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Respondent form

Respondents wishing to submit evidence should use this respondent form. It is essential that
submissions are properly evidenced and concise, highlighting the key issues as they pertain to the
consultation questions. Peer reviewed science is important, but other forms of evidence will be
considered, including (but not limited to) internal reports, grey literature or photos (georeferenced and
dated). Respondents should refrain from submitting full-scale reports in their entirety but include
relevant conclusions in their written response with references to the full report.

We do not expect that all respondents will submit answers to all questions, and you may wish to
confine your response to a single section. Each answer should be no longer than 500 words, and some
may be very short. Please send any additional evidence as an email attachment.

Please return your completed respondent form to tree@therse.org.uk by 23:59 on Monday, 5
December 2022.

Definitions

There are several different terms used for tree planting. Thus, within the context of this Inquiry and
subsequent report, we will use Commercial Forestry to cover tree planting that is wholly or in part
intended for harvesting (some refer to this as productive forestry), and Woodland to cover tree planting
that is intended to remain as such for the long term. For consistency, we should be grateful if you would
retain this same terminology in your submission.


mailto:tree@therse.org.uk

Personal details:

Are you responding on behalf of:
Ul An individual

An organisation

Full name or organisation’s name:

Butterfly Conservation

Email address:

Phone number:

Address:

| consent to my or my organisation’s response being published or referenced:

Yes
] Yes, with no direct attribution (i.e. anonymously)
O No

Please note the RSE will handle and store your personal information in accordance with our
organisational Privacy Policy:
https://rse.org.uk/about-us/our-policies-and-corporate-information/privacy-policy/

Intr tion

Butterfly Conservation is the UK charity dedicated to saving butterflies, moths and our natural
environment. Founded in 1968, we are a leading authority on the conservation of these
beautiful creatures — key indicators of a healthy ecosystem.

Half of the UK’s butterflies are now listed as endangered. To combat this we are taking bold,
imaginative steps to conserve our butterflies and moths. We are helping to restore biodiversity,
mitigating the climate crisis, and rebuilding the vital kinship between people and the natural
world.

We choose a positive future, where land use is more sustainable, where we have recovered
populations of threatened species and restored abundant nature, where butterflies and moths
thrive alongside people. By doing this we seek to connect people to nature.


https://rse.org.uk/about-us/our-policies-and-corporate-information/privacy-policy/

Evidence request

We consider that the desired public benefits from tree planting comprise timber production, carbon
sequestration, biodiversity enhancement, recreation, water management and reduction in air pollution,
together with economic and social community benefits.

We seek to establish the extent to which current practices are delivering these benefits, how far they
represent good public value in the short and long term, and what more, if anything, could be done to
improve public benefits in tackling the climate-nature crisis and the economic and social well-being of
resident communities by tree planting, woodland and commercial forest management.

Carbon sequestration

Question 2. Scottish Government has set targets for reductions in greenhouse gas emissions of 75% by
2030 and 100% by 2045 and placed commitments for woodland and commercial forestry expansion in
this context. What evidence is there that current practices will ensure that all newly planted woodland
will be a net sink over this period, taking account of both above- and below-ground carbon? What
impact will the time lag for carbon capture of new plantings and the harvesting of previously planted
commercial forestry have on meeting the targets? [500 words]

Response:

Carbon sequestration of trees is complex, affected by the species, the underlying soil and the
management of the habitat. There remains a lack of evidence about carbon sequestration in
tree planting across a range of habitats and soils and an even greater lack of evidence of
carbon sequestration in other habitats such as species-rich grassland.

Despite often being centre stage in the fight to reduce emissions, afforestation is a relatively
unreliable means of permanently sequestering atmospheric carbon. While mature trees do
capture and store large quantities of carbon in their biomass, it takes a long time for a tree to
grow sufficiently to achieve this potential. This is demonstrated by the fact that ancient and
long-established woodlands hold 36% of carbon stored by UK woodland, despite representing
less than 25% of woods (Woodland Trust 2021). Soil type and existing land use also have a
considerable influence over the ultimate carbon balance of a woodland creation project.
Research has shown that intensive tree planting over organic soils in Scotland can lead to loss
of soil carbon that, even decades later, is not compensated for by the above-ground carbon
stored in the tree’s biomass (Friggens et al 2020). Therefore, even if woodland creation
projects are held to high and specific standards, there is little evidence to suggest that Scottish
woodlands will be a net sink as early as 2045.

