensive and just Cons Abstained
peace
ES-11/8 24.02.2026 Supporting sustainable peace in Ukraine Cons Abstained

Source: Created by the author.

At the same time, in contrast to the use of forest resources to form geopolitical dependence, the
latter can be an element of strengthening the own foreign policy stability of key actors. This is clearly
illustrated by the example of Canada, which is actively developing its forest industry and forest
certification, which allows it to provide a domestic timber market and reduce dependence on imports.
In turn, this increases its economic autonomy and resistance to external pressures, such as sanctions or
trade wars.

Thus, forest geosystems acquire the importance of a strategic resource, which for key geopolitical
actors can simultaneously provide economic autonomy and create instruments of indirect political
influence on the behavior of other subjects of international politics. Table 2 summarizes the key
mechanisms through which the main geopolitical actors integrate forest potential into their own
economic and foreign policy strategies. Its content allows us to compare differences in approaches to
the use of forest resources and trace how they are transformed from a natural asset into an instrument
of geopolitical influence.

The transformation of forest resources into an instrument of geopolitical competition is
implemented through a system of mechanisms that reflect different strategic approaches of the main
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actors of world politics. The USA is focused on the formation of climate regulation rules through carbon
accounting standards and the development of voluntary and regulated segments of carbon markets, in
particular, the carbon credit market, which allows them to determine the conditions for states’ access
to financial compensation for climate actions and participation in the global climate finance market [2].

Table 2. Mechanisms of using forest potential by major geopolitical actors

Geopolitical Main mechanisms for using . Expected geopolitical
. Strategic goal
actor forest potential effect
development of carbon accounting formation of climate
. control over carbon market
standards (MRV), development of regulation rules . .
USA mechanisms and influence

voluntary carbon markets, forest
management in the Arctic
investments in reforestation expansion of economic
abroad, integration into projects in and political presence

on other states

strengthening of influence in

China . recipient countries and
countries of the Global South, p. .
, . formation of dependencies
environmental diplomacy
appeal to the role of the taiga in reduction of external . .
. . preservation of raw material
. absorbing CO,, use of forests in regulatory pressure s
Russia . y exports and political
climate negotiations, resource .
. influence
diplomacy
forest certification (FSC*), ensuring access to supporting the economic
participation in climate initiatives, highly regulated and technological
Canada export of wood with high added international markets dependence of partners on
value and increasing the Canadian forest resources,
competitiveness of the increasing influence on
forest sector international standards
implementation of regulatory establishing global .
. « spreading regulatory
mechanisms (CBAM*), trade rules .
EU . . influence to external
environmental import standards,
o markets
green policies
development of wood processing ensuring resource
technologies, international stability . . .
. . increasing technological
Japan environmental projects, impact
investments in sustainable supply p
chains
participation in REDD+* programs, obtaining resources strengthening the
Brazil linking logging to international and concessions negotiating position in
financing relations with developed
countries

*FSC (Forest Stewardship Council) is an international non-governmental organization that develops and
implements standards for sustainable forest management and certification of forest products.

*CBAM (Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism) is a European Union tool for taxing imported goods according
to the amount of carbon emissions associated with their production.

*REDD+ (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation) is an international climate policy
mechanism that provides financial support to countries that reduce deforestation, conserve forest resources, and
increase their carbon absorption capacity.

Source: Compiled by the author based on [1-6].

In practical terms, this is manifested through the activities of platforms such as Verra and Gold
Standard, which establish methodologies for verifying forest carbon projects. For example, tropical
forest restoration projects in Peru or Indonesia are able to be monetized after going through procedures
developed by these structures, which actually reinforces dependence on American institutional
standards.

The EU applies regulatory instruments, in particular CBAM and FSC certification, extending its
own standards beyond the domestic market and forming external requirements for exporting countries.
This is evident in the introduction of regulations on the import of products related to deforestation,
which force wood suppliers from Brazil, Cameroon and Gabon to implement traceability systems. In
many cases, this leads to the displacement of small producers from the European market due to the high
cost of compliance with FSC certification requirements and EUDR norms.
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China is integrating forest potential into geo-economic strategies through investments in
reforestation and carbon projects in countries of the Global South, combining financial participation
with increased political influence [11]. This is evident in the financing of reforestation programs in
Ethiopia and Laos, where Chinese companies provide forest planting to generate carbon credits and at
the same time, gain access to the management of part of the resource and transport infrastructure,
which forms the long-term economic attachment of these countries to China.

