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There is concern over the Governments proposal to create long term leases 
over Forestry Commission land. There are other ways of providing resources 
for forestry in Scotland, through joint ventures and grant schemes .This last 
has been lacking for the last 2 years. The government's proposals give no 
security on whether cash from leases would remain with the Commission and 
in forestry.   The proposal would fragment the Forestry Commission and 
create inflexibility for the future. The Forestry Commission has been and 
continues to be central to the development of the forest industry in Scotland 
 
1.  Do you envisage that the Forestry Commission could play a greater role 
than it does at present in reducing greenhouse gas emissions or in alleviating 
or responding to the effects of climate change?  If so, what suggestions would 
you make? 
 
Answer:  Yes 
The Forestry Commission given the resources could increase the planting of 
new productive woodlands and enhance the management of existing ones by 
themselves and the private sector. 
Such woodland can be used in construction and the making of other artefacts 
which use less energy than other building materials and store carbon. 
 
The proposals to plant 10,000ha per annum should be at least two thirds 
productive species.  It should be recognised that new planting has decreased 
over the last 10 years and that wind farm developments have resulted in 
significant cutting of woodlands thus reducing our national resources. 
 
2.  Do you consider that either of the Government's consultation proposals (on 
entering into joint ventures and on leasing cutting rights) would enhance the 
Forestry Commission's role in dealing with greenhouse gas emissions and 
climate change? 
 
Answer:  The joint venture proposals should be supported, always provided 
that the income remains with the Forestry Commission and is used for forestry 
and forestry support (planting and management); thus increasing productive 
woodlands for carbon benefits. 
 
The leasing/ cutting rights should not be supported.  The removal of 25% of 
the Forestry Commissions productive woodland (33% of income) would 
fragment our national forest and would increase the Commissions unit costs 
and threaten resources for research which benefits the whole forestry sector.  
There would be significant cost of setting up leases and monitoring them. 



75 year leases have been proposed, this is not related to rotation length.  
Tenants would therefore be required to manage woodlands they had 
replanted, and would not harvest and wish for extensions or sale.  It would in 
practice be privatisation. 
 
There are proposals that there should be one, or possibly two tenants.  Unlike 
FC, a tenant might 'mothball' potential timber supplies at times of lower prices 
thus disrupting the supply chain.  Such tenants would be unlikely to enter into 
long term contracts (LTC).  Saw millers would then be reluctant to invest.  
(They are currently regarded as among the most efficient saw millers in 
Europe). There would also be job losses.  None of this would be beneficial for 
carbon storage. 
 
3.  Do you envisage any implications for nature conservation, biodiversity or 
recreational interests from the two proposals and if so, what are they? 
 
Answer:  No, provided the UK forestry standard applies. 
 
4.  Do you believe there are any implication for rural employment from the two 
proposals and, if so, what are they? 
 
Answer:  Joint ventures could create new jobs.  Land easing proposals would 
result in the loss of expertise with the loss of jobs in FC.  The affect of loss of 
confidence by the timber industry could result in job losses and a slow down in 
sawmilling investment. 
 
5.  Do you have any other views on these two proposals from the 
Government? 
 
Answer:  Continue to progress joint ventures on the basis that cash realised 
would remain in the forestry sector (FC and private sector)/ 
 
I am happy to discuss these matters in more detail 
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