
Consultation closing date
Monday 5 December 2022, 23:59

RSE inquiry into public support
for tree planting and forestry

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.
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Personal details:

Are you responding on behalf of:

☒ An individual

☐ An organisation

Full name or organisation’s name:

Email address:

Phone number:

Address:

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

☒ Yes

☐ Yes, with no direct attribution (i.e. anonymously)

☐ 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/

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.

1. If you consider there to be other benefits, please provide evidence for them. [500 words]

Response: Employment (32,000 people Forestry Facts and Figures 2022 – Forest Research), especially
keeping people in the countryside and supporting rural communities. Unfortunately, when people
talk about the social and community benefits of forestry, they usually mean mountain bikes,
eco-tourism, and health benefits for the largely urban based population.

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
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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

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: Well-grown commercial forestry outperforms native woodland by between 2½ to 3 times
in sequestering carbon. See “Quantifying the Sustainable Forestry Carbon Cycle” (Matthews et al)
and “Commercial Afforestation Can Deliver Effective Climate Change Mitigation Under Multiple
Decarbonisation Pathways (Forster, Healey, Dymond and Styles). UK: The right tree in the right place -
How productive forestry and timber matters for climate change mitigation (Confor).

This is simply down to the fact that commercial conifers grow faster and produce much more
utilisable timber. UK forest produce 10m tonnes of conifer timber but only about 800,000 tonnes of
hardwood per year although at 1.6million hectares each, the area of conifer and broadleaf is about
the same. (Forestry Facts and Figures 2022, Forest research) i.e., about 92.5% of all timber harvested
in the UK is conifer.

Although this questionnaire notes timber production as benefit of forestry at the top it asks no
further questions about it, but we cannot look at the carbon issue in isolation as it is inextricably
linked with timber production. The UK imports 32m tonnes of timber from around the world each
year and is the second largest timber importer in the world after China. Our international timber
footprint on the planet is huge as deforestation continues. World demand for timber is increasing by
about 3.1% per year (Gresham House) and looks set to overtake the capacity of the planet to produce
timber from natural forests within the next 50 years. We will need increasing amounts of timber to
decarbonise construction and to replace concrete and steel. This is what is known as the Timber
Crisis. If we are to sustain natural forests around the world in a condition to support biodiversity, halt
climate change and prevent deforestation then we need commercial forestry. Although less than 5%
of the total world forest area, plantations account for nearly 35% of the world's wood products (FAO,
2011). Unless we carefully increase the area of planted commercial forest, Scotland and the UK will
fail to meet domestic carbon sequestration targets and increasingly struggle to source timber from
natural forests around the world.

The bulk of carbon sequestration from planted well grown commercial forestry will come within 35
years as opposed to 70 years for native woodland (Woodland Carbon Code Look-up Tables), and
much closer to the timescale we need, simply because conifers grow faster. There is unfortunately a
persistent myth that native woodland is better for carbon sequestration based on a highly selective
choosing of facts. It simply is not. If we are to meet carbon sequestration targets from native
woodland alone, we will need between 2 ½ to 3 times the land area bringing woodland creation into
increasing conflict with other land use priorities.

When it comes to restocking the old style 1970’s and 1980‘s plantations research has shown that
even on deeper peat the loss of C in the peat layer during the first rotation was compensated by C
accumulation in the upper organic F horizon. Over two rotations of conifer afforestation, the total C
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stock of the organo-mineral soils is unchanged. “Impact of Sitka Spruce Afforestation on the Carbon
Stocks of Peaty Gley Soils – a Chronosequence Study in the North of England” (E.I. Vanguelova et al)

Much of the negative comments about commercial forestry and carbon are based on old science
regarding old techniques and on peatland sites that have not been planted for over 30 years.
Discussions on forestry and carbon must be based on real, modern practice and science not
persistent and oft repeated old myths.