Canada and Japan use institutional mechanisms, certification systems, and wood processing
technologies that ensure their participation in shaping global regulatory rules without direct
dominance. This is evident through the spread of Canada’s Sustainable Forestry Initiative, which is used
as a standard for wood exports to the US and EU, and through Japan’s J-Credit system, which incentivizes
wood imports from Southeast Asian countries in conjunction with sustainable forest management
projects in Vietnam and Malaysia.

The geopolitical motivation of the US in its pursuit of dominance in climate regulation is clearly
strategic. Control over the rules of carbon markets allows Washington to consolidate its position as the
key arbiter of the global climate order - one that determines not only environmental standards, but also
the conditions of access to financial flows, technologies and international legitimacy. In geopolitical
logic, this means the ability to exert indirect pressure on states seeking to obtain climate finance or
access to carbon markets: they have to adapt their own economic and regulatory systems to the
standards formed by American institutions. In this way, the US turns the climate architecture into a
mechanism of soft power, which allows it to influence the behavior of other states without the use of
direct coercion. In addition, this provides the US economy with competitive advantages: American
technology companies, verification platforms and financial institutions occupy key positions in the
infrastructure of climate markets, which forms a stable flow of income and consolidates technological
primacy.

The formation of global forest management standards creates a separate level of competition,
within which key geopolitical actors compete for control over certification criteria. This is manifested
in the competition between the FSC and PEFC systems, which forces wood exporters from different
regions to adapt to different requirements depending on the target markets of the EU, North America or
Asia, forming a segmented nature of the global timber trade.

As aresult, forest resources are integrated into broader strategies of geopolitical struggle, where
not only political, but also economic, institutional and regulatory instruments of influence are combined.
Thus, control over the rules of access to carbon markets and certification systems becomes an important
factor in the redistribution of global resource flows.

At the same time, climate diplomacy and carbon regulation play the role of the institutional
framework through which forest geosystems are included in the system of global redistribution of
economic and political influences. The presented Table 3 systematizes how these mechanisms interact
with each other and how they transform forest resources from an object of environmental policy into
an instrument of international competition and regulatory influence between geopolitical actors.

Thus, forest resources function as an instrument of geopolitical competition, since control over
them is determined not by their natural presence, but by the ability to include them in climate and
carbon regulatory regimes. Through these regimes, a structure of dependencies is formed, within which
access to financing, technologies and international legitimacy is transformed into an instrument of
political influence. This is traced, in particular, in the practice of participation of the countries of the
Amazon basin in REDD+ programs, where access to international financing, which is determined by key
geopolitical actors of the West, directly depends on the fulfillment of the requirements of international
verification agencies and donor structures, which effectively ties national forest policies to external
regulatory standards. In the case of the USA, carbon markets and carbon accounting standards are used
as a mechanism for consolidating institutional dominance in the field of global climate governance [2].
This allows not only to determine the rules for access to climate finance, but also to indirectly influence
the domestic policy of states that are forced to adapt their environmental and economic strategies to the
conditions defined within the framework of the American-centric financial and institutional
architecture.

A similar logic is manifested in the functioning of the voluntary carbon credit market, where
companies from the EU and Asia purchase credits through American platforms such as Verra, which
actually concentrates control over carbon absorption assessment methodologies in a narrow circle of
institutions.
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Table 3. The role of climate diplomacy, carbon regulation and international agreements in the
geopolitical use of forest resources

