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 COVID-19 Can Kill. 
Please Take Care! 

 
N Monday 23 March 2020 the government introduced 
measures, the like of which we haven’t experienced in 
our lifetimes, in an effort to halt the spread of 

Coronavirus COVID-19.  You will all have received guidance 
from the Network regarding how we should proceed. 

With the Prime Minister’s 
announcement coming so late in 
the month, I had already written 
most of this issue of Broadsheet.  
So, I was faced with a major re-
shuffle and some extra writing.  
Hence, we have two headline 
themes this month. 

I had already decided that I could not write 
this editorial without reference to Coronavirus 
COVID-19, but I didn’t expect it all to escalate 
to this level so rapidly. 

Forget the nuclear bomb that scared the life 
out of us in the 1960s and 70s.  This is a far 
more effective threat. 

Those more senior Network members may 
remember the BBC Radio 4 Friday evening 
topical debate programme “Any Questions?” 
hosted by David Jacobs. 

A regular panellist was Russell Braddon, an 
Australian writer of novels, biographies and TV 
scripts. His chronicle of his four years as a 
prisoner of war, The Naked Island, sold more 
than a million copies. Braddon was born in 
Sydney, the son of a barrister. He served in the 
Malayan campaign during World War II. 

Braddon was always blunt.  He spoke his 
mind and upset a few people along the way.  
Come to think of it, that may be why I liked the 
guy!! 

Anyway, the programme always ended with 
a bit of a light hearted, if not silly, question from 
a member of the audience and one evening the 
question was “How will the world end?”, most 
topical for that time.   

We had replies of Armageddon, the 
Russians will drop the dreaded bomb and 
America will retaliate. 

Braddon was the final panellist to answer 
and said simply “plague”.  Just that one word. 
Silence. There was a momentary pause before 
Jacobs asked if Braddon would like to expand 
on that answer. 

Braddon explained how modern air travel 
meant that a person could visit a number of 
countries and even two or three continents in a 
single day.  As plague still existed at that time 
(and I believe is simply dormant at the moment) 
that person could spread it so fast that society 
couldn’t react fast enough. 

I sat there terrified and I’ve never forgotten 
that programme and what Russell Braddon 
said. 

Well, it may not be plague but Coronavirus 
COVID-19 has certainly bought us to our knees 
and threatens a world-wide recession. 

You’ve received the advice for Tree 
Wardens issued by the Tree Council and the 
Network has issued guidance as well.  Both the 
Tree Council and The Woodland Trust have 

closed their offices for the foreseeable future 
and told volunteers to avoid working in groups, 
if they have to meet at all. 

The Woodland Trust’s volunteer speakers 
have been told to cancel all talks booked up until 
May and I have complied and so far cancelled 
five.  Indeed, I am now about to cancel the four 
I have scheduled for June. 

Coronavirus COVID-19 may not finally kill 
as many as the plague or the infamous bomb 
(we all hope!), but it’s definitely changed life as 
we know it.  Hopefully, it won’t kill as many 
people as seasonal flu so we have the chance 
to learn from it … but will we? 

So, please heed the warnings, cancel any 
events you have scheduled in the next few 
months and avoid all contact … even in the open 
air of a lovely woodland.  

As Prime Minister Boris Johnson delivered 
his address to the nation I suddenly felt an 
enormous responsibility.  Hence my e-mail the 
following morning to you all. 

It’s not just that I am the Co-ordinator of this 
fantastic Network and have a responsibility to 
ensure that you and the public we meet remain 
safe.  We also have a responsibility to the Tree 
Council brand and need to protect that. 

There is also the fact that I am the East 
Anglian representative on the National Tree 
Warden Advisory Group and I would hate this 
region to be the one that failed in its duty to the 
public. 

I want the Tree Council to be a brand that 
people associate with care, passion and a 
sense of responsibility.  Not a bunch of nutty tree 
lovers who care more about trees than people 
… although I guess you could apply that 
description to me! 

I want our Network to be something that our 
communities associate with people who are 
responsible, sensible and willing to give of 
themselves to protect our trees and woodland. 

I also want us to have as many Tree 
Wardens as we have today when we eventually 
come out of all of this awful threat and I want 
those Tree Wardens to have their families intact. 

It is up to us all to act responsibly and I know 
that I can count on you all.  Remember the 
advice you have been given. 

Cancel ALL events scheduled before 1 May 
2020; do not attend meetings with other Tree 
Wardens of members of the public; do not carry 
out any conservation work on land you do not 
own or with more than one other person; do not 
meet members of the public regarding advice on 
tree matters; and do not visit trees / properties 
in relation to applications for works to trees 
subject to TPOs or Section 211 Notifications for 
Works to Trees Within Conservation Areas. 

So please stay safe. 

 John Fleetwood 
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Do We Really Care About Our Environment? 
 

N RECENT months we appear to have taken an enormous step backwards where our 
environment is concerned.  Yes, our government has decided against the third runway at 
Heathrow but the blind march toward the construction of the ridiculously destructive HS2 

appears to be gaining pace. 

In addition, I found last month’s 
budget hugely disappointing as the 
government missed a wonderful 
opportunity to show us how 
important our environment is to 
them.  Instead, they appeared to 
sidestep some major issues. 

Ok, there was a green boost as £800m was 
pledged for carbon capture projects, but 
measures lack ambition to tackle the crisis that 
we face.  Matt Mace and Sarah George summed 
it up very well on www.edie.net 

In recognition of the fact that emissions from 
the UK’s electricity sector have been falling for 
a decade, as more renewables come online, 
Chancellor Sunak vowed to alter the Climate 
Change Levy by April 2022. 

Under the current Levy, gas producers pay 
less than electricity producers, even though gas 
has proven harder to decarbonise. The 
Treasury will, therefore, introduce breaks for 
clean electricity producers and further taxation 
on gas producers. 