3. Are the current carbon sequestration requirements specified by the Woodland Carbon Code and UK

Forestry Standard delivering their objectives?1 [500 words]

Response: No. The additionality requirements in current version of the WCC essentially do not allow
the planting of conifers on less favoured area land but will support low yield class and unproductive
broadleaves. So, in effect we have a mechanism that proports to support carbon sequestration which
favours the least effective method of achieving this over the most effective. Furthermore, planting
conifers on arable land is accepted by the WCC under the additionality rules thus increasing conflict
between food security and forestry. Organisations then choose to plant the trees that give an offset
over those that are most effective in sequestering carbon. See also question 6. The WCC also
discourages active management of woodlands in order to maximise PIUs, but this is a false pre-text
as managed woodlands actually sequester more carbon. (see previous references)

All tree planting sequesters carbon so in a UK context we are in danger of reducing the potential for
tree planting which will maximise the offset of carbon emissions and provide alternatives to concrete
and steel, especially on land that could support highly productive woodland. To meet net zero will
take 2 ½ to 3 times as much land out of agriculture and increase conflict between the two sectors.

That said there are clearly large areas of Scotland that would benefit from native woodland or
rewilding if you prefer and support for this through the WCC is important, especially for small scale or
community projects where financial constraints may be difficult to overcome. We must not let
ourselves be led onto thinking we can have one thing or the other. We need and can have both.

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

Response: Difficult to say as the rules change so frequently.

5. Is independent inspection to verify initial and continuing fulfilment of the Code and Standard

satisfactory? [500 words]

Response: To date we have had no issues with the independent verification of WCC sites at Year 5
Verification.

6. Do you have evidence that offsetting payments are delivering carbon capture and other benefits in

practice? [500 words]

Response: My biggest concern is that while the Woodland Carbon Code has strict rules about what a
landowner can claim as a PIU, there seems to be little or no control over what a company can claim
about its offsets and carbon neutrality status. I heard of a company that hires out private jets to
executives to fly around the world telling a journalist that it was OK because they pay for an offset.
You can also pay for an offset to fly away guilt free on your holiday. That is just nonsense and a
licence to pollute. There needs to be a very much tighter control over the claim of an offset, or the

1 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.
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Woodland Carbon Code will simply become a vehicle to support business as usual and achieve
nothing.

PIU’s are not sequestered carbon only a promise that may take 70 years to fulfil and WCU’s should
only be allowed as an offset when an organisation can genuinely show that they have squeezed every
last drop of unnecessary emissions out of their systems.

There are of course good stories to be told by genuine off-setters and in-setters, but to me these are
being overshadowed by the lack of control over claims. Without significant changes I can see the
whole offsetting edifice collapsing in scandal in due course.

The Carbon Core Principles developed by the Integrity Council for Voluntary Carbon Markets (ICVCM)
are under consultation, we await the feedback from the consultation and see how this will impact
the integrity of voluntary offsetting.

Biodiversity and environmental benefits

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: Of course, species choice changes the dynamics, but the real question is what is the right
balance? All forestry will improve flood management compared to open land habitats. Conifers will
sequester more carbon and produce significant quantities of utilisable timber and native woodland
will generally have a higher biodiversity value than conifers.

As I read through these questions, they seem to be predicated on a very out of date view of the
forest industry perpetuated by certain rather out of touch organisations. I do take issue with the
pretext that it is either “commercial forestry” or “woodland” as this is a classification deliberately
designed and perpetuated to create division and conflict. As a practicing forester and forest
environmentalist, I struggle to fit what we do into these two neat little boxes. We must not get
caught up in thinking that a forest is one thing or another it should be both and when brought
sensibly together can be so much more. I am fed up with the “four legs good, two legs bad” approach
to forestry, but nevertheless, I have stuck to these unhelpful definitions as requested.

Native woodlands are good for biodiversity, but we must realise that they are a less efficient way to
sequester atmospheric carbon and (unfortunately) rarely produce utilisable timber. What we need is
a balanced mixture of commercial timber production and native woodland and the current 60:40 mix
“Forestry Facts and Figures 2022” (Forest Research) of new planting is just about right to meet the
demands of the biodiversity, climate, and timber crises. We need a higher vison than competing
woodland types of conifers against broadleaf, timber versus biodiversity. At a landscape scale we
need a well-connected matrix of both timber producing trees and native woodland that both support
and complement each other.

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: In all but a very few areas of the country (i.e., the Caithness Flows) a well-planned modern
commercial forest will bring significant biodiversity benefits. The forest edge habitat is the best
terrestrial ecocline for terrestrial biodiversity.
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The precarious state of biodiversity in open land habitats is mostly the result of many years of
management that has not supported it. What we need is the same level of commitment from land
management over all habitats and a willingness to change and adapt practices and to work together.