Leading

Regions of

Main means of Geopolitical Expected
Tool . . . actors of the greatest ies
implementation function C . . geopolitical effect
application activity
Paris Agreement, shaping the Arctic, Amazon, | obtaining financing,
. COP platforms*, negotiating USA, EU, China, | Southeast Asia, | political concessions
Climate - s ) .
. bilateral position through Brazil, Africa and access to
diplomacy . .
agreements climate Indonesia technology
commitments
EU ETS*, voluntary | control of financial Europe, North redistribution of
carbon marKkets, flows through . America, Latin investments and
Carbo_n REDD+*, MRV carbon accounting EU, USA, China, America, Africa influence on the
regulation " ) Canada . .
systems mechanisms economic policy of
other states
Paris Agreement, securing own global level, forming coalitions
. UNFCCC*, interests in global EU, Japan, especially and influencing
International . : . :
asreements Convention on rules Canada, countries of the international
g Biological Norway Global South decisions
Diversity
Green Climate financial USA. EU Africa, South increasing the
Forest climate | Fund* World Bank consolidation of . Co America, dependence of
. . * . international . L .
finance policy Forest Programs influence through R Southeast Asia recipient countries
. organizations o .
lending and grants and political ties
FSC*, PEFC*, control of access to Europe, Latin establishment of
Environmental CBAM* markets through EU, Canada, America, Asia barriers and spread
standardization environmental USA of regulatory
requirements influence
satellite data control and globally consolidating
. monitoring, digital verification technological
Technological : o
- MRV systems mechanisms USA, Japan, EU superiority and
diplomacy
dependence of other
states
Green Deal*, regional Europe, Asia increased
Regional ASEAN consolidation of . integration and
. . EU, China .
climate regimes frameworks standards and control of regional
policies markets
CBD, Nagoya control of access to Brazil tropical strengthening of
Bioresource Protocol genetic resources In dones'ia regions negotiating position
diplomacy ’ and influence on
Congo

bioresource flows

* COP platforms (Conference of the Parties to the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change)

*EU ETS (European Union Emissions Trading System)

* REDD+ (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation)
* MRV systems (Monitoring, Reporting and Verification)

*UNFCCC (United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change)

*Green Climate Fund (Green Climate Fund) - an international financial mechanism to support climate projects
in developing countries

* World Bank Forest Programs - a set of World Bank initiatives in the field of sustainable forest management
and financing of forest projects

* FSC (Forest Stewardship Council) - an international sustainable certification system forest use)

* PEFC (Programme for the Endorsement of Forest Certification, an international certification system for
sustainable forest management)

* CBAM (Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism)

* Green Deal (European Green Deal, the European Union’s strategy for achieving climate neutrality).

Source: Compiled by the author based on [1-10].

Russia, without integrating environmental standards into domestic policy as a strategic priority,
uses forest resources as a tool for foreign policy bargaining in conditions of sanction isolation [6].
Through wood exports and participation in carbon schemes, a network of economic ties is formed with
individual states dependent on resource flows. This is manifested in the supply of wood to China, India,
and some Middle Eastern countries, which allows Russia to partially compensate for the loss of access
to the European market, as well as to gain political support from the aforementioned countries,
including through the latter’s continued support for sanctions imposed by Western countries.
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China uses climate diplomacy as a tool for structural expansion of influence, where investments
in reforestation in the countries of the Global South form a long-term financial dependence, which is
gradually transformed into political loyalty [11]. The formation of its own model of climate regulation
serves to displace Western rules from critical segments of the global economy [13]. This is manifested
in the implementation of programs within the framework of the Belt and Road Initiative [22], where
Chinese companies finance forest projects in Indonesia and Africa, while simultaneously securing access
to land resources and creating parallel systems for assessing carbon absorption, an alternative to
Western standards. The European Union uses climate regulation as a tool for external economic
influence by establishing conditions for access to its market [7]. At the same time, such a strategy
simultaneously performs a restrictive function. This is evident in the introduction of the EUDR
regulation, which effectively blocks access to the EU market for some soy and timber exporters from
Brazil and Indonesia if they cannot prove the absence of deforestation after 2020, which forces
producers to change production chains or lose key sales markets. At the same time, it is these
environmental regulations that are a significant limiting factor for the EU in the context of geopolitical
struggle. While the European Union is forming and trying to adhere to its own eco-standards for the use
of forest resources, its competitors - China, Russia and the countries of the Global South - ignore similar
restrictions, using forest resources to the full: in particular, they trade wood without certification
restrictions and sell carbon quotas to those countries that do not have them. For example, Russia is
purposefully forming a clientelistic dependence of poorer countries on its own forest resources. This
dependence later becomes an instrument for implementing its expansionist geopolitical strategy: client
states do not vote for UN resolutions (see Table 1) condemning Russia’s aggression, or actively
contribute to the functioning of the shadow oil fleet, which is one of the key sources of financing for the
full-scale war in Ukraine - Moscow’s main geopolitical project. Thus, the EU’s environmental
responsibility, positioned as a normative force, in real geopolitical competition limits Brussels’ freedom
of maneuver, while those who ignore such restrictions receive additional resources to realize their own
geopolitical ambitions.