The government is raising the rate on gas to 
£0.00568/kWh in 2022-23 and to £0.00672/kWh 
in 2023-24 whilst freezing the rates on 
electricity.  Energy-intensive sectors will be 
provided with dedicated support to help them 
deal with the implications of these changes, 
Sunak said. 

The Carbon Price Support will continue to 
operate at £18 per tonne of CO2 up to 2022. 
After the Brexit transition period, the UK will aim 
to apply an “ambitious carbon price” that could 
be linked to the EU Emissions Trading System 
(ETS). 

The Budget confirms government support 
for the installation of heat pumps and biomass 
boilers through a Low-Carbon Heat Support 
Scheme. The government will consult on 
introducing a new grant scheme from April 2022 
to help households and SMEs invest in heat 
pumps and biomass boilers, which will be 
backed by £100m in government funding. 

Funding for the Heat Networks Investment 
Project has also been secured up to 2022 and 
provides £270m of new funding to “enable new 
and existing heat networks to adopt low-carbon 
heat sources”. 

The budget also confirms £96m for the final 
year of the Heat Networks Investment Project, 
which ends in March 2022. 

The government will extend the Domestic 
Renewable Heat Incentive (RHI) until 31 March 
2022 and introduce “flexible tariff guarantees” to 
the Non-Domestic RHI March 2021. 

The Budget reveals that the government will 
introduce a “Green Gas Levy” to help fund the 
development of greener fuels. 

A tax on plastic packaging manufacturers 
and importers who fail to include more than 30% 
recycled content in their products was first 
mooted by Philip Hammond during 2018’s 
Autumn Budget. It was then raised again in the 
Resources and Waste Strategy (RWS). 

Sunak used his speech to confirm that the 
Plastic Packaging Tax will come into effect in 
April 2022. He claims that, once implemented, 
the tax will incentivise manufacturers and 

importers to mitigate 200,000 tonnes of carbon 
emissions annually, given that virgin fossil 
plastics bear a higher carbon footprint than their 
recycled counterparts. 

The Budget sets the rate at £200 per tonne 
of plastic packaging that contains less than 30% 
recycled plastic. The Budget also confirms that 
an additional £700,000 will be used to establish 
the revamped Extended Producer 
Responsibility scheme. 

The government will also extend the scope 
of the tax to the importation of filled plastic 
packaging and apply a minimum threshold of 10 
tonnes of plastic packaging to ensure the 
smallest businesses are not disproportionately 
impacted.  

On the broader waste front, the Budget has 
allocated an undefined amount of new funding 
for a digital waste tracking scheme to provide 
more data on the waste journey. In addition, 
£2m will be used to improve ways to combat fly-
tipping. 

Treasury colleagues had consistently told 
media that the Budget would be used to end a 
decade of fuel duty freezes, which analysts 
have repeatedly proven have slowed the 
decarbonisation of the UK’s road transport 
sector, but Sunak instead confirmed the 11th 
year of freezes, possibly to allay economic 
concerns surrounding the COVID-19 outbreak. 
The virus’ economic impacts are being 
particularly hard-felt in the oil sector. 

Elsewhere, Sunak confirmed that relief on 
red diesel duty, which stands at just 11p per litre 
compared to 58p on diesel for cars, will end in 
2022.  He said the duty has “hindered the 
development of cleaner vehicles”, essentially 
giving 14 million tonnes of carbon emissions 
some tax relief every year. 

However, he stopped short of a 2020 
abolishment to the duty because businesses 
have said they want time to prepare. Moreover, 
the relief will remain in place for the agriculture 
and rail sectors. 

The Budget featured a “comprehensive 
package of tax and spend reforms” for low-
carbon transport, covering charging infra-
structure and grants for electric and hybrid 
vehicles (EVs). 

EV drivers will never be more than 30 miles 
from a rapid charging station, according to the 
Budget document, as £500m is funnelled into 
fast-charging networks for EVs. This will include 
a Rapid Charging Fund to help businesses with 
the cost of connecting fast charge points to the 
electricity grid. 

While the government will continue to hold 
consultations on the phase-out date of polluting 
vehicles, it has earmarked £403m to extend the 
Plug-in Grant up to 2023. A total of £129.5m has 
also been set aside to extend a similar grant for 
vans, taxis and motorcycles up to 2023.  In 
addition, the Budget announces the exemption 
of zero-emission cars from the Vehicle Excise 
Duty (VED) ‘expensive car supplement’. 

While the investment into EVs is welcome, 
the government has given the green light to the 
second Road Investment Strategy (RIS2) that 
will see more than £27bn spent between 2020 
and 2025. 

RIS2 will be “delivered alongside the 

government’s plans for decarbonising the 
transport sector”, according to the government, 
but green groups are already eyeing up 
potential legal challenges following the 
Heathrow runway court ruling that was issued 
over climate concerns. 

The Budget introduced steps to support 
those affected by the winter floods of recent 
months, providing 120m to repair flood 
defences. 

Looking to the long-term, the government 
will invest £5.2bn from 2021 on a six-year 
investment programme for flood defences. The 
investment will better protect 336,000 properties 
from flooding.  The funding is in addition to a 
new £200m packaging for “place-based 
resilience schemes” to help rural, urban and 
coastal communities respond mitigate flood 
impacts. 

The Environment Agency will also benefit 
from a £39m investment into a network of water 
supply and water navigation assets. 

The Budget confirmed a dedicated £800m 
CCS Infrastructure Fund to establish CCS in at 
least two UK sites, one by the mid-2020s, a 
second by 2030. The sites will be developed 
using consumer subsidies. 

The government will ramp up action to 
tackle air pollution by equipping local authorities 
with £304m to reduce nitrogen dioxide 
emissions. This brings the total amount that 
government has provided to affected local 
authorities to £880m, the Budget document 
notes. 

The Budget confirmed the creation of the 
Nature for Climate Fund which will invest £640 
million in tree planting and peatland restoration 
in England. It is estimated that this will increase 
the rate of tree planting by more than 600%. 

