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The Forestry Commission Trade Unions (FCTU) have submitted a full 
response to the Consultation on the Scottish Climate Change Bill, but we aim 
in this response to focus on the five questions posed in the Questions for 
Consultees from the Committee and have answered them in the order set out. 
 
Question 1.   Greater role for Forestry Commission Scotland (FCS) 
 
FCS has built up a significant capital asset from the funds allocated by 
Government over its 90 year history and it has already started to use this 
asset to contribute to Climate Change planting targets.   There is scope to do 
more on this.   The current programme known as ‘Repositioning’ is to raise 
£15m per year over the three years of the Public Expenditure round from 
2007-8 to 2009-10.   This is focussed on areas of forest which contribute least 
to the aims of the 2006 Scottish Forestry Strategy (SFS).   The money has 
then been used to acquire new planting land in areas closer to communities or 
where planting can contribute to the 10,000ha target for Scotland. 
 
The key aspect to selection of these sites is that it considers all three of the 
legs of sustainability – economic, social and environmental.   It is only when a 
scoring system shows low values in all of these, that they are considered for 
sale.   The impact on staff is minimal as sales are dispersed around Scotland 
and there is no element of flooding a market.   At the moment, the investment 
market in woodland is good and prices realised meet expectations. 
 
Question 2.  Effects of Joint Ventures and Leasing on FCS role in climate 
change. 
 
Joint ventures have been widely accepted as allowing added value to the role 
of FCS.   While they can only lease land for non-forestry purposes at present, 
this provision in the bill will generate greater opportunities for FCS to facilitate 
developments, particularly in wind and hydro power generation.   Initial survey 
of the FCS estate has shown great potential and income from this should flow 
in the period about 5-10 years from now. 
 
Leasing as presented by the Consultation document has been widely 
condemned by the public and is opposed very strongly by the Trade Unions.   
It considers only the economic aspect of sustainability and fails to recognise 
the added value of FCS staff in areas where the environment has less natural 
attractions for environment and tourism.   Considerable staff resource and 
funding has been put into remote rural areas such as the Galloway Forest 
Park by such ventures as the 7Stanes Mountain Biking facilities. 
 
Question 3 Implications for Nature Conservation or biodiversity. 
 



Joint ventures could release funds for additional planting and if this is the right 
trees in the right place, as set out in the SFS, could have great benefits for the 
environment, with protection of peatlands and other Priority Habitat Types 
currently under threat from over- grazing, opportunities for expansion of native 
woodlands and increased development of the woodland environment which 
has been so successful in allowing parts of Perthshire to be badged as ‘Big 
Tree Country’ 
 
With respect to tourism, the success of the Joint Venture between FCS and 
the Caravan and Camping Club GB in creating ‘Forest Holidays’ has shown 
the potential for this provision to be added to future Scottish legislation not 
linked purely to Climate Change. 
 
Question 4 Implications for Rural Employment. 
 
There is provision under the National Forest Land Scheme (NFLS) for 
communities to buy areas of FCS land, but this means many small 
communities cannot consider this option due to the large sums of capital they 
would have to raise.   A better option would be to allow them to enter into Joint 
Ventures with FCS to lease the land or work in partnership with FCS to 
generate local employment opportunities.   Heat generation from woodfuel is a 
particularly good example, with the necessity to increase the use of local 
sources of fuel and Combined Heat and Power schemes.   The reduction in 
transport on fragile rural roads would be of particular benefit.   Leasing as 
proposed at present will take this opportunity away from some of the most 
remote communities as the private manager is unlikely to have the same 
public benefit priorities as FCS. 
 
Question 5 Other views. 
 
We have set out our views above and welcome the opportunity to subject 
these to questioning by the Committee and expand on the detail on 11th 
February.  
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