Canada integrates sustainable forest management into access to regulated EU and US markets,
which ensures economic stability and political compatibility with Western institutions [3]. This is
evident in the widespread use of the Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI) certification system, which
allows Canadian companies to remain key suppliers of wood to the American construction sector while
maintaining high environmental standards consistent with international standards. At the same time, a
natural question arises: does such a strategy really strengthen Canada’s geopolitical position, or, as in
the case of the EU, on the contrary, create structural constraints for it in competition with less restrained
actors? The desire for sustainable forest use and voluntary limitation of timber harvesting volumes
creates a certain geopolitical price: while Canada adheres to international environmental obligations,
Russia, China and Brazil use their forest resources without similar restrictions. This provides them with
additional financial resources and leverage necessary to realize their own geopolitical ambitions. The
Canadian model of sustainable forest management, therefore, is evidence of consistency with Western
norms and values, but at the same time limits the possibility of using forests as an independent
geopolitical tool of pressure or bargaining opportunities that its competitors do not hesitate to use.

Japan forms geopolitical influence not through its resource base, but through technological
control over forest monitoring and certification systems [6]. This is implemented through the J-Credit
system and satellite forest monitoring technologies used in Southeast Asian countries to verify the
condition of forest areas, which effectively makes Japanese technological solutions the standard for
assessing environmental efficiency in regional carbon projects. At the same time, a logical question
arises: is Japan'’s technological model a sufficiently effective geopolitical tool compared to the strategies
of actors that rely on direct control over resources? Japan does not have its own significant forest
resources sufficient for geopolitical manipulation, and therefore, its influence depends entirely on the
willingness of other states to voluntarily adopt its technological standards. If China or the United States
offers competitive monitoring platforms on more favorable financial terms, Japan’s technological
influence in the region may quickly weaken. Thus, the Japanese strategy is geopolitically sophisticated
but structurally vulnerable: unlike Russia or China, Tokyo cannot use forests as a direct lever of pressure
or bargaining, and its positions depend on the support of a coalition of states that share the value of
transparent technological governance.

Countries of the Global South use forest resources as a tool for accessing external financing
through carbon mechanisms, the rules of which are determined by external regulatory centers [12]. This
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is evident in projects in the Congo Basin and the Amazon, where states receive financing for forest
conservation, but are forced to adhere to the conditions of international funds and verification
organizations, which limits their autonomy in determining national forest policy.

Such a position generates a significant geopolitical contradiction: countries of the Global South,
which are the owners of the largest forest ecosystems on the planet, in fact function as suppliers of
ecosystem services to the global community, without having real control over the rules and conditions
of this supply. They receive funding but do not gain influence. Compared to Russia or China, as well as
the United States, which turn resource potential into an instrument of active geopolitical play, most
countries of the Global South remain dependent participants in a system whose rules are determined by
others. The exceptions are individual countries - primarily Brazil and Indonesia - that try to use their
forest potential for negotiating pressure, threatening deforestation or refusing climate commitments in
order to obtain additional financial concessions. However, this strategy remains reactive, not proactive:
it does not form new rules, but only bargains within the existing ones.

The generalization of the above analysis allows us to move from the description of individual state
strategies to their systematic comparison within the framework of global competition for forest
resources. In this context, the forest ceases to perform a purely resource or ecological function and
acquires the status of an element of geopolitical influence, which key actors convert in different ways -
depending on their own geopolitical ambitions.

Table 4 below systematizes the specifics of the approaches of key actors, recording the differences
between them in the logic of using climate diplomacy, carbon mechanisms and regulatory instruments.
Such a comparative format allows us to clearly identify how each of the actors transforms forest
resources into a political instrument - from institutional control to resource exchange or technological
containment.

