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1 March 2004
Dear Sir/Madam

REVIEW OF LAND MANAGED BY FORESTRY COMMISSION SCOTLAND

Thank you for your response to the Consultation Paper on the Review of Land managed by
Forestry Commission Scotland. Receipt of your response has been formally recorded and
your comments will be analysed along with the others received when the consultation
period is finished. A summary of stakeholder comments will be published on our website.
Once again, thank you for taking the time to read and respond to the Paper.

Yours faithfuilly

(7/\.3 Coc

Kenneth A Murray
Secretary to the Review Working Group

Protecting and expanding Scotland's forests and woodlands, and increasing their value to society and the environment (, _ﬁ}
www.forestry.gov.uk/scotland INVESTOR IN PEOPLE



Forestry Commission
Scotland

Silvan House
231 Corstorphine Road
Edinburgh
EH12 7AT

fcscotland@forestry.gsi.gov.uk
Tel: 0131 334 0303
Fax: 0131 314 6152

Director Scotland
Bob Mcintosh

Dear Consultee

CONSULTATION ON A REVIEW OF LAND MANAGED BY FORESTRY COMMISSION SCOTLAND

| enclose a copy of our Consultation Paper, “A Review of Land Managed by Forestry Commission Scotland”
We are inviting written responses to this consultation paper, and these must be received by 27 February 2004.

We have included some limited space in the document for responses to the questions outlined in the paper.
However, if you need to insert additional pages, or if you are e-mailing a response, we would be grateful if you

could clearly indicate which question(s) or part(s) of the consultation paper you are referring to, as this will aid
our analysis of the responses received.

If you wish to access this consultation paper on the internet, it can be found at
www.forestry.gov.uk/consultations. If you do not have private access to the internet, you can Freephone
0800 77 1234 to find out where your nearest public internet access point is. If you prefer to submit your

response by e-mail, please send it to kenny.murray@forestry.gsi.gov.uk or by post to Kenny Murray, Forestry
Commission Scotland, 231 Corstorphine Road, Edinburgh, EH12 7AT.

If you have any queries or comments on the conduct of this exercise, please contact Kenny Murray on 0131
314 6408 or via the e-mail or postal addresses above.

Access to consultation responses

Unless confidentiality is requested, we will make all responses available to the public, through Forestry
Commission Scotland’s National Office. All responses not marked confidential will be checked for any
potentially defamatory material before being logged.

Yours sincerely

Ay 1)

Dr Bob Mcintosh
Director

Protecting and expanding Scotland’s forests and woodlands, and increasing their value to society and the environment. (A}
www.forestry.gov.uk/scotland INVESTOR IX PEOPLE
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We propose a =y
vision for Scotlar s.,natronal forests :
This is that the benefit everyone in
Scotland, promotmg'vrbrant and healthy
communities, ennchmg natural
envnronments and creatmg opportumtres
for economlc development. Do you .
 agree with this proposed vision? lf not,
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BENERIT CITY RESIDENTS -SUGLEST
AQUIRING: SMALL AREA OF LAND ADJAENT |
O BuiLr pP Areds TO CKEVTE  WOODLARDS
FOR. AESTHEDC., RECREPTIONAL +
EDUCATION BL AS WELL AS MHEALTY

REASONS

what changes should be made?

Question 2: Should Forestry
5 Commlsslon Scoﬂand do more to :
- encourage Iocal commun‘ty mvolvement
in the management bf natlonal forests? ;
If so, how" Lenit et il '
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NEED TO DEVELOP Beritk L/ASON W ITH
COMMUNIT Y COUNICIL.S + LOCAL

ENVIROMENTRAL GRo0PS

Question 3: Should el
communities be able to purchase or lease
woodland (or other natlonal forest assets)
that are not identified as surplus"? If so,
what cntena should apply?

TREFERABLY LEASE RATHEL THHAN
PURCHISE RuT ENUEE THAT ADEQ LAt
MHANPGE HEuT STRUCTURE + FINCES 7O
MAaINTBING /T, ¢ WHOLE COMMON ITY
BEING N AGREFMENT

L o AR e oy s o

Question 4: Should Forestry %
Commission Scotland seek to provrde
new opportumtres for recreatlon in

| national forests in and around towns and
cities? If so, how should pnormes be set’

THERE IS A PIAGE K MARKEING
HIGH GUALITY RECKEANIONAL PCTIVITIES
BoH. Fok BENEFIT OF LCHL
RESIDENTS  p1~NP Jp0 KIS

Should Forestry -
Commission Scotland undertake a
number of large-scale, long-term
environmental projects (such as forest
landscape restoration, or water
catchment or wilderness projects) on
the national forest estate? If so, how
should priorities be set? '

EXTENDED TO OHER HREAS

IN CELTAINS f%tE?lS PIAOT _SCHEMES
CoALD BE TRIED OUT +* \F SocceESSFU
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NEED TO DEVELOP Bk L/ASON W ITH
COMMUNITY COUNCIL.S + LOCAL
ENVIROMENTAL GRo0PS
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Question 4:
Commission Scotland seek to provide

new o_o_uo;::_zom for recreation in
‘national forests in and m..o:_i towns and
; cities? : so, how msoca u_._o:n_ou cm set?
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O d[o]a MM Should Forestry
‘Commission Scotland undertake a
number of large-scale, long-term
‘environmental Eonmnw (such as forest
landscape restoration, or water
catchment or wilderness _u_.o_mnav on
the national forest estate? If SO, how
should priorities be uon..v A
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O[VINM(o a3 Should Forestry
Commission Scotland become more
_| _ambitious in its environmental work
on the national forest estate, includ-
ing - in particular — delivery against
Biodiversity Action Plans, improving
the biodiversity of conifer forests
and enhancing the contribution that

landscapes? If so, how should
priorities be set?