9. Do you have evidence that woodland and commercial forest design and creation practices support

or hinder biodiversity benefits? [500 words]

Response: By any comparison, the UK has a very low level of tree cover (13%) due to historic
large-scale deforestation. It is no coincidence then that the UK is one of the world's most
nature-depleted countries - in the bottom 10% globally and last among the G7 group of nations. We
may be used to seeing large tracts of grouse moor, sheep walk, and arable land but they are
essentially degraded habitats, and their biodiversity value is quite low.

Bring a modern well-designed commercial forest into that landscape and you bring habitat diversity
and automatically biodiversity increases.

The list of priority species using even poorly designed 1970s and 1980’s forests is extensive, including
most major raptor species, otter, red squirrel, bats, badgers, pine marten, water voles, and wildcat.
Indeed, were it not for these forests it is unlikely that the UK would have a viable red squirrel
populations as all major strongholds are in commercial woodlands. See “Red squirrels and forestry –
is it time for a review of policy and practice?” Kortland, De Raad et al.

For much of the time commercial forests are quiet and undisturbed compared to adjacent land uses
making them a haven and attractive to many species. The presence of protected species in
commercial forests is a significant constraint on activity for about 8 months of the year, one that
foresters are happy to work around but an indication of just how important commercial forests are to
a variety of protected and priority species, wildlife more generally and overall biodiversity.

“Biodiversity, Forestry and Wood - An analysis of the biodiversity benefits of modern forestry and
wood production” (Confor) provides evidence that commercial forestry does support biodiversity.

Personal experience and observation also support the view that once, what is in effect a pioneer
1970’s or 1980’s forest, has been restructured the level of biodiversity increases markedly. New
commercial woodland creation projects have biodiversity designed in from day one.

Unfortunately, the biodiversity benefit of commercial forestry is an under researched area, so it is
difficult to give good, supported data. The comparison often used is between a 25-year-old spruce
forest and a 5,000-year-old oak wood which is not really a valid comparison.

10. To what extent are Environmental Impact Assessments2 carried out prior to design and planting?

[500 words]

Response: All new woodland creation is subject to an environmental impact assessment of some sort
although not necessarily an EIA as might be understood in terms of the Scottish Act. All proposals
must meet UKFS requirements to be approved by Scottish Forestry. It already takes around two years
of planning, consultation, application, amendments, and agreement to get a scheme from initial
concept through to approval.

Typically, a proposal at any scale will require a breeding birds survey, level 1 habitat assessment,
archaeology survey and assessment, peat depth survey, landscape assessment and local consultation

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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as a minimum before reaching draft proposal stage so unless there is a specific sensitive issue a
specific EIA process will add little value but will prolong the process and add significant cost. For this
reason, only a few proposals are called in for EIA. An increasing requirement for formal EIA’s would
severely impact on planting targets.

11. Do you have evidence that woodland and commercial forestry management practices support or

hinder biodiversity? [500 words]

Response: Commercial forestry massively supports biodiversity. Over 80% of all timber coming to
market is certified by both FSC and PEFC the two largest certification schemes and the great majority
of the certified area is comprised of commercial forestry. Most native woodlands are not certified
unless within a commercial forest. Forestry is the only large-scale land use in Scotland independently
verified by two international accreditation schemes as responsibly managed to meet social,
economic, and environmental standards. UKWAS (https://ukwas.org.uk) is the certification standard
and requires that a minimum of 15% of a certified forest must be managed with biodiversity and
conservation as the major objective although this is frequently exceeded. Biodiversity is of course not
confined to this 15% and as noted earlier there are a wide range of species using the commercial
crops.

See also UKWAS Standard, FSC and PEFC Websites and “Biodiversity, Forestry and Wood - An analysis
of the biodiversity benefits of modern forestry and wood production” (Confor) and “Red squirrels and
forestry – is it time for a review of policy and practice?” Kortland, De Raad et al.

12. Are the sources of seed and new trees sufficient to meet national tree planting targets? [500

words]

Response: The biggest problem has been the fluctuation in forest policy which has been reflected in
demand for trees and troubled the forest nurseries with either over or under supply. There are other
factors, but consistency is the key factor when you are growing for three years ahead. Nurseries are
gearing up to meet demand and there is significant investment being made.

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

Response: There are probably a very few small areas of Scotland where further tree planting might
be unfavourable but against a European average of 46% woodland cover Scotland’s 19% is very low
leaving plenty of scope for appropriate tree planting.