An analysis of the strategies of the main geopolitical actors in the competition for forest resources
shows that it is not about environmental regulation as such, but about different ways of transforming
natural resources into an instrument of political influence. In this logic, forest resources act not as an
object of protection, but as a resource through which access to financial flows, trade regimes and
international support is built. The difference in approaches lies not only in the choice of instruments,
but also in how rigidly each actor subordinates environmental restrictions to its geopolitical goals. The
United States is building a model in which control over global rules for the use of forest resources is
exercised through the architecture of carbon markets and carbon measurement standards formed by
American institutions and private certification systems. In this construction, access to climate finance
for other states depends on compliance with these rules, which actually consolidates the role of the
United States as a regulator of the global climate order [18]. This position provides political leverage
over governments that are forced to adapt national policies to externally imposed criteria, but this
system remains stable only as long as its legitimacy is recognized by alternative centers of influence,
primarily China.

China is developing a parallel logic in which climate instruments are used not to subordinate
existing rules, but to create an alternative regulatory space. Investments in reforestation and
environmental projects in countries of the Global South are integrated into long-term economic ties,
which are gradually turning into political dependence on Chinese financial and infrastructure decisions.
In this context, the formation of its own model of climate regulation allows Beijing to reduce the
influence of Western standards and consolidate autonomous rules of access to resources and markets.
Such a strategy reflects a broader geopolitical goal - the transition from adaptation to external norms
to the formation of its own normative center of the global system. A similar logic of resource projection
of influence can be traced in other elements of Chinese foreign policy influence, in particular in the use
of critical materials as an instrument of dependence [17].

Russia applies a model in which forest resources and participation in carbon mechanisms are used
as an instrument of foreign policy bargaining under sanctions pressure. In particular, through the export
of raw materials and environmental quotas, it forms a limited circle of partnerships that provide partial
access to financial flows and political concessions in international institutions. Such a strategy does not
depend on environmental priorities, but instead aims to support its own foreign policy stability. Russia
also applies this tactic to other resources available to it, in particular energy [4]. However, its
effectiveness is limited by technological isolation and narrowing of access to key markets.

11



Ivanok, D.

Public Management and Policy No. 4(20) (2026)

Table 4. Specificity of strategies of major geopolitical actors in competition for forest resources

Geopolitical | Strategic model Geopolitical goal . Ly . . .
p g P g Geopolitical risks in the behavior of major competitors
actor of forest use
climate- preserving the role - China is purposefully undermining the American
institutional of the main regulator | architecture of carbon markets, promoting alternative carbon
model of of the global climate pricing standards and investing in its own verification
Us controlling global architecture and systems in the countries of the Global South.
rules controlling access to - Russia, ignoring climate mechanisms, maintains resource
financial flows attractiveness for states that do not have access to American
financial infrastructure - forming a parallel geopolitical space
where US influence is limited.
geoeconomic orming an - The US and EU are pressuring recipient countries of Chinese
expansion alternative center of : . o . .
: . investment by offering alternative financing or threatening
through climate global climate . . : . .
. . : sanctions for cooperating with Chinese forestry projects.
China mechanisms regulation and . : o o
R - Japan is pushing for competitive forest monitoring
expanding influence o -
: . technology standards to limit the spread of China’s carbon
in the countries of footprint assessment system in Southeast Asia
the Global South P y )
resource- partial reduction of - Western countries, led by the US and the EU, are exerting
exchange model sanctions pressure diplomatic and economic pressure on Russia’s partner states
of political and support for to sever their resource ties with Moscow. The introduction of
Russia influence foreign policy secondary sanctions against buyers of Russian timber and oil

institutional and
regulatory model
of integration into

maneuverability

securing access to
the EU and US
markets and

(in particular, to undermine the shadow fleet) directly
threatens the main mechanism through which Russia
monetizes resource influence and finances armed aggression
in Ukraine.

