Kilbarry, Macroom, Co. Cork

Saturday March 27th 2010

Re: Review Of Forest Policy

(As per Reviewed Programme for Government, October 2009)

A Chairde,

The writer participated in review of the Forestry Acts 1946-1988 and acknowledgement of his submission was received from Philip Carr, Forest Service, under cover of letter January 6th 2006. Much of that submission was reiterated by Macroom District Environmental Group, under the current review and scheduled to be e-mailed in advance of “deadline” (31 March 2010) – the writer being lead draftsman; Researcher and P.R.O. for M.D.E.G.. The enclosed responses are on writer's behalf as individual stakeholder.

1) National Forest Policy

Provision of the 1988 Forestry Act, incorporating Coillte Teo., (State Forestry Board) best summarise Irish Forestry Policy since 1904's institution of an autonomous forest commision for Ireland. The enactment of 1988 expressly confers a “Commercial” remit on Coillte – the consequences of “timber production as an exclusive goal” are everywhere to be seen. “Primacy of profit” with little or zero regard for the receiving Environment (Soil/Water/Bio-Diversity), indisputably, characterises “National Forest Policy”, which has created despair for local communities; a “no go” area for Wild Animals and Birds in view of the condition of the forest floor after each “Clearfell”; acidification and eutrophication downstream with critical impacts on Annexe 2 Species (Habitats Directive 1992), notably our Freshwater Pearl Mussel and a Species Ratio of Exotic Conifers unequalled elsewher in the E.U..

In his contribution to the Joint Oireachtais Committee, as reported in Irish Times, October 29th, 2009, David Gunning, (Chief Executive Coillte) stated that “traditional forest management model was no longer valid” - suggesting that National Forest Policy heretofore was “valid”.

D. Gunning's acknowledgement as such emphasises the failure of Sustainable Forest Management, embraced at the Helsinki/Lisbon conferences, all those years ago (1993), by our relevant Cabinet Minister; it vindicates those among us who remain opposed to the F.S.C. Eco-label on Coillte Product (Forestry Stewardship Certification) conferred May 2001 – both of which initiatives remain “Ultra Vires” in the absence of amending legislation because of the overarching “Commercial Mandate” set out in 1988 Act.

2) Funding Of Forestry Schemes

The renewed programme for Government (October 2009) comprised 5 issues concerning State Forestry Policy – including “the effectiveness of current Forestry Grant Schemes” (1); “the use of direct funding and appropriate tax incentives” (4) and “Carbon Credits diverted for Forestry Investment” (5). Any “supports in the future” require to be conditional on adherence to the Principles and Practices of S.F.M. verifiably ie. the Physical; Chemical and Genetic Pollutions associated with Irish Forestry (O.E.C.D.) must be addressed; affected Eco-systems restored; Public Participation and access to Environmental Information honoured, including provision of “Conflict Resolution” at local level; riparian zones urgently protected; impacts of large-scale application of “Lindane” up to 2000, assessed; Provenance of proposed “30% broadleaf” (Issue 3) be given priority, so as to preserve local Genetic Character and the absolute requirement of engaging/consulting with the Public at large and locally affected Communities particularly.

3) Role of Coillte and it's Functions

The Renewed Programme (Oct 2009) referred to “the role of Coillte and it's Functions and Operations.”


Coillte as Guardian of Our Forest Lands-

As P..R.O. For Macroom District Environmental Group during 1985, this writer recorded our Membership's implacable opposition to the “Privatisation/Sale” of our Forest Estate. And the issue of “sale” arises again in the McCarthy Report (2008). That “sale” of State Forest Land, much of it compulsorily acquired under the 1956 Forestry Act and much of it purchased voluntarily at £1.00 per acre, would be countenanced, is unthinkable and this matter requires clarification for the Public and Stakeholders.

Purported to be regulated by the Forest Service (itself regulated by Dept. Natural resources/Dept. Agriculture), Coillte is owned by 2 Ministers of the Cabinet (Finance and Agriculture) on behalf of the State – and managed by a Board of Directors. It's “role and function” is dictated by 1988 Forestry Act but Coillte remains unamenable under Freedom of Information enactments (see attached Parliamentary Question No. 569, of March 2006).

Under the Draft Forestry Bill (No.6 2001), Coillte as regulated, presented a model of “Sustainability”. A new role, as providing “for the Spiritual needs” of the Public, was innovative and welcome in that it acknowledged those of us who walk and fish afforested areas, do so with respect for the forest.

In it's revised role, Coillte guard the “Wellbeing of the forest” and thus honour the spirit of the Environmental Impact Assessment thresholds for “initial afforestation” and “clearfell” - which are far too high. We see case studies where Forest Grants have been offered within S.A.C.s where the “Habitat Regulations” prohibit certain thresholds in the absence of an E.I.A./s. - but where the proposed area of afforestation falls short by .5 acre of the requisite E.I.A. threshold.

In it's revised role, Coillte would acknowledge the exponential growth in Eco-tourism and make the Forests hospitable and welcoming and safe – thus growing the Economic resource.

Access; laneways and paths would not be “ploughed under” and thus exposing watercourses to “run-off” along the steep slopes and compounding disruption of the “motion of the Forest”.

In it's revised role; Function and Operation, Coillte would opt, where possible, to safeguard local “Bio-diversity” whose foundation is “Natural Regeneration” and build an Indigenous Forest, progressively, in partnership with Local Communities – as distinct from re/planting clearfelled sites with Native Broadleaf of questionable Provenance.

In conclusion, the “Role of Coillte and it's functions” currently, might best be evaluated by the “shocking” condition of many of the Peoples Millennium Forests – entrusted for “Management” to Coillte Teo, but associated “Management Plans” nowhere to be found. Suffice to add that in his Audit of Sites during Autumn 2007, Consultant Fergal Malloy, recommended the adoption of the term “Millennium Forest” - thus dropping the term “People's” from the initiative.

The Writer welcomes Seán Konnick as our new Junior Minister charged with Forestry and Fisheries – and Ciarán Cuffe in his critical role as Junior Minister entrusted with Heritage and Planning – both of which Ministries will play actively in the new Roles; Functions and Operations of our State Forestry Board, one trusts.



Ted Cook

