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The National Trust for Scotland (the Trust) welcomes this opportunity to 
comment on this consultation on forestry provisions in the current Climate 
Change Bill.  The main comments are set out below under Consultation 
Questions as set out in the Consultation Proposal. 
 
Introductory Comments 
The Trust’s comments are informed by both its role as the conservation 
charity that protects and promotes Scotland’s natural and cultural heritage and 
its roles as property owner and woodland manager. 
 
We recognise that climate change targets and increases in woodland cover 
have been included in national strategies on Climate Change and Forestry 
and in principle see merit in looking at how all sectors can make greater 
contribution to tackling climate change.  The Trust has considerable concerns 
though about some of the proposals contained in the Consultation Paper and 
the way they are set out without adequate supporting information. 
 
As a result the consequences and merits of the proposals cannot be 
adequately assessed and we see potential disadavantages and risk from the 
public perspective which we consider below.  We also note that despite the 
new importance given to woodland expansion and concern for climate change 
at present only 6500 hectares of grant aided woodland on average is being 
created per year compared with some 14500 hectares in the 1980’s (Figure 4 
: Grant aided woodland creation over the last 40 years - ‘Discussion Paper on 
Woodlands Expansion in Scotland’ June 2008). 
 
The rest of this letter gives the Trust’s responses to the specific questions 
raised in the call for written evidence. 
 
Consultation Questions 
The key points the Trust wishes to comment on are: 
 
Q 1: What are your views on allowing the Forestry Commission Scotland 
(FCS) to enter into joint ventures, with the intention of participating in 
renewable energy programmes on the national forest estate? 
FCS already undertakes joint ventures for renewable energy projects.  The 
arrangements for any new joint venture are not clear and are set out in only 
the very broadest terms.  However it is our understanding that there could be 
potential from joint ventures for FCS to offer greater added value, develop its 
project management expertise, increase its revenues and expand community 
engagement.  The Trust would be in support of further consideration being 
given to enabling FCS to carry out more joint ventures including those for 



renewable energy generation as long as these follow appropriate planning 
and environmental assessment procedures, are located and sited 
appropriately with safeguards being met for landscape and other aspects of 
natural and cultural heritage. 
 
Q 2. What are your views on allowing Scottish Ministers and the Forestry 
Commissioners to offer leases and cutting rights over parts of the 
national forest estate? 
The Trust is concerned that little detail is offered to support the figure for 
additional income, which seems small in relation to the cost of renewable 
energy generation development, nor for justifications for the scale and time 
spans under consideration.  The potential for the removal of such large areas 
of land for such a long time could erode the concept and the operation of a 
‘national forest estate’.  The Trust does not see adequate evidence that the 
changes proposed will bring the degree of benefit suggested nor that there 
has been any analysis of the risks that there may be for sensitive landscapes, 
protected woodlands, the public interest or for the operations of the FCS.  
FCS currently takes a strong lead in delivery for most woodland Biodiversity 
Action Plan priority habitats and species and has done much to develop its 
remit in relation to cultural heritage issues including protection of 
archaeological remains, historic but unlisted buildings, public access and 
recreational uses.  These broader yet important sustainable activities might be 
put at risk. 
 
Q 3. What are your views on (i) transferring the proceeds from leases 
and cutting rights to a not-for profit trust, for investment in woodland 
creation; (ii) transferring the landlords interest in this land to a not-for 
profit trust; and (iii)  Ministers stipulating the constitution for such a not-
for profit trust. 
The Trust has concerns that transferring leases away from FCS would reduce 
its income, especially as these are to take place over areas where ‘the timber 
production element is dominant’.  A not-for profit Trust, as a new and 
additional organisation rather than one that already exists with other income 
streams, would have to offset its own and additional set-up, management and 
public duty costs against income that might have accrued to FCS.  This could 
mean FCS would receive less than it currently does from such leases and so 
have less to spend on the rest of the estate, weakening its strategic position, 
eroding the quality of management, losing its expertise and so reducing the 
delivery of public benefits, even those directed towards climate change. 
 
It is also disappointing then that no consideration or assurances have been 
made about the sort of conditions for such transfers or leases.  No reference 
is made to requirements to address planning, environmental assessment and 
consultation procedures, to carry out new forestry to UKWAS certification, to 
meet forestry ‘best practice’ standards, to provide a range of public benefits 
like access, amenity, educational and employment benefits, co-ordinated 
network creation with FCS and others, biodiversity improvements and respect 
for Scotland’s species.  Lease conditions and arrangements may bring further 
loss of income due to a need for independent monitoring of performance. 
 



The not-for profit trust is to be constituted to reflect the ‘public interest’ and 
‘appropriate objectives and arrangements’ but the consultation should have 
been more explicit, for example, about aims for sustainable woodland 
activities, the sort of provision for public benefits and the involvement of local 
communities. 
 
Q 4. Are there other actions which need to be taken, or are there other 
changes in legislation which need to be made, in order to allow the 
public and private forestry sector to contribute to Scotland’s target of 
reducing emissions by 80% by 2050. If so please outline what these are. 
The Trust recognises that the primary focus in the Climate Change and 
Sustainable Development Strategies is on reducing CO2 emissions from 
buildings and transport through energy efficiency and the development of 
alternatives to carbon based energy systems.    As a step to interpreting and 
addressing these aims the Trust supports calls for an explicit duty towards 
Sustainable Development for all public bodies. 
 
The ability of the forestry sector to contribute to Scotland’s targets then needs 
to be viewed against such a perspective and balanced against a range of 
public benefits including enhancement of the natural and cultural heritage.  
We understand there are best practice and low impact silviculture systems 
that can contribute to emissions reduction and ways should be explored on 
how to promote these as standards across the whole industry. 
 
The Trust has also pointed out in a previous consultation response on 
Woodland Expansion that there is a need for better understanding of the 
balance between the release of carbon from different soil types and the 
amount of carbon sequestration achievable by woodland growth.  If cyclical 
cropping is encouraged then the benefits of sequestration will be 
consequently limited. 
 
For the avoidance of doubt the Trust is happy that these views be made 
available to the public.  We would be grateful to be kept informed of progress 
in this matter and for a copy of the proposed consultation report and of the 
Report to Ministers.  In view of the urgency in considerations on the Climate 
Change Bill we are offering similar comments to the Clerk of the Rural Affairs 
Committee and to SPICe.  I hope that this response will be helpful.  Please 
contact me if any of my colleagues or I might be able to provide any additional 
information or clarification. 
 
 
The National Trust for Scotland 
29 January 2009 
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