Enough trees will be planted to cover an 
area the size of Birmingham, although a recent 
report from the Energy Systems Catapult claims 
that up to double this size will be required 
annually to push towards net-zero. 

There was no mention of where the trees 
are coming from of course! 

A Nature Recovery Network Fund will also 
be developed that will enable businesses and 
local communities to collaborate on existing 
wildlife restoration projects. The government will 
also introduce the Natural Environment Impact 
Fund to help “prepare green projects that could 
be suitable for commercial investment” to drive 
private sector support for environmental 
restoration. 

Finally, the government will triple funding for 
the Darwin Plus programme to protect and 
conserve “globally significant” biodiversity found 
in UK Overseas Territories. It will build on the 
£220m set aside to protect biodiversity in 
developing nations and helps double the UK’s 
international climate finance, which has come 
under criticism for links to fossil fuel projects in 
the past. 

No mention was made in the Budget of how 
much ancient woodland will be destroyed whilst 
constructing the many miles of new motorways 
(and HS2) that are planned. 

So, I am forced to ask our esteemed 
leaders “Do You Really Care about Our 
Environment?” 

I 
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 LEGAL CHALLENGE to HS2 
has been launched by the 
naturalist and broad-caster 

Chris Packham, arguing that the UK 
government’s decision to approve 
the high-speed rail network failed to 
take account of its carbon 
emissions and climate impact. 

Gwyn Topham reported on 
www.theguardian.com that Packham and the 
law firm Leigh Day said the Oakervee review, 
whose advice to proceed with HS2 in full was 
followed by Boris Johnson last month, was 
“compromised, incomplete and flawed”. 

The crowdfunded legal challenge comes in 
the wake of a court of appeal ruling on 
Heathrow, which declared that the govern-
ment’s planning statement allowing a third 
runway at the London airport was unlawful for 
not referencing the Paris climate agreement. 

Packham will likewise argue that the 
Oakervee report failed to quantify and address 
the full impact of HS2’s likely carbon emissions. 
The initial environmental statement for the high-
speed rail network was made in 2013, before the 
government signed the Paris agreement and 
committed to achieving net zero carbon 
emissions by 2050. 

Packham said: “Every important policy 
decision should now have the future of our 
environment at the forefront of its consider-
ations, but in regard to the HS2 rail project I 
believe our government has failed. I believe that 
essential submissions regarding environmental 
concerns were ignored by the review panel.  As 
a consequence, the Oakervee review is com-
promised, incomplete and flawed and thus the 
decision to proceed based upon it is unlawful.” 

Tom Short, a solicitor at the law firm Leigh 
Day, said the “environmental impacts relevant to 
the decision whether to proceed have not been 
properly assessed”.  He added: “In a time of 
unprecedented ecological catastrophe, 
[Packham] is clear that the law, and moral logic, 
require the government to think again.” 

The Department for Transport said it was 
considering the claim and would respond in due 
course.  A spokesperson added: “We under-
stand campaigners’ concerns, and have tasked 
HS2 Ltd to deliver one of the UK’s most 
environmentally responsible infrastructure 
projects. When finished, HS2 will play a key part 
in our efforts to tackle climate change, reducing 
carbon emissions by providing an alternative to 
domestic flights and cutting congestion on our 
roads.” 

HS2 Ltd will build a new high-speed rail line 
linking London with Birmingham, and later 
Manchester and Leeds. The Oakervee review, 
commissioned by Johnson after becoming 
prime minister, said the costs of the project 
could rise to more than £106bn. 

Campaigners say the line will damage or 
destroy almost 700 wildlife sites, including more 
than 100 ancient woodlands. HS2 disputes the 
figure and says only 62 ancient woodlands will 
be affected and most of those would remain 
intact. 

Chris Packham’s challenge coincided with 
the announcement that Whitehall’s top transport 
civil servant appeared to admit to withholding 
information that showed HS2 would go over 
budget in a parliamentary committee hearing. 

The Department for Transport’s permanent 
secretary Bernadette Kelly answered questions 
from the Public Accounts Committee on the 
controversial project. 

The high speed rail line, connecting London, 
Birmingham, Crewe, Manchester and Leeds, is 

now likely to cost more than £100bn.  Double its 
original budget. A recent National Audit Office 
report found the DfT were told by HS2 Ltd in 
March 2019 that the project was under 
significant cost pressures and would likely go 
over its £55.7bn budget.  

Kelly was confronted by Conservative MP 
Huw Merriman on why she did not tell the Public 
Affairs Committee about this knowledge, 
despite being asked about project costs in May 
2019. 

“I was quite careful in my remarks in 2019,” 
she said.  “I did not say it was coming in on 
budget and schedule, what I said is that the 
budget remained at £55.7bn, which it did.” 

The mandarin’s comments sparked anger 
from Conservative MP Sir Geoffrey Clifton-
Brown.  “You had serious knowledge that this 
project was off track and you didn’t inform the 
committee,” he said.  “Did it not occur to you to 
write to the committee afterward?” 

Kelly defended her stance by claiming the 
department was still trying to find ways to resist 
surging costs, and that divulging this information 
to the public could put contracts at risk. 

“There was no requirement to tell the 
committee about these internal escalation 
mechanisms,” she said. 

So, I am forced to ask our esteemed 
leaders “Do You Really Care about Our 
Environment?” 

 

N TOP of all this it appears 
that the government will not 
be replacing former Tree 

Champion Sir William Worsley who 
has now been appointed Chair of 
the Forestry Commission. 

Sir William was a true champion for trees 
and I feel that it is nothing short of disgraceful 
that a replacement is not to be appointed.  I 
cannot help but wonder it this lack of a 
replacement is to ensure that the voce for trees 
is severely wounded. 

So, I am forced to ask our esteemed 
leaders “Do You Really Care about Our 
Environment?” 