The carbon locked away in a tree’s above ground biomass is an unstable form of carbon -
vulnerable to fire, disease and a plethora of other potential threats resulting from a changing
climate, which can ultimately release it back into the atmosphere through combustion or decay.
Although trees planted for timber with a long-term structural use will store carbon longer than
plantations grown for wood fuel, processing a tree into lumber reduces roughly half of the
biomass to sawdust or woodchip, which is then burned or allowed to decompose. Worse still, a
large proportion of plantation wood is now burned for biomass boilers, a process which
immediately releases carbon back into the atmosphere, effectively nullifying the environmental
benefits of growing the trees. Consequently, any short rotation coppice and rotational
commercial forestry plantations will fail to deliver on net zero objectives in the long term.

This all means that the act of planting the trees is not enough in itself, woodlands need to be
carefully designed and then effectively managed for several decades before they can begin
compensating for present day carbon expenditure. Trees planted to restore woodland habitats



and provide valuable resources for wildlife have longevity and a higher carbon retention
capacity than trees planted for commercial forestry operations, but by comparison, soil
sequestration, whereby atmospheric carbon is drawn into the earth via regenerative agriculture
or open habitat restoration (grasslands, peatlands etc.), creates a much more stable form of
carbon, which can remain locked away below ground for hundreds of years. Despite this,
grasslands are often overlooked as valuable carbon stores and aren’t widely recognised as the
necessary allies that they are in our fight to reach net zero.

Grassland and peatland protection and restoration should be promoted alongside woodland
expansion, as both present stable, long-term carbon stores and biodiversity rich, nature-based
solutions. Our grasslands store over 30% of UK terrestrial topsoil carbon stock, and diverse,
semi natural grasslands store more carbon than agriculturally improved pasture or arable land.
Despite this, 97% of species-rich grasslands has been lost in the UK. Failing to protect and
restore these habitats will be a missed opportunity to deliver on nature positive, carbon
negative objectives.

Soils hold 75% of UK forest carbon and play a crucial role in climate change mitigation. (Soil
Association 2022) As such, reducing soil disturbance is crucial and implementing less intensive
silvicultural systems will be necessary if Scotland hopes to meet national targets for emissions
reductions.

Woodland Trust (2021); State of the UK’s Woods and Trees. State of the UK's Woods and Trees -
Woodland Trust

Friggens, N. L., Hester, A. J., Mitchell, R. J., Parker, T. C., Subke, J. A., & Wookey, P. A. (2020). Tree
planting in organic soils does not result in net carbon sequestration on decadal timescales. Global
Change Biology, 26(9), 5178-5188.

Crane, E. (2020). Woodlands for climate and nature: A review of woodland planting and management
approaches in the UK for climate change mitigation and biodiversity conservation. Report to the RSPB.

Soil Association (2022) Regenerative Forestry.
https://www.soilassociation.org/causes-campaigns/regenerative-forestry/

Question 3. Are the current carbon sequestration requirements specified by the Woodland Carbon
Code and UK Forestry Standard delivering their objectives?* [500 words]

Response:

The Woodland Carbon Code does not currently factor in the carbon emissions associated with
a tree’s end use into their calculations for a woodland’s carbon storage capacity. This glaring
oversight needs rapid amendment in order to prevent inappropriate tree planting under the
guise of carbon neutrality. Not including this as a requirement will undermine the Woodland
Carbon Code’s ability to deliver on its net zero objectives.

The amount of carbon a new woodland can sequester to fight climate change depends heavily
upon the complex interaction between tree species, growth rate, management system and soil
type. For example, planting stocking trees on peat results in substantial net carbon emissions
from the disturbed ground. Equally, afforestation of pastures leads to loss of soil carbon
through planting disturbance, soil dehydration from the roots, and soil priming. The Woodland

! We recognise that the Woodland Forestry Standard is currently under revision, with an updated version due to
be introduced by the end of 2022/2023. Practice indicates the existing Standard (published in 2017) should be
followed until that time.


https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/state-of-uk-woods-and-trees/
https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/state-of-uk-woods-and-trees/
https://www.soilassociation.org/causes-campaigns/regenerative-forestry/
https://woodlandcarboncode.org.uk/
https://woodlandcarboncode.org.uk/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-uk-forestry-standard

Carbon Code currently fails to consider these carbon expenses in their balance calculations.
Although this level of detail is difficult to quantify, it must be included within calculations if we
are to develop a realistic picture of the carbon balance of woodland and commercial forestry
expansion. Failing to factor in all routes by which carbon is emitted within projects under the
Woodland Carbon Code will impede offsetting projects from guaranteeing carbon negativity

and increases the potential for green washing.

