
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]

1. Soil “improvement”, but only on the right soils
2. Cultural
3. Wellbeing and recreation

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.
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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]

1. The biggest risk in achieving the target lies in the focus on a single species, Sitka, to deliver
the carbon sequestration target. If one invasive pest or disease targeted Sitka (E.g. Great
Spruce Bark Beetle, Eight Toothed European Bark Beetle [“Ips Typographus”]), as is already
evident in south east England (source: Forest Research), and in Germany (various articles),
not only would the industry but the entire UK carbon sequestration goal be wiped out.

2. There is Forest Research data that suggests that planting into mineral rich peaty soil 10-50cm
in depth releases soil carbon that is not recovered until the second cycle of planting. All
planting in such areas is therefore adding or at best neutral in terms of sequestration in
meeting 2050 targets.

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

Forestry Standard delivering their objectives?1 [500 words]

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

I am in the process of collecting photographic evidence that in Galloway you can see that planting
still occurs in deep peat areas. I have seen no evidence of on site peat depth analysis being
undertaken with areas taped off that should not be planted.

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

satisfactory? [500 words]

I have rarely seen or heard of any policing of the system to ensure compliance. Very occasionally
there is an outcry from a member of the public/an environmental body but the industry does not self
regulate in my experience.

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

practice? [500 words]

There is evidence (Glenkens) that farms are selling at extortionate prices leading to farmers moving
away and a “new clearances” occurring with traditional hill farming cultures disappearing. Within a
few years if this continues there could be few hill farms left. This may result in delivering carbon
capture through planting but does not address overall resilience.

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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Biodiversity and environmental benefits

5. 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]

I have undertaken an observational arts project exploring biodiversity in different treescapes. They
are not scientific but it is clear biodiversity in an unthinned monoculture plantation contains a
fraction of the biodiversity that is present in a native woodland. I can provide results if requested.

There is clear evidence (Suzanne Simard) that diverse species woodlands are more healthy as the
trees benefit off each other.

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]

Avery and Leslie (1990) and others evidence reduced birds and ‘islands’ where birds may be present
today but already unsustainable in the long term. The industry does negligible cumulative impact
assessment of their impact on species, with what assessments that do happen be focused only to the
site itself.

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

hinder biodiversity benefits? [500 words]

Please come to the Glenkens and just look at what is happening. You can ‘see’ the evidence of a
fragmented countryside. Or just look on satellite imagery.

To what extent are Environmental Impact Assessments2 carried out prior to design and planting? [500

words]

It is very difficult to know as the data is rarely made available for public review (FLS is better in this
regard). I am currently making a Freedom of Information request asking to what extent EIA is
required.

What is very clear though is that EIA for forestry, which impacts greater than 75% of the land it is
located on, is nothing like as onerous as it is for wind energy applications which take up less than 1%
of land area. If I am a curlew I do not care if it is a wind farm or a forestry application, my home has
been destroyed.

Why is there so much less burden placed on forestry EIA than for wind when forestry impacts
habitats to a far greater extent?

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

hinder biodiversity? [500 words]

I completed an observational arts projects in 2022 exploring adjacent local plots of Atlantic
rainforest, thinned and unthinned single species conifer plantation, together with nearby
regeneration/rewilding plots and wood pasture plots. I photographically recorded floral species
numbers in similar sized plots and the conifer plantations bore no resemblance to any of the other

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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treescapes, with only a small fraction of the number of species present. The unthinned conifer
plantations were worst in this regard with the thinned Sitka only marginally better.

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

words]

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

The Scottish Ornithological Club records for Galloway are evidence of this.

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

In Galloway I see replanting on deep peat, planting close to waterways and roads, planting that has
little or no regard to visual or landscape impact, little consideration (other than to meet the legal
minimum) for species protection or enhancement, and other practices not consistent with best
practice. I am currently gathering a photographic record of such practices.

Community benefits:

10. 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]

I think all extractive commercial forestry should provide a consummate level of community benefit as
does wind energy. The returns on investment are similar and financial structures could be designed
to allow this.

Landowners no agents rarely engage proactively with the community (FLS is better) and often
actively ignore requests from the community to engage. Dalry Community Council has seen this with
research to multiple applications.

Walking in the countryside of Galloway there are regularly locked gates and gates not allowing
pedestrian access. I am collecting photographic evidence of this at present.

To be clear, there is almost no community benefit and little community engagement taking place (in
Galloway) at present despite massive impacts on the community from commercial extractive
forestry.

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

schemes? [500 words]

No. Communities are non statutory consulates so are ignored (as is the Scottish Government
guidance on community consultation).

Community Councils should be empowered to form part of the decision making process. This could
easily be achieved by requiring all developers to legally consult with relevant community councils at
the scoping stage, with no application allowed until this has been completed (the community
council/s has to respond in writing within an agreed timescale). The community should be allowed
within this process to ask for an in person meeting with the developer. Any subsequent application
should reflect the consultation that has taken place or clearly reason why requests have not been
considered appropriate.
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11. If not, what are the barriers and how might they be overcome; if they are, what works well? [500

words]

See 10.

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]

Local contractors see short term benefits in the planting and maintenance phases. I have not
comparators to offer between forestry and other forms of land use.

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

the planting? [500 words]

Traffic and associated noise from vehicle number increases.

Potholes in road due to increased heavy vehicles on roads not designed to take them (wind farms
have to pay and reinstate roads after construction – why not forestry?

13. 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]

14. 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]

15. Do you have evidence of any conflicts between public financial support for tree planting and other

land uses? [500 words]

16. 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]

Finance

17. 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]
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I have heard from the industry that they do not require the grants for commercial conifer planting.
So why are they needed?

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

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

disbenefits? [500 words]

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

benefits? [500 words]

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

words]

Anecdotal in Galloway that farms are selling at 5-10 times the value they were even 2-3 years ago.

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

commercial forestry creation?3 [500 words]

.

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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