 

 WAS both delighted and relieved 
to learn that the government said 
on 5 March that the “next phase” 

of the 25-year strategy against bTB 
contains “an intention to begin to 
phase out intensive badger 
culling”.  

It plans to replace the culls with a 
programme of cattle vaccinations, badger 
vaccinations and improved early detection of the 
disease. This means culls will end in all existing 
zones as they reach the end of their four-year 
cycles. 

Whilst this has been widely reported as an 
‘end’ to the cull, one major caveat in the 
government’s announcement tends to have 
been overlooked: 

“The government will retain the ability to 
introduce new cull zones where local epidemio-
logical evidence points to an ongoing role of 
badgers in maintaining the disease.” 

In other words, badger culls could continue 
if and when the government introduces new 
zones. 

A case of “first the good news, now the bad 
news”! 

Again I ask “Do You Really Care about 
Our Environment?” 

XTINCTION Rebellion local 
Norwich members and MP 
Jerome Mayhew are at odds 

over the 300-home “Thorpe 
Woodlands” development on the 
edge of Norwich. 

Writing in the Eastern Daily Press, Ruth 
Lawes reported that XR activists are urging 
Jerome Mayhew to rethink plans for the scheme 
on Racecourse Plantations in Thorpe 
Woodlands. 

Mr Mayhew is a trustee of the Thorpe and 
Felthorpe Trust, which owns the woodlands and 
successfully sought planning permission for 300 
new homes in 2018. 

However, following his election last year as 
Broadland MP, Extinction Rebellion members 
have argued his new position is at odds with the 
development, which would see 10 hectares of 
woods destroyed as well as the creation of a 
country park. 

It comes after his Conservative colleagues, 
including Norwich North MP Chloe Smith, also 
objected to the plans. 

Campaigners wrote a letter to Mr Mayhew 
at the start of February asking for the 
preservation of the woodland in face of the 
climate emergency.  They said no reply was 
received so handed the letter to Mr Mayhew at 
his public surgery in Acle on 28 February. 

Dr Barbara Howey, from XR, said: "Mr 
Mayhew said he was expecting us and 
immediately apologised he had not received the 
letter and said he would reply. We spoke and he 
said the development of Thorpe Woodlands was 
exemplary in terms of its benefits to the 
community." 

Mr Mayhew said: "I invited Extinction 
Rebellion to come into my surgery to discuss 
their concerns, which they did. They now know 
that trees have not been felled in order to build 
houses. The Trust has permission to use a 9ha 
area of harvested commercial forestry mono-
culture, which XR agreed has been of low 
ecological value, to provide 300 houses for the 
local community, of which 100 will be for social 
housing. 

"The Trust plans to give away the whole of 
the rest of the woods, some 150 acres of 
beautiful semi natural woodland, for public 
recreation and the delivery of ecological and 
biodiversity growth, for free, with all the manage-
ment costs funded by the housing development. 

"We need new houses and this is a great 
way to provide them whilst actually improving 
biodiversity and creating a huge new park for the 
people of Norwich, all at no cost to the taxpayer. 
Instead of complaining XR should be holding 
this up as an example of responsible land 
management." 

It must be remembered that Broadland 
District Council originally refused permission for 
this development but the developer appealed 
that decision and was subsequently granted 
permission. 

I don’t think we’ve heard the last of this … 
by a long way!!! 

So, once again, I am forced to ask our 
esteemed leaders “Do You Really Care about 
Our Environment?” 
 

OW good it was to read on 
the BBC news website that a 
"tiny forest", said to be the 

first of its kind in the UK, is being 
planted in Oxfordshire in a bid to 
tackle urban wildlife loss. 
 Six-hundred native trees will fill a 200m² plot, 
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about the size of a tennis court, in Witney, 
Oxfordshire.  The small, fast-growing and dense 
forest, planted by environmental charity 
Earthwatch and Witney Town Council, will 
mimic native woodland. 

The charity said plans were already under 
way to create another in Oxford. 

Tiny forests are based on forest manage-
ment methods developed in the 1970s by 
Japanese botanist Dr Akira Miyawaki. 

The trees, which are being planted by 
council staff and volunteers, are able to store 
carbon, soak up water to reduce flooding, attract 
wildlife, reduce dust, improve air quality and cut 
noise pollution. 

Earthwatch is bringing the scheme to the UK 
with the help of Dutch organisation IVN Nature 
Education, which has planted nearly 100 tiny 
forests in the Netherlands. 

Earthwatch Europe's senior research lead, 

Victor Beumer, said: "We are excited to be 
planting a tiny forest, the first of its kind in the 
UK, in partnership with Witney Town Council. 

"At a time when it seems impossible to 
overcome the enormous challenge of the 
climate and ecological crisis, tiny forests offer a 
collaborative natural solution with far-reaching 
benefits.  We hope to inspire individuals, 
businesses and government to take 
environmental action, by supporting a tiny forest 
in their local area." 

Witney town councillor Vicky Gwatkin said: 
"The global environmental crisis focuses the 
mind but also provides a tremendous oppor-
tunity to think outside the box, giving us the 
confidence to experiment and try new things.   

"Tiny forests demonstrate that, far from 
being a sacrifice, the shift to green can actually 
provide a range of other community benefits.  It 
is a privilege for Witney to have the UK's first tiny 

forest". 
 

K.  That’s it for this month’s 
editorial.  I hope you find this 
edition of interest and 

maybe it will give you something to 
read during the COVID-19 lock 
down. 
 Remember, I welcome your comments … 
good or bad.  I need to know that I’m producing 
what you want … or not!!  With this lock-down 
you’ll have plenty of time to send me your views. 

 Please keep yourselves and your loved 
ones safe. 

  John Fleetwood

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 

Will Planting Millions of Trees 
Really Save the Planet? 

 
An article by David Shukman, the BBC’s Science Editor, 

published on www.bbc.co.uk/news 
 
 

ROM Greta Thunberg to Donald Trump and airlines to oil companies, everyone is suddenly 
going crazy for trees.  The UK government has pledged to plant millions a year while other 
countries have schemes running into billions, but are these grand ambitions achievable? 