Language within the UKFS should be strengthened to make sure adhering to the standards
requires consideration of and contribution towards the biodiversity crises in parallel with the
climate crisis.

Objectives within both the Woodland Carbon Code and UKFS should reflect and further the UK
Government’s net zero by 2050 target, international climate commitments made at COP26,
and international biodiversity commitments made at CBD COP15.

The legal and good forestry practice requirements outlined within the UKFS objectives must
acknowledge that different locations and woodland types require different management
approaches, and make it clear that biodiverse woodlands are the most resilient woodlands.
Both the Woodland Carbon Code and UK Forestry Standards need to ensure that new forests
are established with careful thought for their location and composition. Fragile soils and other
priority habitats must be avoided and protected.

Permanent grasslands store carbon below ground and, due to their large coverage, they hold a
considerable proportion of the UK carbon stock. This is a highly secure form of carbon storage
which is not vulnerable to the loss of carbon through fire, disease or harvesting in comparison
to woodland. These habitats are equally in need of restoration and expansion, but are often
overlooked compared to high-profile woodland. The Woodland Carbon Code should be
reviewed to reflect the ecological importance of grasslands, embedding a mechanism to
protect these valuable carbon rich habitats from inappropriate tree planting, and the Farm Soils
Carbon Code should be developed with this in mind.

Crane, E. (2020). Woodlands for climate and nature: A review of woodland planting and management
approaches in the UK for climate change mitigation and biodiversity conservation. Report to the RSPB.

Question 4. Are these requirements consistently applied? [500 words]
Response:

There is currently a lack of long-term evidence about the amount of carbon captured as a
direct result of offsetting payments as the carbon credit market is still in its infancy. As outlined
above, it takes a long time before an offsetting project starts to accrue true carbon negativity.
Moreover, there is currently no way of accurately quantifying whether the carbon captured from
offset projects actually balances out against the carbon release from the project they are
intended to compensate for. Even conservative calculations are likely to overestimate the
carbon capture of offset projects. A tonne of carbon released into the atmosphere is absolute,
but whether an offsetting project ever manages to lock a tonne of carbon away for long enough
to be environmentally meaningful is highly stochastic and uncertain for reasons discussed in
question 2.

A set of extremely strict criteria need to be met to ensure that a project delivers genuine carbon
emission reductions. These criteria need to rigorously demonstrate a project’'s permanence,
additionality, actuality and must enforce the need for ground truthing via third party verification.



Research shows that very few offset projects meet these criteria. One 2016 EU research
project on the Clean Development Mechanism found that around 85% of the examined
offsetting projects almost certainly overestimated carbon reductions or created no additional
carbon reduction, with only 2% reliably creating carbon reduction benefits.

Tree planting therefore needs to be very carefully regulated if it is to be used as a means of
offsetting carbon emissions by those who can afford it. This is especially dangerous if
short-term species-poor plantation woodland can qualify as an offset enhancement site, as
these habitats will fail to deliver for the climate, and their creation will further the decline in our
species. Strong standards need to be implemented to ensure that the purchase of carbon
credits doesn’t become a substitute for decarbonization. Failing to implement strict regulations
and standards risks the voluntary carbon market slowing progression to both net zero and
nature positivity.

Question 5. Is independent inspection to verify initial and continuing fulfiiment of the Code and
Standard satisfactory? [500 words]

Response:

The independent inspection is based on a limited list of attributes which can be open to
interpretation. Because the Woodland Carbon Code is a market-based mechanism
landholdings will attempt to make themselves stand out amongst the competition. Some of
these claims are based on elements of the landholding other than the woodland carbon
potential eg biodiversity benefits. The inspection does not appear to assess or validate these
claims despite the fact that they are being used as a marketing tool.

A site in the Borders was planted up within the agreed forest plan and advertised through the
Woodland Carbon Code website as a biodiversity positive site having left species rich
grassland areas for Northern Brown Argus (Aricia artaxerxes). At a later date an application
was submitted under planning conditions for the construction of a forest track, the forest track
went through many of the open habitat areas which had been specifically left for Northern
Brown Argus destroying the habitat.

