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Executive summary

Over 7 in 10 respondents (71%) stated that the forestry industry was very or extremely important to New Zealand.
Concerning Social Licence to Operate, Forestry shares a similar profile to that of Sheep and Beef farming and Aviation,
with Horticulture and Viticulture garnering the most positive profile

Creating income, providing jobs and environmental advantages are the most commonly mentioned unprompted positive
associations with the forestry industry; however environmental impacts in general are often mentioned as a negative
connotation with forestry along with health and safety issues and issues associated with post-harvest waste

At the prompted level, wood as a desirable building material with a promising future in the construction industry, tree
planting being vital for NZ to meet climate change goals and forestry creating economic benefits for New Zealand are
the aspects concerning forestry that people most strongly agree with

Health and safety of workers as a priority, carbon offsetting, economic significance, and fire alerts, awareness and
control as a priority are the most important factors that shape people’s opinion of the forestry industry, particularly for
people not associated with primary industries

The economic benefits of forestry and its positive impact on the environment have the greatest level of influence on
people’s perceptions about the importance of forestry to New Zealand at the overall level and for urban residents.
‘Giving back’ to local communities, planting trees that assist land stabilisation along with positive impacts on the
environment have the greatest impact on people’s perceptions about the importance of forestry to New Zealand
among rural residents

Around a tenth of respondents recall any messaging regarding the forestry industry from the past month with fire risk,
health and safety and tree planting dominating recall and these messages were primarily communicated via TV. TV
commercials are also believed to be most effective channels to communicate messages about forestry
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SOCIAL LICENSE TO OPERATE - NZ Forest Industry

Tologa Bay
Debris Flood 2018

LICENSE

means foresters can’t, or are
limited in their ability,
because of public opposition
and consequential legal

restraints, to;

LOSS OF SOCIAL

* Only-logs
» Methyl bromide

« Forest fires « Clear-felling
« Killing kouka, toheroa & trout < Hay fever « Biodiversity
» Health & safety  « Timber rots « Good pay

* Trucks on roads » Stealing productive land

» Destroying rural communities * Regional employment

« Wiping out biodiversity « Export earnings

* Foreign dominated )
, * Recreation
* Not native trees

* Poor pay » Erosion control
 Wilding pines

* Employment rates per hectare
compared with dry stock

ACHIEVEMENT OF

Carbon
Sequestration

SOCIAL LICENSE

means foresters can

responsibly,

because of public support

and consequential legal
enablement, to;

Invest, plan, plant, manage, fertilise, spray, monitor, control entry to and engineer their forests and then, harvest, transport, sell,

process, disinfest and export their logs
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Radiata pine is our most popular plantation species. With
good reason. It grows faster in New Zealand than in its
native California. Some forests have been harvested five
times and are growing better than ever.

As the world supply of fropical hardwood diminishes, there is exciting
potential fo use and export pine timber for cutdoor construcsion. Treatments,
such as acetylation or heasing, make pine much more durable and hard.
Qur plantation pines are also excellent at copturing aimospheric carbon.

A mature pine captures nearly three fimes as much carbon as an indigenous
free twice its age.

LOVE OUR FORESTS

www.nzwood.co.nz OUR BUILDINGS DO
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RNZ Home News Radio Podcasts & Series Topics Pacific

ENVIRONMENT / HEALTH

How hard is it to plant trees for a
living? Lisa Owen finds out

From Checkpoint, 5:08 pm on 12 June 2019 Share this O o e @

@ How hard is it to plant trees for a living? Lisa Owen'finds"out - - 0 el
| Watch later Share
w
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There are fears the government's goal to plant one billion trees by 2028 could be toppled by a chronic
labour shortage.

The goal is to plant a mix of a billion native and exotic trees by 2028 - to support a low emission
economy, protect the environment and create ongoing employment.
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2016 2019
: Horticulture &
0 Tourism/Aviation Viticulture
a Sheep & Beef Farming Q Tourism/Aviation
Forestry,

e Dairy Farming =

Sheep & Beef Farming




;

New Zealanders’ Perceptions
of the Forestry Industry

2016 2019
: . Horticulture &
0 Tourism/Aviation Viticulture
a Sheep & Beef Farming Q Tourism/Aviation
Forestry,

e Dairy Farming =
0 Forestry
e Oil & Gas

Sheep & Beef Farming

2022 Goal

Horticulture &
Viticulture, Forestry

e Sheep & Beef Farming