How much carbon dioxide do trees really pull in from the atmosphere and what happens to a 
forest, planted amid a fanfare, over the following decades? 

Last year's UK general election 
became a contest to look green.  
The Conservatives' pledge of 
planting 30 million trees a year, 
confirmed in the Budget this week, 
is a big step up on current rates. 
Critics wonder whether it's possible 
given that earlier targets were far 
easier and weren't met. 

If the new planting rate is achieved, it would 
lead to something like 17% of the UK becoming 
forested, as opposed to 13% now. 

Tree planting is a popular idea because 
forests are not only beautiful but also useful: 
they support wildlife, help with holding back 
floodwater and provide timber and trees absorb 
carbon dioxide - the main gas heating the planet 
- so planting more of them is seen by many as a 
climate change solution. 

At the moment, the UK's forests pull in about 
10 million tonnes of carbon dioxide a year but 
the hope is to more than double that.  It would 
involve potentially sensitive decisions about 
where to turn fields into forests: for example, 
should trees be planted where crops are grown 
or where cattle or sheep are grazed? 

Furthermore, because it can take decades 

O 
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to get a financial return from trees, many 
farmers and landowners are waiting for the 
government to announce new incentives. 

Can you plant that many?  Yes, with the 
right people. 

I watched a team of people in their 20s 
working on a project for the Forestry 
Commission, in Norfolk, and their speed was 
phenomenal. When they got going, I timed each 
of them planting a tree roughly every four 
seconds. 

During the course of a day, they could plant 
between 2,000 and 4,000 trees, piercing the soil 
with a shovel, stooping down to bury the roots of 
a tiny Douglas Fir, pressing the sapling in with a 
boot, and then pacing out the gap to the next 
one. 

There are machines that can do the job - 
and even drones - but people power is the tried 
and tested method. And good money can be 
earned - about 7p for every tree. 

For years, it's been popular among students 
in Canada as a summer job, but inspiring the 
same enthusiasm among British people is a 
different story.   

Liz Boivin, whose company Tomorrow's 
Forests employs the team I visited, finds it is 
Canadians, Australians and eastern Europeans 
who most regularly sign up for a season's work. 
She doubts whether there are enough trained 
staff in Britain to support the government's plans 
for a huge increase in planting. 

"You need to have the workforce to hit those 
numbers, which at the moment you don't have," 
she says. 

Trees grow very slowly so it's not enough 
just to plant them and then walk away. In their 
early years, saplings are extremely vulnerable 
to a long list of threats: droughts, storms, pests 
and diseases. So it's possible that around a 
quarter of a newly-planted forest will die young. 

Only when the survivors make it to an age 
of 20-30 years do they draw in significant 
amounts of carbon dioxide. By this stage, the 
forest will only thrive if some trees are removed 
or "thinned" to allow more room for others to 
develop. 

If the timber from the cleared trees is then 
used in buildings, the carbon will remain locked 
up for as long as the structure stands. But if the 
trees are left unattended and end up dying and 
rotting, all the carbon that had been stored will 
then be released. 

So the key is a plan for careful manage-

ment, according to Stuart Goodall, who runs 
Confor, a forest industries association. He's 
worried that the mania for trees may turn out to 
be a passing fashion, with investors excited by 
the planting but not by the long years that follow. 

"We don't want to be rushed by others who 
have taken a sudden interest and may run away 
in 5-10 years' time," he says. 

For a big increase in tree planting, Mr 
Goodall says there will need to be far greater 
supply of saplings but British nurseries are wary 
of scaling up until they're sure the government 
is serious. 

Can trees stop climate change?  The 
answer is more complicated than you might 
think. 

 Trees use carbon dioxide as part of the 
process of photosynthesis - with the carbon 
ending up in the branches, trunk and roots. But 
at the same time they rely on respiration, which 
releases some carbon dioxide.  That's why, over 
the years, people have described trees as 
"breathing" - inhaling and exhaling a flow of 
gases and it turns out that understanding 
exactly how that flow works is extremely hard. 

Prof Rob MacKenzie, of the University of 
Birmingham, is honest about the lack of 
knowledge. "There are lots of things we don't 
know about the precise movement of carbon." 

We're in a hi-tech outdoor laboratory that he 
runs in a forest in Staffordshire.  Instruments are 

mounted on tree trunks and on the ground to 
measure every aspect of how the trees are 
functioning. Research so far has shown that 
every square metre draws in about 1,700g of 
CO2 every year - while also releasing up to 
1,200g. 

Furthermore, as a forest gets older, those 
flows are likely to become more balanced. Prof 
MacKenzie says it would be a "disaster" if 
governments and companies rely on forests to 
"clear up the mess" of carbon pollution and he 
paints a grim picture of what could go wrong. 
"We plant lot of trees, we think we've done the 
job, we forget about them, and what we're left 
with is a really desolate dying diseased 
landscape that no one cares about." 

So what are the solutions?  Partly, they 
involve choosing the right trees and partly it's 
about making sure that local people benefit. 

In the sprawling forest of Thetford, in 
Norfolk, much of it planted in a rush after the 
First World War, Eleanor Tew has researched 
the best options. 

Back in the 1960s and 1970s, a 
government-encouraged rash of planting ended 
up with regimented rows of the same species of 
conifers - which meant they were susceptible to 
the same pests and diseases. 

For Eleanor, it's important to make sure that 
future forests are more resilient. 

"It's a bit like making sure you don't put all 
your eggs in one basket," she says. "It may 
seem that the obvious thing is to plant one 
species that's really good for timber or another 
species that's good for carbon but if they don't 
cope with a disease, then the whole forest fails." 

For Nathalie Seddon, professor of 
biodiversity at the University of Oxford, it's vital 
that forestry schemes, particularly in developing 
countries, aren't imposed on the people there, 
but instead involve them. 