The carbon credits for the woodland scheme are now being sold via the Woodland Carbon
Code website. The scheme is specifically mentioning the conservation of Northern Brown
Argus as a reason for buyers investing despite the destruction of the habitat. The webpage
also features a photo of newly planted trees on what is clearly species-rich grassland, which is
against UK forestry standards guidance.

Biodiversity and environmental benefits

Question 7. Do you have evidence on the role tree species choice and composition have in influencing
biodiversity, timber production, flood management, and other outcomes? Do the species of trees and
the mix of species help, hinder or change the balance of the benefits being sought? [500 words]

Response:

The greater resilience of native trees mean that they are more likely to deliver for climate, as
well as for nature. If native trees are supported to self-seed and spread through colonisation
this also allows genetic mixing and facilitates natural selection, allowing each generation of
tree to become better adapted to a changing climate. Low species diversity makes UK forests
less resilient to climate change, extreme weather, and more vulnerable to pests and diseases.



Allowing natural regeneration or using local seed sources allows for greater co-development of
trees and their dependant species preventing the asynchrony of tree species and pollinators
for example. (Whittet et al 2019)

Healthy, biodiverse, and resilient forests are also productive forests — they can support a stable
forestry industry, increase rural employment opportunities, and bolster the wider economy. As
the UK currently imports more wood than it exports, decreasing domestic timber production
could simply shift the carbon and ecological footprint of forestry overseas. Regenerative
forestry provides a roadmap to maximising the trade-off between a forest’s productivity and its
value for carbon and biodiversity.

Intensively managed non-native conifer plantations can fundamentally alter the soil ecology of
the site, stripping it of ecological potential for decades. Examples of well managed and
productive plantations do exist, such as Craigvinean forest, with sustainable timber production,
wildlife support, carbon storage and human enjoyment. The adoption of less intensive
silvicultural management maintains habitat connectivity and biodiversity value without
compromising production and reduces the pressure for deforestation elsewhere.

Continued reliance on limited species within afforestation designs and clearfell systems can
lead to increased incidences of pest issues. The Large Pine Weevil (Hylobius abietis) is a pest
of young trees, particularly pine and spruce. The combination of density of planting (2000
stems per hectare), limited species range and large area of planting provides an ideal feeding
and breeding site for the adult beetles leading to the loss of 50% or more of unprotected young
trees. Pesticides used to treat a weevil outbreak are generally non-specific and will affect most
invertebrates, the widespread use of pesticides to treat outbreaks can have significant impacts
on non-target species. The application of pesticides is not necessarily included within carbon
budgets and can cancel many of the initial gains from tree planting; helicopter spraying has
been trialled as a mechanism for tackling disease outbreaks despite the significant impact on
both non-target species and carbon sequestration. (ICF July 2017)

Economic factors can affect both initial species choice and ongoing biodiversity value. Aspen
(Populus tremula) are frequently omitted from schemes because of their higher initial costs yet
support a unique and rare diversity of species. The retention of open space within a woodland
requires ongoing maintenance which can have significant costs but is key if the initial species
interest is to be maintained. The Kentish Glory is a moth included on the Scottish Biodiversity
list as a species of principal importance for biodiversity conservation in Scotland which requires
open birch woodland, woodland edges etc; traditionally this would have been maintained by
management.

Whittet, R., Cavers, S., Ennos, R and Cottrell, J (2019) Genetic considerations for provenance choice of
native trees under climate change in England. Forestry Commission: Edinburgh

Institute of Chartered Foresters press release July 2017.
https://www.charteredforesters.org/aerial-spraying-trial-set-area-south-inverness



https://www.charteredforesters.org/aerial-spraying-trial-set-area-south-inverness

Question 8. Do you have evidence that planted woodland and commercial forestry impedes the balance
between itself and the biodiversity value of other landscapes, habitats or other biodiversity interests?
[500 words]

Response:

