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The Forestry Commission was established in 1919 with the purpose of 
increasing Great Britain's forest cover. With pressure on limited timber 
reserves during the First and Second World Wars the main aim of the 
afforestation programme the Commission was charged with was to provide a 
strategic reserve of timber. 
 
When Great Britain developed a nuclear deterrent the need for a strategic 
reserve of timber was removed, but the demand for forests remained due to 
new objectives. Scotland has always contributed significantly to the total 
coverage of British forestry and the national forest estate has adapted to meet 
new objectives while steadily increasing in area.  The Forestry Commission's 
role has seen it respond to changing demands; health, recreation, 
environment, education and landscape benefits have been embraced by the 
organisation. 
 
Throughout these changing objectives the Forestry Commission has been 
able to adapt because of the huge variety of forest and habitat types that 
comprise the national forest estate. The diversity of our forests has provided 
the steady foundation to adapt to changing demands and only through 
maintaining control over the entire forest estate will the Forestry Commission 
be able to provide the sort of forests that will have the flexibility to respond to 
current forest objectives such as reducing climate change and those of the 
future, as yet unknown. This is the essence of sustainability. 
 
The process of forest expansion has not been achieved without mistakes; 
huge public backlash resulted across Scotland from the planting of the 'Flow 
Country', with negative habitat consequences. Against the spectre of the Flow 
Country afforestation the Forestry Commission has striven to regain public 
support. Faced with a public highly in-tune with environmental issues 
improving its public image has been a long process with huge developments 
made in environmental habitat creation and recreation provision. 
 
Maintaining the versatility of forestry to respond to changing forest objectives 
is not a case of dogmatically maintaining 'risk adverse' management.  It is a 
case of safeguarding a resource that has taken nearly a century to establish 
since the founding of the Forestry Commission. A resource that has been hard 
won and achieved through large public investment on behalf of the people of 
Scotland and that through its current size and diversity has the flexibility to 
adapt to our changing needs. 
 
Leasing the most productive components of the national forest estate in 



Scotland will threaten the security of sustainable management provided by the 
Forestry Commission.  The leasing proposal has the potential to be another 
'Flow Country' disaster with all the associated political fallout for comparatively 
little economic gain. 
 
The people of Scotland to whom the national forest estate belongs have the 
right to a forest reserve that is safeguarded in perpetuity to provide them with 
the multitude of objectives they place on this vital resource.  This is too great 
an asset to risk putting under control of commercial companies that are solely 
motivated by profit, not the needs of the Scottish people.  Entering into leased 
cutting rights would not enhance the Forestry Commission's role in alleviating 
climate change and the political, financial and environmental repercussions of 
so doing would be negative. 
 
Best practice standards exist to which all forests in Scotland should be 
managed in order to achieve recognised certification. However, achieving 
exceptional standards for environmental and recreation management above 
minimum certification criteria is where the Forestry Commission have set their 
standard, delivering world class public access and environmental 
management for Scotland. 
 
All this is at risk if the Forestry Commission loses the revenue from the most 
productive 25% of the national forest estate. There is no guarantee that 
revenue for the proposed leasing scheme will be used for future afforestation 
and while many climate change reduction initiatives may be supported by the 
anticipated revenue this is no substitute for our existing safeguarded tangible 
forest asset. 
 
Leasing the most profitable of the nations forests to private companies would 
place huge economic power in their hands with no safeguards for the timber 
processing sector which the Forestry Commission has always safeguarded by 
maintaining the flow of timber despite poor prices.  The strategy of any 
company set on maximising the financial benefit of forestry assets would be to 
halt timber production during depressed timber prices with terrible 
consequences for the forestry harvesting and processing industries. These 
industries are vital for rural employment. The consequences for rural 
employment and resulting political backlash should not be underestimated in a 
nation where resentment for historical injustice to the rural population still 
resound. 
 
For nearly one hundred years the Forestry Commission has been the 
custodian of the national forest estate in Scotland.  The proposals of the 
Climate Change (Scotland) Bill allowing leasing of this most valuable asset 
risk failing the people of Scotland and Great Britain, and compromising the 
sustainability of forestry in this country for the next century. 
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