


the first five years, an annual premium per hec-
tare to cover losses of income resulting from af-
forestation of agricultural land, and investment
aid for the improvement of woodlands by the
provision of shelterbelts, firebreaks, waterpoints
and forest roads. Given the subsidies available,
a farmer who undertook afforestation could re-
ceive the equivalent of $NZ8,660/ha for planting,
and $NZ795/ha thereafter just to keep the forest
going. Even existing forests are eligible for pay-
ments. For improvements to existing woodlands,
payments include ECU700 ($NZ1,855) per hec-
tare for woodland improvement and the provi-
sion of shelterbelts, ECU18,000 ($NZ47,718) per
kilometre for forest roads, and ECU150 ($NZ397)
per hectare of woodland provided with firebreaks
and waterpoints.

Australia is developing substantial collateral
forest policies as well. The National Low Rain-
fall Farm Forestry Strategy is designed to integrate
trees and shrubs into agriculture across the south-
ern Australian wheatbelt to help relieve exten-
sive land and water degradation due to salinity.
The strategy will require substantial public in-
vestment to kick start the process and the objec-
tive is to have 30% of farmers engaged in farm
forestry by 2020 with at least 10% of land area
and 10% of farm revenues coming from farm for-
estry new industries but this investment will be
forthcoming because farm forestry. Apart from
collateral forestry programmes, Australia has also
developed direct forest policies, both at the State
and Federal levels, incorporating national strate-
gies or ‘visions’ for the sector. The Common-
wealth Government has produced the Wood and
Paper Industry Strategy and Plantations for Aus-
tralia — The 2020 Vision.

The question for the New Zealand forestry sec-
tor is whether a passive forest policy is going to
be adequate for the challenges facing the country
in either the plantation or the indigenous forestry
sectors. The doubling of plantation wood avail-
ability in the near future is going to happen in a
forestry policy vacuum that will continue to see
the same knee-jerk reaction to transport and in-
frastructure development issues that have
emerged on the east coast of the North Island.
There is fragmentation of initiatives that impact
on forests, with separate agendas by the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner for the Environment (Na-
tive Trees and Plants on Private Lands), Minis-
try for the Environment (Biowhat), the Depart-
ment of Conservation (DoC) (public forest estate
as well as its perceived interests on private land)
and district and regional councils (local interpre-
tation and implementation of the RMA).

Graham Whyte pointed out a classic example
of the effects of passive forest policy. A recent

advertisement in national newspapers, under the
banners of Forest and Bird, DoC and the BNZ,
proclaimed how successfully brown kiwi
populations have recovered in Okarito forest.
There was no word about the fact that this forest
had been managed under a different policy (the
West Coast Accord) by Timberlands West Coast
(TWC) for the last decade, or that it was TWC's
pest control programme, funded through sustain-
able harvesting revenues from that forest, that had
achieved the success. With harvesting about to
cease in Okarito and it will be interesting to see
what the collateral effect is in the future on forest
health and populations of predators without funds
from harvest revenues.

Personally, I do not think that a passive forest
policy, that subjects a sector with such potential
to collateral and general policies, is working.
While the NZIF’s Forest Policy is laudable, it is
still the NZIF’s policy, not the government’s
policy nor a policy that is recognised and under-
stood by the public, and it does not take us past
the forest gate. The same can be said for the ini-
tiatives of the Forest Industries Council and the
Forest Owners Association. And while I am not
so naive to believe that a Forest Policy is any more
permanent or sustainable than the West Coast
Accord or a single-issue political platform, it does
force public debate and a statement of vision and
intent. I would like to see “MAF Forest Policy”
change from being the name of a group with a
government department, to being “MAF’s Forest
Policy” that provided a clear vision for forestry
in New Zealand.
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EMPLOYMENT SOUGHT

Forestry Graduate (Canterbury) 36 years old
Experience includes:

* 3 years' silviculture and mensuration

* 5 years' Resource consent work

Seeks further forest industry experience,
anything considered please.

For further details
Phone Michael Muschamp
07-345 4812, or 07-548 0196
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