Any newly created habitat will interact with and influence the ecology of adjacent ecosystems,
via both abiotic (water, soil, air etc.) and biotic (pollinators, pests, pathogens etc.) pathways.
Therefore it's crucial that new woodlands are established in an ecologically coherent way that
naturalizes with any habitats that are already present. Using local provenance seed stock and
encouraging natural regeneration will create woodlands which restore natural ecological
networks and serve to reconnect fragmented habitats. If native trees are supported to self-seed
and spread through colonisation this also allows genetic mixing and facilitates natural
selection, allowing each generation of tree to become better adapted to a changing climate.
Introducing non-native species, which grow and reproduce quickly in our climate, can result in
the conversion and loss of any nearby native habitats. The threat of non-native commercial
trees seeding out onto priority open habitats is a particular problem in Scotland. Self-seeding
conifers can travel long distances on the wind and colonize and displace ecosystems such as
blanket bog, species rich grasslands, ancient meadows and unique arctic-alpine habitats. Soil
acidification from the consistent drop of spruce needles can decrease water pH within
catchments, which ultimately leaches acidified water into streams and rivers, affecting
downstream ecology. Closely planted non-native conifers also create dense canopy cover,
which inhibits light from reaching the understorey, choking out the ground flora of these
habitats. Conifer plantations by their 'blocky' nature also hinder movement of species within the
landscape — Northern Brown Argus is a classic example of a species that lives in a
meta-population that is easily disrupted by inappropriate plantations which limit dispersal and
mixing of populations. These factors mean that intensive plantations of non-native conifer
fundamentally alter the ecology of a site for decades to come, stripping the land of its
ecological potential, and preventing its use for nature recovery work in the future.

While woodland habitat creation will be necessary to meet nature recovery and carbon
reduction targets, protecting existing habitats must be our priority. Before any large-scale
afforestation takes place, the existing habitats, their carbon stocks, ecological functions and
present biodiversity need to be assessed. National inventories for species-rich grasslands are
patchy and incomplete, meaning these habitats are often identified as potential sites for
afforestation, ignoring their actual or potential biodiversity value. The permanent soil structure
of an ancient grassland, including sub-soil bacteria & fungi, as well as the plant communities
themselves, take decades to establish — such habitats cannot be compensated for or recreated
elsewhere within any meaningful timeframe (Bosanquet 2022).

Ideally there would also be a consideration at how biodiversity is affected at a landscape or
catchment scale, many species exist within meta populations and area affected by actions
outwith their immediate habitat. One way to do this would be via the creation of regional
woodland development plans that identify where the most appropriate opportunities for timber
production taking into account many factors such as soils, transport, biodiversity etc. The
Scottish Borders have trialled this approach with funding from Scottish Forestry. (Scottish
Forestry 2020) All sites considered for tree planting should have a full ecological survey
completed during the summer to identify existing biodiversity interest.

Bosanquet, S. (2022, November). Habitat management news; Compiled by conservation management
advice, RSPB. British Wildlife, 94-95.



Regional Strategic woodland Creation Project Mapping
https://forestry.gov.scot/publications/818-regional-strategic-woodland-creation-project-mapping-meth
odology-scottish-borders-pilot-areas-1-2

Question 9. Do you have evidence that woodland and commercial forest design and creation practices
support or hinder biodiversity benefits? [500 words]

Response:

Northern Brown Argus is a rare and threated butterfly that is an excellent flagship for Scottish
Species-rich Grassland particularly in southern Scotland but also elsewhere in the country.
The sub-species artaxerxes is only found in Scotland within the UK and is potentially endemic.
Northern Brown Argus is listed on the Scottish Biodiversity List as a species of principal
importance for biodiversity conservation in Scotland.

Between 2016 and 2021 Butterfly Conservation Scotland volunteers from the East of Scotland
Branch surveyed and monitored the butterfly in the Borders. Over this time period a total of
300 visits were undertaken to 158 sites, giving coverage of around 91% of all known sites. 72
(50%) of sites where data was collected were identified as being under threat. Invasion of
bracken or scrub, overgrazing and afforestation were the main threats i.e. inappropriate
management. The prime threat was the ever-increasing risk from afforestation being driven by
generous woodland grant incentives and the lack of an effective agri-environmental scheme.

Analysis of data on new woodland schemes (2015-2019), on Scottish Forestry’s Open Data
Hub, shows that the Scottish Borders is the most under-pressure area of Scotland in terms of
new forestry plantations having experienced the highest number of new woodland creation
claims (c340) than any other Scottish local authority and them covering the highest percentage
of overall land area. Previously unknown colonies of Northern Brown Argus are being found all
too often after afforestation schemes have already been approved. We have provided Scottish
Forestry with relevant data to create alert maps to help flag up the presence of Northern Brown
Argus and species-rich grassland at an early stage of forest design planning. However, the
onus is on the applicant or their agent to follow this up and it is not a legal requirement of the
application process.

