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As a retired forester who spent all his career in the private sector I am pleased 
to have the opportunity to comment on the proposals on forestry in the 
Climate Change (Scotland) Bill and do so as follows on the five questions 
posed:- 
 
1. In so far as it is believed that the growing of trees – although some doubt 
the efficacy of the growing of conifers in Northern latitudes for this purpose – 
help to lock up carbon then I have no objection to the F.C. expanding its 
planting programmes but suggest greater emphasis should be given to 
growing timber producing hardwoods which will help to reduce our reliance on 
importing timber especially from rain forest areas. In this connection I would 
draw the committee’s attention to the recently announced research to be 
undertaken by the University of Edinburgh into the precise locations of where 
carbon is being produced and released into the atmosphere. 
 
2. I am totally opposed to the egregious proposal to lease out 25% of the 
F.C.’s most productive forest to the private sector – the ‘boring’ parts  
according to Mike Russell,  the Environment Minister, in a recent contribution 
to the Scotsman. (It is alarming to learn how the Scottish Government view 
commercial activity). My reasons are as follows:- 
  a) I have no confidence that the timber areas leased will not be undervalued 
– most of the State assets which have been disposed of to date have been 
grossly under valued. 
  b)  The highly successful wood utilisation industry – sawmills, pulpmills, and 
board mills – rely heavily  on continuous supplies which the F.C. is able to 
provide; The private sector will not do likewise as is evident at the present 
time when timber prices are so low. 
  c) It is argued by the critics of the F.C. that they require a substantial subsidy 
from the taxpayers. I suggest that if 25% of their commercial forest is removed 
they will in effect become more indebted. 
 
3. Some of the most productive / profitable conifer forests on the West of 
Scotland are also popular and important to the local tourist industry. There is 
absolutely no doubt that the F.C. has a more open door policy than the private 
sector and even when they are welcoming it is usually because they have 
been well rewarded by the public purse. 
 
4. In fact the F.C. does not presently have as good a record in employing 
‘workers’ as previously with much of the work now being done by contractors 
but there is no evidence to support the view that the private sector will do any 
better. In the past the F.C. was the main source of training for foresters and 
workers for the forest industry and it is to them that the private sector owes its 
awareness of and support for conservation, biodiversity and health and safety. 
 



5. The F.C. have over the past 90 years built up one of the most successful 
publicly owned industries in the World and the Scottish Parliament earns no 
credit in attempting to plunder their success for its ill thought out schemes to 
justify it bankrupt energy policies. 
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