- Russia and China, not bound by environmental restrictions,
can purchase timber and carbon quotas on more favorable
terms, weakening Canada’s position in third-country

Canada Western markets | maintaining a stable | markets. Trade pressure from the United States (for example,
position in the tariffs on Canadian lumber products) limits Canada’s ability
Western economic | to fully take advantage of its own forest potential, even within
bloc the West.
regulatory model shaping external - Russia and China are actively creating competitive resource
of exported economic influence offers for countries that the EU is trying to attract through
standards through control of climate mechanisms, offering timber and quotas without any
EU access to its own environmental conditions. Brazil and Indonesia are resisting
market the EUDR and CBAM regulations, threatening trade disputes
or reorienting exports to Asian markets - which undermines
the EU’s regulatory influence.
technological deterring China and - China is developing its own satellite monitoring and
deterrence model Russia through verification systems for forests, seeking to displace Japanese
setting technological technology standards from regional markets in Southeast
Japan standards for Asia.
resource - Recipient countries of Japanese technology may switch to
management Chinese or American platforms if they offer more favorable
financing terms for related projects.
resource- obtaining climate - Competing major actors - the US, the EU and China - are
dependent finance through trying to pull countries of the Global South into their own
financial model integration into orbit of influence through forest financing, placing them in a
The Global global regulatory situation of dependence on external rules.
South mechanisms - Russia and China are offering alternative financing without

environmental conditions, which weakens the negotiating
position of countries of the Global South in relations with the
West and deepens their structural vulnerability

Source: Compiled by the author based on [17-21].

Canada follows a model in which sustainable forest management is used as a tool for integration
into regulated Western markets, primarily the EU and the US. On the one hand, this strategy ensures
stable trade access, but on the other hand, it narrows the possibility of transforming forest resources
into an independent geopolitical lever, since environmental obligations limit the room for economic
maneuver in relations with less-regulated competitors.

The European Union is forming a regulatory model of influence through mechanisms such as
CBAM and a system of eco-standards that determine the conditions for access to its market. As a result,
control is exercised not through direct ownership of resources, but through the regulation of access to
consumer and trade channels. At the same time, such a model creates an internal constraint, since strict
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environmental requirements reduce the EU’s ability to compete in resource monetization with actors
who do not limit themselves to similar standards, which gradually narrows its geopolitical flexibility in
interaction with China and Russia.

Japan uses a technological influence model, in which satellite monitoring systems and digital
certification of forest resources play a key role. Its goal is not to expand resource expansion, but to
restrain the behavior of regional competitors by establishing technical standards that indirectly shape
the rules of access to international markets. The dependence of the effectiveness of this model on the
voluntary adoption of technological norms by other states simultaneously limits its influence outside
the framework of alliance structures.

Countries of the Global South operate within the framework of asymmetric dependence, where
access to climate finance is determined by participation in externally formed regulatory mechanisms, in
particular REDD+. Forest resources in this case become an instrument of negotiated access to capital,
but the lack of influence on the formation of rules consolidates their position as objects, rather than
subjects, of global regulation.

As aresult, competition for forest resources manifests itself as a struggle for control over the rules
of their use, where each actor tries to turn environmental tools into mechanisms of political influence,
while simultaneously facing limitations imposed by its own behavioral model and/or the conjuncture
of modern geopolitical competition.

An extended analysis of the strategies of the main geopolitical actors in the competition for forest
resources allows not only to outline the tools for their use, but also to group states depending on the
nature of the involvement of forest potential in achieving geopolitical goals. In this context, it is advisable
to distinguish four groups of actors. The first group includes actors who have significant forest
resources, clearly formulated geopolitical ambitions and actively use these resources as a tool of
influence, ignoring or bypassing any external (regulatory and other) restrictions. At the same time, the
very presence of such restrictions (for example, environmental standards for logging) are used by these
actors as an opportunity for geopolitical maneuver - in particular, blackmailing other foreign policy
players by failing to comply with these rules, which will lead to environmental and economic
consequences unacceptable to these players. First of all, this concerns Russia and China. They are
characterized by the integration of forest potential into broader strategies of geoeconomics and political
influence - from the manipulation of climate standards to the direct use of forest resources in
international investment and infrastructure projects. Such behavior indicates a desire to strengthen
their own positions in the geopolitical arena through the use of forest resources as an element of
influence on other (less influential and more resource-dependent) geopolitical actors and/or bargaining
with key geopolitical opponents.