She points to a project in the Humbo region 
of Ethiopia where farmers were encouraged to 
regenerate woodland by being given legal rights 
over the trees and also by getting training in 
forest management. 

By contrast, a forestry scheme in northwest 
China successfully protected people living there 
from dust storms - a positive development - but 
the growth of the trees then led to water 
shortages in villages downstream. 

She says: "There is an idea that you can just 
buy land and plant trees but that's too simplistic 
- there is a risk of doing more harm than good." 
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Re-Planting Great Britain 
 

In recent months, Fiona Harvey Environment Correspondent at The 
Guardian has written a number of excellent articles on the subject of 
tree planting in the UK.  Here is a summary of what she has written 

 
 

N 2018, about 1,400 hectares of trees were planted in England, against a government target 
of 5,000 hectares. Less than £1 per person per year is spent on planting English trees and 
less than £2 across the UK, according to estimates by Friends of the Earth, compared with 

£90 per person per year on roads and £150 on fossil fuel subsidies. Scotland has succeeded in 
planting more trees, but the UK is still one of the least wooded countries in Europe, with only 
13% tree cover, compared with about 32% in Germany and 31% of France. Those trees are also 
unevenly distributed: tree cover is about 10% in England, 15% in Wales, 19% in Scotland, and 
only 8% in Northern Ireland. 

The reasons for the lack of 
woodland across the UK stretch 
back centuries, from the timber 
needed for ships to bolster the 
empire’s navy and the industrial 
revolution, to the first world war, 
when the countryside was so 
denuded that the government set 
up the Forestry Commission in 
1919 to reforest emptied land and 
provide a national resource to meet 
future needs. 

More recent impediments to forest-growing 
have included the complicated nature of agri-
environment subsidies and for decades a 
farming policy focused on intensifying food 
production over environmental gains. Farmers 
and landowners have had little incentive to take 
a punt on slow-growing forests, which carry sub-
stantial upfront costs but no financial return for 
decades, while cash-strapped local authorities 
have had other spending priorities. 

The Committee on Climate Change, the 
government’s statutory adviser, has suggested 
that to meet the target of net zero carbon by 
2050, we need to plant at least 30,000 hectares 
of new trees every year. 

The Woodland Trust sees new woodland 
planting as one of the three main aims for 
forestry in the UK: protection of existing sites; 
restoration of degraded woodland; and creation 
of new forests. The trust is one of four charities 
supported by the 2019 Guardian and Observer 
climate emergency appeal. 

Just growing more trees is not that simple, 
however. The UK’s recent history holds many 
examples of hapless forestry schemes gone 
awry. The Forestry Commission was respons-
ible for some of them, with plantations in its early 
years that failed to provide a strategic reserve of 
the sort of timber needed. More recently, in the 
1980s, peatlands, bogs and moorlands were 
planted with conifer, with environmentally 
damaging results, because planting trees on 
peatland dries out the soil, whereas peat in its 
natural state can act as a powerful carbon sink. 
The regimented monocultural conifer plant-
ations can still be seen in Scotland, Wales and 
Northern Ireland. 

If the UK is to meet its targets without further 
collateral damage to native peatlands, wildlife 

and scenery, past mistakes must be avoided. 
“It’s about the right tree in the right place,” says 
Darren Moorcroft, chief executive of the 
Woodland Trust. “Trees can provide carbon 
capture, but also clean water, fresher air and 
flood alleviation, if they are planted with care.” 
Native broadleaf woodlands are often more 
suitable than the timber-producing conifer 
forests, and varying the species planted means 
they are less vulnerable to disease than 
monocultures. 

Planting a new woodland from scratch costs 
roughly £6,000 a hectare, or £3.80 per tree, 
according to the Woodland Trust, but there are 
many variables. The land that is planted may 
have previously been farmland, or other land up 
for sale from private hands, or in public 
ownership. The Queen Elizabeth Diamond 
Jubilee Wood, for instance, was formerly a UK 
Coal site bought by the charity. 

Heartwood Forest in Hertfordshire, with 
600,000 trees that were all planted by 
volunteers, was formerly farmland that was up 
for sale. According to the Woodland Trust, “local 
people were worried it was going to be houses, 
so were delighted when we consulted on our 
plans”. The wood is now well used as a local 
amenity. 

The Woodland Trust, which has planted 
more than 43m trees since 1972 with more than 
15 million people involved, works closely with 

local communities, consulting on large-scale 
projects to convert land to woods, and 
sometimes through community groups that have 
contacted the charity. “It’s rare that people aren’t 
happy to see a woodland being created for 
them,” says a spokesman. The charity decides 
what sort of woodland and its design through 
working with local people. 

“We find that by engaging with local 
communities to create and plant the site, there 
is much more buy-in and support for the new 
woods, as they feel like it’s theirs.” 

Rob Draper, manager of the Grange Farm 
Centre, a 90-acre community facility in Chigwell, 
Essex, has applied successfully for free 
community tree packs from the Woodland Trust 
for more than a decade, and has built up a 
woodland next to a local housing estate that now 
plays home to barn owls, great crested newts, 
beehives and a wide variety of small mammals 
and birds. Blackthorn, elder, rowan and hazel 
have all begun to bear fruit, and hornbeam, 
hawthorn, crab apple and dogwood have been 
planted as hedging. 
“People probably don’t realise that they can get 
free trees from the Woodland Trust, but we 
would encourage people to apply. At first we 
were nervous about completing the forms, as we 
weren’t sure we would be successful, but since 
then we’ve applied most seasons successfully,” 
says Draper. “[Local people volunteering 
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gained] a sense of purpose and structure in 
terms of seeing how project develops. And they 
had the opportunity to learn about the benefits 
of spending time outdoors, in a green space, 
and the improved health and wellbeing that 
results.” 
 

REE planting may be one of 
the government’s key strat-
egies for fighting the climate 

crisis, but ministers have got off to 
a slow start that shows little sign of 
speeding up, according to the latest 
figures: just £5.2m will be spent on 
new trees in England under the 
countryside stewardship scheme 
for the current financial year. 