The hill livestock sector is an important component of the rural economy in the south of
Scotland but is vulnerable to changes in subsidy in the post-Brexit period. The management
and enhancement of species-rich grassland is reliant on the continuation of traditional
agriculture as these sensitive grasslands require light, and often seasonal, grazing to maintain
a sward of an appropriate height and composition. The mixed livestock grazing found across
the region is therefore crucial to the long-term management of these important habitats.

Suckler cows offer an irreplaceable way of turning grazing land, permanent pasture, and poor
quality rough grazing on the hills and uplands of Scotland into a much sought-after,
internationally renowned and high quality source of protein. Livestock offers the most efficient
way of managing much of this land as a source of protein, and suckler beef systems have
access to a ready market. The conversion of pasture and hill-ground into woodland has
accelerated largely due to declining revenues from ftraditional grazing leading to reduced
stocking levels or removal of stock, or in some cases increased stocking, brought about by the
current lack of an effective agri-environment scheme to support farmers to graze these
important species-rich grasslands sympathetically.


https://open-data-scottishforestry.hub.arcgis.com/
https://open-data-scottishforestry.hub.arcgis.com/

Question 10. To what extent are Environmental Impact Assessments? carried out prior to design and
planting? [500 words]

Response:

The available data on which ElAs are based are limited. There is a lack of information about
important habitats and species within Scotland with little or no mapped data available to search
on a number of important habitats such as species-rich grassland. Butterfly Conservation has
attempted to tackle this problem by trialling providing data to local Scottish Forestry offices, the
local records centre and by publicising the fate of specific high-risk species such as Northern
Brown Argus in the Scottish Borders. However, using this data is a voluntary action and even
when the data has been accessed it has often been at a stage that is too late to change the
forest design.

Question 11. Do you have evidence that woodland and commercial forestry management practices
support or hinder biodiversity? [500 words]

Response:

The existing long-term processes that are supposed to maintain the agreed balance between
biodiversity, forest production and climate are not joined up and do not appear to be working
for afforestation sites.

In one case in the Borders a site was planted after discussion with species specialists to
provide ongoing species-rich grassland habitat for Northern Brown Argus within the open
habitat allocation under UKFS. The site was planted up within the agreed forest plan and
advertised through the Woodland Carbon Code website as a biodiversity positive site. At a
later date an application was submitted under planning conditions for the construction of a
forest track — this is permitted development and only requires prior notification. The forest track
went through many of the open habitat areas which had been specifically left for Northern
Brown Argus destroying a large amount of species-rich grassland. In reality it is most likely that
the track has been constructed with commercial shooting purposes in mind as the timber will
not need to be extracted for at least 30 years. However, a commercial shooting track would
have required planning permission whereas a forest track comes under permitted
development.

Question 13. Do you have evidence that large-scale planting on a regional level leads to negative
impacts on biodiversity? [500 words]

Response:

Please see our response above to Question 9

2 An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIAs) is intended to identify and mitigate the potential impacts of a
proposed development and is required for planning consent. Within the context of forestry, EIAs can apply to
afforestation, deforestation, forest roads and forestry quarries. More information on forestry EIAs can be found
here: https://forestry.govscot/support-regulations/environmental-impact-assessment
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https://forestry.govscot/support-regulations/environmental-impact-assessment

Finance
Question 25. Do you have evidence that any of these payments have unintended results? [500 words]
Response:

As a long-term land manager the current system is able to offer payments for the actual
planting of trees and the management of the woodland for the first ten years. If the woodland
does well there will be the opportunity to harvest at 30 year intervals and then a final payment
at 90 or so years. In between times it is possible to offer the site for woodland carbon
payments. And the site will offer tax exemptions.

In contrast a piece of species rich grassland receives £230 per hectare (decreasing year on
year under current Government proposals) as basic payment scheme and then possibly £109
for agri-environment. But there is currently no security in either payment and agri-environment
is competitive and only exists for five year periods with an extensive list of requirements.

A number of land managers, particularly of retirement age, have said that there is no contest
between the two options and there are a number of financial institutions who have been
undertaking speculative “door-knocking” exercises as they believe they can make a significant
profit from buying and planting up existing farmland.

This is a complex field and the questions above are not prescriptive. We should be pleased to learn of
any other benefits, or disbenefits, you consider are brought about by public financial support for tree

planting and commercial forestry in Scotland and if you consider that public financial support could be
redesigned to provide greater benefits.

Thank you for taking the time to work through these questions.
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