national forests make to Scotland’s

N THEORY VERY DISIRAELE + GQUITE
A Lor IS BEING DONE CURRENTLY/
PUT EMPHASISING THIS ASPECT CouLD
Have SERIOUS IMPLICATIONS  FOK
RoyeNuE ¥Rol TIMBEEL SALES

O IIWARN Should Forestry
Commission Scotland do more to
recognise and conserve the cultural
heritage value of the national forest
estate? If so, how should priorities
be set? ’

FrCOURAGE  GRERTER E MPPBASIS
N GROWH OF NATIVE EC IS
+ INVESTIEHE POENTIAL " NEW

USES #ROM SUCH CKROFS

Question 8: B emphasis

of national forests in the supply of
timber to Scotland’s wood-process-
ing industries? What are

the priorities?

should be given to the strategic role

| pRoCESSING  PIANTS AT KEGUIRED

IN ARERS WHERT (AND ScppED 7‘1‘4€Nl7yf
ARE NO] SO /MPZ’RW?;\E,‘ #jlu% ,pmm 4
EMpasis Stood BE GIVEN To UCING:
TIMBER FoR THE VHALIOUS Woed PRo(ESSING
INDSTREIES  MpRE INTHE WHY OF Luaop.

Question 9:
and developing local economies be
a key objective for the management
of national forests? If so, how should
this be done?

‘Should sustaining

WE 2o NOT THINK THAT £ C. CAN BFFRD
0 THKE ONTH IS RESONSGILITY N SAE
oF IS DES/KF)D/UD/

Question 10(a): BLNG
there be a more dynamic approach
to the size and distribution of the
national forest estate?

NOT CLEPR WHHT QUESTION 1S
GETIING At

Question 10(b): BB
circumstances should land be added
to the national forest estate? What
criteria might be applied?

LAND WHICH 1S NOT AEING MANAGED |
PROPERLY o FULLY UTILISED+ WHICH
HAS A MUCH GEEHTER POTENTIAL 7oK

FNVIROMeNTAL /' RECReRTIONAL BENEFIT




Question 10(C) In what
circumstances should national forest
estate land be sold? What criteria
might be applied?

£ 1T CAN BE ASSURED THAT THE .
PURCHASER Wikl HANAGE THE AKD
EFFECTIVILY JF RECREPTIONAL +/.;\;m<ar~f€l£
PENEFIT - NOT FOR SHOKT TERM TN ANCIA
IR PERONAL GAIN . AND if RESOLD FIRST
REFUSAL TO EC. AT MARKET VALLE
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Question 11: In what
circumstances should there be a radical
re-appraisal of management options in
national forests, for example, in relation
to wood production objectives?

Ao COMMHENT

Question 12(a): IR

have any views on the creation of a
challenge fund for special projects
aimed at significantly increasing public
benefits from the national forest estate?

THE A4 1S LAVDABRLE BuT NOT
CLEPR BRoVT CHAUWBANIGE FunD ING:

OISy lol B PA( )R Should this
be funded in part by any ring-fenced
income derived from the sale of
national forest estate assets?

F VERY GodP PROJETTS #RE IDENTIFIZD |
THEY Coutd BE FUNDED BY SucHSALE

OIS M EM How should
Forestry Commission Scotland take
forward its approaches to working in
partnership in order further to develop
the national forest estate?

WE ARE SURE THERE ARE OPPORTUNMES
FOR MocH MORE BE/NG  JONE IN
THIS NAY OF PARTNTER SHIPS

(OIS (ol P How should the
national forest estate be used to take

forward wider Executive priorities, for
example in relation to renewable ener-
gy, rural housing, health

and tourism?

MoRE RESENRGH 710 BE DoNE ON

RENBY NERGY TR0k |
FRES A;;%ic rsﬁ_:—?/afr éﬂmfs 7 RE SET U]

WiTH REGHRD TO DESIGN + CONSTRUCTION GF Low
COST HOSING. [ARGELY TIMBER Benir:
FOREST TRAILS (Tl NOMEER OF LOCATIONS WiTk
BASIC APPARATVS CONSTRUCTED FIROM wood 72R

FARIOUS Fakﬁ??mm

OIS How should we
ensure that everyone is aware of what
Scotland’s national forests have

to offer?

—

ROUEH COOINTRY PRRK |PB7 DEVELOFPER: ‘
ROHCTING: ADVERTISING  HARKET) ric-
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OB Given the
long-term nature of forestry, the
proposed vision will largely be
delivered through gradual,
evolutionary change. Is there a need
for a more rapid approach to bring
about some elements of the vision
and, if so, what are they?

Npo  Comriers T

QueStion 17; ‘ Is it usef.ul_.to try .
to express the proposed vision in
more detail, perhaps quantifying

the size, mapping the geographic
distribution and describing the nature
of Scotland’s national forests at some
date in the future (say 2025, or
2050)? If so, how should this

No (ocmMMHENT

be done?

SIS UTIMERY What approaches
might be adopted to strike a balance

between local and national interests?

LocHL Fofe STERS 8Se/NG BETTER KNOWN
13 LocAL  COMMONITIES THROVGH SCHOOL.
VISITS AS @VSED B RANGEKR

Any additional comments:

WE HAVE A VEKY GooD KELATONSHIP
NITH FC. AND FEEL THAT OUR
FARESTS ARE BEING VERY WELL

LWOKED HFTER FRON THE FRINT
OF VIEW OF RECREAMON, CONSERVATI
AND TINBER  ProDUCTION
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