That is enough for only 1,260 hectares, 
according to Friends of the Earth, which is 
calling for a greater effort on tree-planting to 
absorb more carbon dioxide from the 
atmosphere. 

Under current plans about £27m will be 
spent by the end of this parliament, enough for 
about 6,500ha of forest. 

These sums fall far short of the 30,000ha of 
new trees the government has pledged. 

Friends of the Earth revealed last year that 
ministers were failing to meet targets on trees, 
despite assurances from the government that 
forestry would form a central plank of the push 
to reach net zero emissions by 2050. Less than 
£2 per person was being spent on forestry, 
research found. 

Each of the major parties included 
substantial tree-planting pledges in their 
manifestos at last autumn’s general election. 
However, details from the government on how 
this will be achieved have been scant. 

The agriculture bill currently progressing 
through parliament will put in place a broad legal 

framework to reward farmers for providing 
public goods, such as tree planting, but there 
have been no concrete plans yet from ministers 
on how much farmers can expect to be paid, 
when and how such schemes will be managed. 

There are also increasing questions over 
the strategy, which has the backing in principle 
of many environmental groups, but must be 
worked out in careful detail if new forests are to 
be sited in the right places so as to preserve 
existing habitats and not lead to further 
unintended emissions. 

Experts told the Guardian that commercial 
forests would provide little gain in the UK’s 
ability to store carbon. They also said trees 
planted in the wrong places could increase 
emissions, for instance, planting trees in some 
peatland dries out the peat and causes it to 
release carbon into the air. 

Other plantations can threaten local birds 
and wildlife if not carefully managed. 

Guy Shrubsole, a campaigner at Friends of 
the Earth, called on the government to increase 
funding for forestry and double tree cover in the 
UK, which, at 13%, is currently sparsely wooded 
compared with similar European countries. 

He said: “Ministers love to talk about 
planting more trees to fight the climate 
emergency, but seem unprepared to put their 
money where their mouth is. We have enough 
land but not yet the political will.” 

He called on the Chancellor to act in the 
March budget. “This budget is an opportunity to 
free up funding to create and maintain 
woodlands. Nature benefits from more trees, 
people feel better, and of course trees help 
combat climate change so there is absolutely no 
excuse to skimp on this funding.”

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

National Forest Plans for Wales Unveiled 
 
 

IRST MINISTER Mark Drakeford has unveiled the exciting concept for a National Forest 
running the length and breadth of Wales.  Backed by £5m in this year’s Budget, the 
National Forest will create areas of new woodland and help to restore and maintain some 

of Wales’ unique and irreplaceable ancient woodlands and a further £10m of Glastir Woodland 
creation and restoration funding will be available to increase tree planting across Wales. 

The National Forest will be a 
connected ecological network 
running throughout Wales, which 
will play an important role in 
protecting nature and addressing 
biodiversity loss. 

It will also help to boost tourism in Wales, 
drawing inspiration from the development of the 
Wales Coast Path. A world-first, the Wales 
Coast Path stretches the entire 870 miles of 
rugged Welsh coastline, attracting millions of 
visitors a year. It was developed over years 
through collaboration between government, 
businesses, landowners and communities. 

First Minister Mark Drakeford said: “Today 
we plant the seeds of our ambition. We want to 
work with farmers, voluntary organisations, 
councils, environmental experts and local 
communities to translate our ambitions into 
immediate action and a shared long-term 

commitment. 
“There is no escaping the huge 

environmental challenges the world is facing – 
the February floods have brought that home to 
us in Wales in the most devastating way. 

“We have a responsibility to future 
generations to protect nature from the dangers 
of our changing climate but a healthy natural 
environment will also protect our communities 
from the dangers we ourselves face. 

“In planting, growing and protecting the right 
network of trees we can increase our resilience 
to flooding. Trees improve air quality, they 
remove harmful greenhouse gases from the 
atmosphere, they provide material for construct-
ion, they regenerate soil for food, they clean the 
water in our rivers and they provide a home to 
all the life that finds shelter in their canopy. 

“We have described our ambition for a 
National Forest that extends the length and 
breadth of Wales. As well as significantly 
increasing our support for tree planting 

immediately, we will also be undertaking 
extensive engagement so this can be a 
collective effort with government, business and 
communities all working towards a shared goal.” 

The First Minister and Environment Minister 
Lesley Griffiths will be taking part in tree planting 
at the Coed Cadw wood at Gnoll Country Park 
in Neath, whilst Hannah Blythyn, Deputy 
Minister for Housing and Local government will 
be tree planting at Coed Y Felin, near Mold. 

Deputy Minister for Housing and Local 
government Hannah Blythyn said “Our forests 
play a vital role in sustaining both our wildlife 
and our communities. By investing in community 
woodlands like Coed Y Felin as part of the 
National Forest, we can create new 
opportunities for people to experience nature in 
their own communities as part of our wider 
efforts to reform and improve access.” 

The National Forest will be supported by 
£5m of new funding, including £1.5m to support 
community woodlands. A further £10m of 
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funding for Glastir woodland creation and 
restoration has also been announced.  
Applications for funding opened from 16 March 
and will go towards increasing tree planting 
across Wales. 

Minister for Environment, Energy and Rural 
Affairs Lesley Griffiths, said: “The National 
Forest will provide an important means of 
strengthening the ecological networks which 

sustain our ancient woodlands and other vital 
habitats for wildlife. 

“Creating extensive new networks of wood-
lands is a challenging and long-term ambition, 
however, the idea is gathering momentum, with 
many organisations and communities across 
Wales already getting involved. 

“Accelerating the rate of tree planting in 
Wales requires a whole range of measures and 

the significant increase in Glastir funding 
announced today is a major step forward. 

