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We are opposed to the idea.  Whilst we are pleased that the petitioner has 
recognized our guidance note, copy attached, it is just that – a suggestion for best 
practice on how to engage other stakeholders.   

The guidance was not written in isolation by Confor, but rather was developed with 
the assistance of all the stakeholders normally involved with forestry scoping and 
consultations, and guided by a well-known expert on community consultation and 
engagement, Amanda Bryan of Aigas Associates.   

Everyone involved with this exercise recognized that every situation is different, and 
one size does not fit all – it’s a question of doing the appropriate things at the right 
time.  And those ‘appropriate things’ will differ with each case, and will change over 
time and with different audiences – best practice can be tweaked accordingly to suit.  
Quite apart from the near impossibility of translating something like this into 
legislation in a statutory code, were such to exist it would prove cumbersome and 
unfriendly, just when best practice is trying to encourage friendly and professional 
engagement. 

It is worth noting that were Government inclined to create a statutory code, then it 
would have to apply to all road users, not just the forest industry. 

On the other matters raised during the Public Petitions Committee’s consideration of 
PE1654, we are pleased to note in the response from Scottish Government that they 
do not intend to introduce any measures in respect of forestry consultations in the 
Forestry and Land Management (Scotland) Bill, nor do they consider there is any 
need to review timber transport and forestry extraction routes as part of that Bill.  We 
agree with those decisions. 

Confor’s predecessor organisation Timber Growers was involved with the start of the 
formation of regional timber transport groups in the 1990s, and I have personally 
served on the Timber Transport Forum since 2001.  No other industry undertakes 
the voluntary control of its heavy goods traffic in the way that forestry does, and it is 
a tribute to all involved in the timber transport ‘movement’ that so many difficulties 
have been resolved in the spirit of partnership and cooperation.  Attempts to engage 
with local communities and ameliorate to the greatest extent possible any 
inconvenience in rural communities close to forests, is at the heart of what the 
regional timber transport groups do.  Government has recognized those 
achievements, hence why they have been allocating funding to the Scottish Strategic 
Timber Transport Scheme.  The industry is most grateful for this extra assistance.   

Forestry in the UK is one of the most highly regulated and responsibly managed 
industries in the country.  I have been involved with developing the Timber Transport 
Forum’s response to you on PE1654, and on behalf of Confor, endorse everything 
contained in that response.  I do not recognize the adverse comments and criticisms 
of the forest industry and timber transport in particular, made by the petitioner in the 
background information supplied, nor in the submission PE1654/A. 

I shall be pleased to answer any further questions the Committee may have. 



 

  


