
RURAL AFFAIRS AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 
 

CLIMATE CHANGE (SCOTLAND) BILL 
 

SUBMISSION FROM ICF 
 

The Institute of Chartered Foresters (ICF) appreciates the opportunity to 
comment to the committee on the forestry proposals under section 47 of the 
Climate change (Scotland) Bill. 
 
ICF is the only Chartered Institute for forestry and arboriculture in the UK.  Its 
members work in all aspects of forestry and forest management in both 
Forestry Commission Scotland (FCS) and the private sector. 
 
ICF strongly supports (a) powers for FCS to enter into joint ventures with 
developers on forestry land.  ICF notes (b) that powers are also sought to 
lease cutting rights to more commercial parts of the national forest estate.  
Leases whether for forests or cutting rights raise a number of issues which as 
yet have not been clarified. 
 
ICF would in general wish to see some constraints on overall enabling powers 
to Ministers, to safeguard forestry and forest resources in Scotland. 
 
Turning now to the specific questions:- 
 
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? 
 
Yes, given resources.  FCS could increase new planting along with 
management of existing forests.  It could also support the private sector in 
doing so. (It should be noted that there has not been a grant scheme for two 
years and the new SRDP scheme is both bureaucratic and difficult to 
operate). 
 
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 green house gas emissions and 
climate change? 
 
Answer: (i) Joint Ventures would be beneficial and allow for innovation.  It 
would also create significant resources to the benefit of Question (1) above.  
(ii) Leases are proposed for 25% of Forestry Commission Scotland estate 
which equates to approximately 33% of FCS income.  This will increase 
Forestry Commission Scotland unit costs.  If these are 75 year leases they will 
be expensive to monitor and will create inflexibility for the future.  Roll over of 
leases or sale may result. 
 



3.  Do you envisage any implications for nature conservation, biodiversity or 
recreational interests from the two proposals and if so, what are they? 
 
No, provided the lessee is compelled to subscribe to the UK Forestry 
Standard, and any future amendments to it, an acceptable minimum level 
multipurpose management would be maintained. 
 
4.  Do you believe there are any implications for rural employment from the 
two proposals and, if so, what are they? 
 
Forestry provides significant jobs in rural Scotland and in sawmills and 
processing plants.  (The saw milling sector is one of the most efficient in 
Europe). 
Joint Ventures can only be beneficial in employment terms since they 
stimulate activity.  However, leases of forested land/cutting rights to others 
would reduce the FCS holdings significantly and increase its unit costs.  It 
could mean the loss of regular timber contracts to the timber trade, thus 
reducing employment and risking investments made or planned by the timber 
trade.  The Forestry Commission has been and remains crucial in making 
available steady flows of timber to saw millers and processors. 
 
5.  Do you have any other views on these two proposals from the 
Government? 
 
Proposals for leasing/cutting rights have so far been without detail or 
consideration of the many issues that could arise.  This is a matter of concern.  
ICF would be ready to discuss these further. 
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