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Abstract

A Legal Study on Forest Carbon Offsets

So, Jae-Seon* Lee, Chang-Kyu**
67)

There is a way to use the forest as a way to build a low-carbon society. Forests 
as a carbon dioxide sink to offset each other. Forest reducing greenhouse gas carbon 
dioxide through carbon reduction is recognized. Recent Act on Low Carbon Green 
Growth was enacted in accordance with the Forest carbon sinks law. Forest carbon 
sinks law to achieve the realization of a low-carbon society and government to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Forest carbon offset projects will establish a 
connection to the activity of carbon offset companies and people. Forest carbon 
sinks law enforcement through the forest before the greenhouse gas emission 
reduction projects were being implemented. Carbon reduction projects that have 
not been done, it did not have the people that can actually take advantage of 
the program. In this study, forest carbon offset reduction performance based carbon 
sinks law and social contribution type to suggest the drafting of implementing 
measures. Reduction performance forest carbon offset scheme, which is based on 
the participation of companies, and credit issuance and management guided to a 
legally binding. Substantial carbon offsetting business purposes, operating a 
business, and the main target is developed on the premise that the forest carbon 
offset standard tree planting, forest management, biomass and wood utilization, 
forest conservation content. Social contribution type forest carbon offset scheme 
can be operated by the executor Center system and operations management, provide 
guidance to government agencies, forest carbon offset verification agency.
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