14. Do you have evidence of any practices, good or bad, that you wish to highlight? [500 words]

Response: Good practice goes unnoticed but see answer to No 11 regarding forest certification.
Forestry is totally committed to achieving high standards and there are a number of significant
industry led initiatives ongoing.

The Forest Industry Environment Group (now within Confor) was founded to promote best practice
within the commercial sector and has produced the industry endorsed guidance “Guidance on
Responsibilities for Environmental Protection in Forestry.” Second edition due out shortly. The group
continues to work on issues such as diffuse pollution, red squirrels, goshawks (Ph. D study), raptors
more generally, Scotland’s Atlantic Rainforests etc.

Hylobius: The Industry Research Project (HIRP) is a partner organisation carrying out work to try and
eliminate insecticide use in forestry. Hylobius abietis is a major forest pest and the only use of
insecticide in commercial forestry is to control it.
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The Forestry Plastics Group is looking at the use of plastics in forestry with a view to removing or
replacing plastics with bio-degradable alternatives. Again, this is the industry working together. There
is a major focus on tree shelters.

The Conifer Breeding Coop, also an industry partnership, working to improve the quality of conifer
tree planting stock with an increasing emphasis on alternative species to SS.

Forestry and Water Scotland (Scottish Forestry, SEPA, Forest and Land Scotland, Confor, Forestry
Contracting Association) has produced the “Know the Rules” guidance and booklet to tackle diffuse
pollution issues.

Forest Industry Safety Accord (FISA) The forest industry working together to improve safety and
workers welfare in the forest, including timber haulage.

Timber Transport Forum: Another cross-industry body working to minimise the impact of timber
transport on the public road network, on local communities and on the environment. Managing
timber traffic to sustain the road network and minimise disruption, maintaining and improving minor
roads used for timber haulage and moving timber by other modes of transport (e.g., by sea) where
possible.

Community benefits:

15. Are there potential improvements that could be made to regulations and/or practice that could

improve the recreational, employment or other community benefits of tree planting or commercial

forestry schemes? [500 words]

Response: Most of the forest industry is working to UKWAS and forest certification requirements and
submitting to annual independent audit of practices. The main players are also ISO 9001, 14001 and
45001 accredited as well and striving for continuous improvement on health and safety of the
workforce and the public.

There are many employment opportunities across the sector and if anything, we are under-resourced
and could employ more rural workers. We do need to bring more people into the industry.
Unfortunately, the younger people we need to bring into the industry are often the very people who
want to leave rural communities for ‘the city.’ In that respect the dynamics are no different from
other rural industries. Forestry provides equivalent rural employment on a hectare for hectare basis
to agriculture. See “Eskdalemuir: forestry and hill farming update 2014” – Confor/SCA Consulting.

Forests are already very well used for recreation and hectare for hectare they provide more
recreational opportunities than most other land uses, which is not to say that more could be done.
There is however a cultural expectation that access to forest-based recreation should be free and
forest owners are happy for the public to have access to their woodlands in line with the Scottish
Outdoor Access Code. To improve specific provision there should be a recognition of the costs to
owners through the grant system. Many local commercial recreation-based organisations are also
able to make use of commercial forests free of charge.

16. Are local communities sufficiently involved in the development of tree planting or commercial

forestry schemes? [500 words]

Response: Yes, on the basis that the great majority of schemes go ahead with little and occasionally
no comment or community feedback at all, even although the community council and neighbours
have been directly contacted. When comments are received mostly these are resolved satisfactorily
and amicably. So, on that basis communities are involved as much as they want to be.
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What tends to happen is that occasionally a proposal may be more contentious, or the rumour mill
starts working overtime and can attract a lot of publicity, sometimes not because the scheme itself is
controversial but because the owner may have a high profile.

Forestry is the only large-scale land use that is required to consult with neighbouring landowners and
communities before making land management decisions. There is an interesting disconnect between
planting and harvesting in that respect in that people say they do not want trees planted, then they
grow to love them and do not want them cut down.

17. If not, what are the barriers and how might they be overcome; if they are, what works well? [500

words]

Response: The barriers may be a lack of capacity or even willingness to respond. Who in the
Community Council will take on the task of collating and expressing community views? A direct
approach to attend a CC meeting often works best. Contact with local user groups is important but
like Community Councils getting a response can be hard and again on-site meetings are often the
most fruitful.

A knock on the door and an introduction works well with neighbours though this does not always
lead to formal feedback. Letter drops and email contacts to neighbours do not produce a high level of
return.