The second group consists of actors who also have significant resource potential and have
geopolitical interests, but are forced to take into account institutional and regulatory constraints. A
prominent representative of this group is the USA. In this case, the use of forest resources is more
indirect and is implemented through the formation of climate regulation rules, the development of
carbon markets and technological tools. At the same time, domestic political factors and international
obligations constrain the possibility of direct use of resources as a means of geopolitical influence.

The third group includes actors who have sufficient resource potential, but do not consider it as
an important tool of geopolitical competition. These are the EU, Canada and Japan. Their policy is
focused mainly on the development of environmental standards, technologies and international
cooperation. In this approach, forest resources serve as a tool of environmental diplomacy and
participation in overcoming global problems, rather than a means of direct influence on other
geopolitical actors. The fourth group is formed by actors who own forest resources and have certain
geopolitical interests, but are unable to fully realize them due to their economic and political
vulnerability. These are, first of all, countries of the Global South, such as Brazil and Mexico. In their case,
forest resources are more often used as an argument in negotiations for obtaining financial support or
access to international programs, rather than as an independent tool of influence.

Thus, the proposed division shows that not only the amount of resources is decisive, but also the
ability of states to use them as a tool for achieving geopolitical goals. At the same time, the presence of
these goals plays a key role here, as do, in fact, the “red lines” (restrictions) on their achievement. It is in
the analysis of these geopolitical ambitions of key geopolitical actors, as well as the restrictions that
restrain them from realizing these ambitions that the prospect of further scientific exploration lies.
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6. Conclusions

The results of the study confirm that in the conditions of modern global transformations, forest
resources are gradually going beyond the limits of purely economic importance and are acquiring a
distinct geopolitical dimension. They are becoming an instrument of influence on the distribution of
financial flows, access to resources and the formation of international regulatory rules that determine
the architecture of the geopolitical situation. It has been established that the geopolitical motivation of
key actors in the use of forest resources is determined not by environmental priorities, but by the logic
of the struggle for influence and strategic advantages. The United States seeks to maintain the role of
the architect of the global climate order, since control over the rules of carbon markets provides an
indirect influence on the economic behavior of other states without direct coercion. China uses forest
and climate mechanisms to structurally expand its presence in the countries of the Global South -
forming financial dependencies, which over time are converted into political loyalty and weakening the
positions of the West. Russia, without building its own climate architecture, is turning forest resources
and carbon schemes into geopolitical currency, which it uses to pay for the easing of sanctions pressure
and support for its own foreign policy ambitions - primarily the continuation of armed aggression in
Ukraine. The EU, Canada and Japan, in turn, demonstrate that compliance with environmental norms is
both a source of normative influence and a structural constraint that narrows their geopolitical
maneuver compared to actors who ignore such constraints. It has been confirmed that the geopolitical
behavior of each actor in the field of forest resources is subordinated to its broader foreign policy goals
and is a reflection of the general logic of its presence on the international arena. Those who put
geopolitical expansion above environmental obligations receive additional instruments of influence -
financial, resource and diplomatic. Those who comply with the norms gain legitimacy and access to
regulated markets, but lose flexibility. This asymmetry is the key result of the study: the global climate
architecture does not eliminate geopolitical competition for forests, but only changes its form -
transferring the struggle from the field of direct resource control to the field of norm-setting, verification
and access to financial flows.

As a result, various models of geopolitical behavior of key actors are formed, which can be
conditionally grouped by the level of activity in using forest resources as an instrument of geopolitical
strategy: from high (Russia, China) and limited-high (USA), to moderate (EU, Canada, Japan) and low
(some countries of the Global South).

Thus, forest resources appear not only as an element of the natural environment, but as an
important factor of modern geopolitical competition, where the decisive factor is not the resource itself,
but the ability to influence its capabilities to achieve geopolitical goals.

Thus, forest resources are one of the main tools for achieving strategic geopolitical goals by key
actors of world politics, and therefore a factor of geopolitical competition.

The prospects for further research should be linked to the possibility of their use for modeling the
geopolitical behavior of key actors in international politics. Another important direction is the
development of integrated methodological approaches to the analysis of the geopolitical value of forest
resources as a component of natural capital, combining economic, environmental, and political
parameters.
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