Consultation documents often made available through a company website. Signs with QR codes
placed at strategic points in the forest to advertise consultations are also used.

From a forest manager’s perspective, it can be difficult to get the good well-informed and helpful
feedback we need. Meeting people face to face works best but does not always provide a formal
written record of feedback from the third party.

18. Do you have evidence of tree planting leading to quantifiable economic and social benefits, short

and long term, for communities local to the planting? [500 words]

Response: I must start this response on a personal note. As someone who has lived all his working
life in small rural communities, Achachoish, Bonchester Bridge, Rothienorman, Roy Bridge,
Strathbraan and raised three children who went to a small 2 teacher rural primary where about half
the children came from forestry families it never ceases to amaze me how the contribution of
forestry to rural communities and rural employment is almost always underestimated if not
dismissed.

Local is difficult to define especially in areas with a dispersed population. Many of the economic
benefits from forestry planting come at a slightly larger scale than say an individual valley but are in
any sense local. Tree planting is essentially an inward investment in local communities. A higher
proportion of commercial forestry generally means a greater employment in forestry and enhanced
social and community benefits and the area will develop more of a forestry culture and
infrastructure. A study in the Eskdalemuir area of South Scotland found that forestry produces three
times the economic output of hill farming and forestry’s spending in the local community is double
that of agriculture. “Eskdalemuir: A comparison of forestry and hill farming; productivity and
economic impact” -Confor/SAC Consulting.

There also seems to be an underlying assumption in the question that tree planting should provide
more benefits than the land use it replaces, say a farm, grouse moor or deer forest. But do these land
uses really provide any significant community benefit on an individual holding basis in the first place?
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Tree planting almost invariably provides enhanced social benefits. It will not be long after a new
woodland is planted that recreation will increase significantly, especially if there is a system of tracks
or connected paths. By comparison with neighbouring land uses where people may often feel
unwelcome, forestry is seen as a safe and welcoming place to exercise. In 2021, 88% of the UK public
agreed that woodlands are places where they can relax and de-stress – “Public Opinion of Forestry
Survey, 2021” Forest Research.

Why are all major mountain biking facilities based in commercial forests? Where do most people
head for at the weekend to give the dog as run off the lead and indeed where do most dog walking
services head? Would the Trossachs be so popular without the commercial forests? Forestry Related
tourism is estimated to be worth an additional £183 Million per year to the Scottish Economy. What
are the health benefits associated with this worth to the NHS?

Quantifying the benefits is difficult. Although Scottish figures are not available, commercial forestry
and primary timber processing is worth £1.53billion to the UK economy – “Forestry Facts and Figures
2022” – Forest Research. Given that 2/3 of commercial forestry is in Scotland that would equate to
about £1billion. A significant proportion of that sum ends up invested in the rural communities and
businesses around forests.

19. Do woodland and commercial forestry planting result in any disadvantages to communities local to

the planting? [500 words]

Response: The main issue we come across is timber haulage on fragile narrow roads. Agreed routes
maps, Timber Transport Management Plans, the Scottish Forestry Timber Transport Fund, and the
use of Central Tyre Inflation technology can all go some way to mitigating problems.

20. To what extent does current financial support for tree planting enable planting in urban areas,

including in streets/roadsides and other urban settings? [500 words]

Response: Cannot comment with any authority.

21. Does Scotland have sufficiently skilled people to deliver/continue to deliver the desired benefits

from woodland and commercial forestry? If not, what changes are needed? [500 words]

Response: As noted above there is a shortage across all parts of the industry. The major forest
management companies run graduate development schemes and there are forestry apprenticeships
available from FLS. The industry is trying to do more to recruit people at all levels.

Forest Management is a STEM subject and needs a greater focus in schools and at higher education
level. We need more University places for forestry students (sadly in recent years Edinburgh and
Aberdeen Universities have both discontinued their undergraduate degrees). You can be an Ecologist,
GIS Technician, Landscape Planner, Carbon Manager, Nursery Manager, Drone Operator or a Wildlife
Ranger as well as a Forest Manager and still be in the forest industry. The range of jobs is enormous
from tree planting and tending to the operation of large and sophisticated harvesting machinery.
Skills at college level and support for retraining mid-career individuals needs to be improved.
Pleasingly, we are seeing an increasing number of women coming into forestry as a career choice.

The seasonality of forestry work does not help retention of labour. Perhaps a focus on mechanisation
would help as it has done in harvesting. The bruising, dangerous, tough, and poorly paid job of
several chainsaw operators has been replaced by one good quality, highly paid, highly skilled, safe
and much more interesting job as a harvester operator.
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22. Do you have evidence of any conflicts between public financial support for tree planting and other

land uses? [500 words]

Response: The Eskdalemuir study also showed that farming in the area requires a direct payment
subsidy at around 60% of output to survive. Whilst forestry receives a small (about 3% of output)
grant towards environmental and forest improvement. Forestry generates a significant trading
surplus before subsidy whilst farming trades at a loss. This suggests that there may be a conflict
between agricultural subsidy and tree planting targets. “Eskdalemuir: A comparison of forestry and
hill farming; productivity and economic impact” -Confor/SAC Consulting

23. Are there evidenced wider societal community benefits that arise from woodland and commercial

forestry creation? If there are, should these benefits be formally required or financially supported?

[500 words]

Response: The Ecosystem Services provided by forestry is estimated by the ONS, excluding timber, at
£1billion per year.

Finance

24. Do you have evidence that the following forms of public financial support for tree planting provide

good value for money:

I. Grants for tree planting? [500 words]

II. Carbon offset and investment payments by government, charities or the private sector?

[500 words]

III. Tax allowances for land used for tree planting and commercial forests? [500 words]

IV. Farm payments applicable to land planted with woodland or commercial forest, e.g. Basic

Payment Scheme? [500 words]

Response: Grants for tree planting do offer good value for money but the industry is not yet meeting
the targets set by the Scottish Government due to other factors. As forestry is a long-term investment
of public money for the future good of society, so it is incorrect to expect all the benefits to
materialise at the time of planting. Look at the level of investment in timber processing capacity at
Lockerbie, Fort Willaim, Dalbeattie, Aboyne etc on the back of the tree planting carried out 35 to 40
years ago. Grant money invested today will pay back many times over as the timber crisis begins to
develop in future and the costs of climate change escalate.

Carbon offsets: See answer to question 6

TAX Allowances: Compared to other industries like oil and gas (£250b over last 13 years) tax
allowances for forestry are insignificant to the exchequer but important to good long-term planned
forest management. Any change would not raise significant new money for the exchequer but could
destabilise the industry and undermine planting and carbon sequestration targets. Forest
management decisions should be made for the benefit of the forest and not to raise income to meet
tax demands. A stable tax regime is important to ensure that long term forest planning achieves the
right balance of investor confidence and supports long-term forest management and planning.

Forestry is unique as a long-term industry where there are long periods when there is no income but
significant ongoing expenditure both to grow the trees and to manage at least 15% of the forest with
conservation and biodiversity as the major objective. Forestry also provides substantial ongoing
Ecosystem Services at no cost to the taxpayer. There is a legal obligation to replant felled areas which
requires a high level of re-investment of the income received to establish a successor crop, so income
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received one year must be reinvested the next. What appears to be a large surplus on felling is
followed my many years of loss to establish and manage the forest.

It is right that there is a separate tax treatment for forestry due to the unique nature of the industry.

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

Response: See answer to question 6

26. Do you have evidence that the interaction of these payments has any public benefits or

disbenefits? [500 words]

Response: No

27. Do you have evidence that the structure of payments or allowances supports or hinders the public

benefits? [500 words]

Response: No

28. Do you have evidence of any impact on land values as a result of payments/allowances? [500

words]

Response: Not specifically in relation to other payments but possibly with carbon, which is good
news for those wanting to move out of agriculture. Agricultural support has effectively raised land
values for many years and made the availability of land for forestry difficult on all but poor-quality
land this has created an expectation, particularly amongst the agricultural community, that farmed
land will always be farmed land due to the level of support from the public purse. See also question
22.

29. Are the anticipated changes in farming support likely to have any impact upon woodland or

commercial forestry creation?3 [500 words]

Response: Hopefully yes! Many farmers are looking to diversify their holdings into more profitable
areas such as forestry.

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.

3 It is relevant to mention that Scottish Government is currently consulting on proposals for a new Agriculture Bill
which will have implications for farm payments in practice. More information on the Agriculture Bill can be found
here: https://www.gov.scot/publications/delivering-vision-scottish-agriculture-proposals-new-agriculture-bill/
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