“I know Welsh businesses, communities 
and, particularly, our farmers and foresters, will 
want to help create the National Forest. In the 
coming year we will be engaging widely so we 
are able to design the program in a way which 
allows everyone to make their contribution.” 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

Developers Urged to Build 
Upwards and Plant More Trees 

 
 

An Article by Jim Pickard published on www.ft.com 

 
 

EVELOPERS will be urged to make greater use of brownfield sites and “build upwards” 
as part of a package of new planning reforms that will mandate the planting of trees along 
new streets.  Robert Jenrick, housing secretary, outlined the ideas which will form part 

of a planning “white paper” (a detailed government consultation document) later in the spring. 

Another proposal is for 
developers to be given greater 
freedom to demolish disused 
commercial buildings to turn them 
into homes. That reflects the 
growing number of empty shops on 
Britain’s high streets amid the 
increased use of internet shopping. 

“We will also consult on the detail of a new 
permitted development right to allow vacant 
commercial buildings, industrial buildings and 
residential blocks to be demolished and 
replaced with well-designed new residential 
units which meet natural light standards,” the 
government document said. 

However, shadow housing minister John 
Healey warned that this could lead to 
“unsuitable buildings turned into slum housing 
with no planning permission at all.” 

As part of the emphasis on greater use of 
previously used sites, the government will in 
April launch a register of brownfield sites 
encourage councils to make the most of this 
land first, backed by £400m of state funding. It 
will also review how councils assess how many 
homes are needed in their area and incentivise 
those that deliver on those numbers. 

Mr Jenrick said developers will be en-
couraged to build homes around train stations 
and could face a new ban on development in 
areas at high risk of floods. Experts say that de-
ficiencies in the current planning system mean 
that the proportion of new homes built in areas 
at high risk of flooding has increased over the 
past decade.  

All local authorities will be required to have 
up-to-date “local plans” in place by December 
2023, setting out housing plans for their 
communities, or face sanctions from central 
government. A recent report by the parliament-
ary public accounts committee found that only 
half of councils had completed a local plan. 

“I want everyone, no matter where they live, 
to have access to affordable, safe, quality 
housing and live in communities with a real 

sense of place, as part of our mission to level 
up, unite and unleash the potential of this 
country,” said Mr Jenrick. 

In last month’s Budget, Chancellor Rishi 
Sunak promised £12.4bn for a five-year 
programme of affordable housing, a £10bn 
“Single Housing Infrastructure Fund” and £1bn 
of extra funding to tackle unsafe cladding 
systems on high-rise residential buildings. 

However, Mr Jenrick said the 240,000 
homes built in the country last year was the 
highest level for 32 years but he conceded that 
there was a housing crisis in the UK despite a 
decade of rule by his own Conservative party. 
“Many are still trapped paying high rents and 
struggling to save for a deposit. Home owner-
ship seems like a dream that remains out of 
reach,” he said. 
 The “ambitious” white paper in the spring 
would deliver a planning system “fit for the 21st 
century”, he told the House of Commons. This 
would be a “digital planning system” that would 
harness technology to simplify and speed up the 
planning process, the minister promised. 

Planning fees would be linked to 
performance, he said, with rebates where 
planning applications are successful at appeal. 

In addition, developers would be given the 
freedom to build upwards on existing buildings. 

“We know we need to deliver at a scale and 
pace we haven’t seen in recent years,” he said. 

The government is also set to update the 
National Planning Policy Framework which 
governs the planning system. Mr Jenrick said 
this would include a “fast-track for beauty” and 
said that tree-lined streets would become the 
“norm” in the future. 

John Healey, shadow housing minister, said 
the Budget had been a “golden wasted oppor-
tunity” of housing, pointing out that the £2.4bn a 
year for affordable housing was barely half the 
level of the last Labour government in 2009. 
 Iain Gilbey, head of residential at law firm 
Pinsent Masons, said the industry still wanted to 
see more investment into council planning 
departments and the Planning Inspectorate. 

“A rethinking from first principles reform of 
the planning system, should be approached with 
caution,” he warned. “The government has 
plenty to be getting on with, without clogging the 
legislative programme with rafts of planning 
reform — what is actually required is a faster 
cranking of the handle — rather than 
abandoning the existing machine.” 
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Champion Trees of Britain and Ireland 
 
 

An article by Bunny Guinness published on https://www.telegraph.co.uk/ 
 

 

'Woodman, spare that tree, touch not a single bough!  
In youth it sheltered me, and I’ll protect it now!” 

 
 
 

OR CENTURIES, trees have inspired poets such as George Pope Morris, but Owen 
Johnson has done more than most to protect them. He has recorded the vital statistics of 
more than 60,000 of them, covering huge distances on foot and public transport (he does 

not own a car). He has just published Champion Trees of Britain and Ireland: The Tree Register 
Handbook. The book lists all the species that grow in the British Isles and gives one or more 
“champions” for each. He indicates the areas each species flourishes and where to find them. 

The book, apart from being 
fascinating reading, is extremely 
useful. Many of our trees are under 
threat; from diseases such as acute 
oak decline and bleeding canker of 
horse chestnuts, climate change, 
grey squirrels (which strip the bark 
to reach the sap) and development 
of land use.  

Knowing which trees are where, where they 
are thriving and where they are blighted, helps 
inform our planting strategies. We have 
inherited an extraordinary legacy – more old 
oaks and yews than any other country in 
Europe. Great trees are vital to our rich 
landscape. 

I had wrongly assumed that Dr 
Johnson has worked with trees all 
his life, but his doctorate was on the 
poetry of Ted Hughes. His 
fascination with trees began at an 
early age, though, as he grew up 
beside Alexandra Park in Hastings, 
an area of 100 acres that has the 
largest number of rare and 
champion trees of any public park 
in England. 

When asked which his favourite 
trees are, he will not be drawn, 
saying they continually change. 
What he thinks is most important for 
the future of trees is to encourage 
diversity and it is important that we 
are not sheep-like in planting what 
a few gurus recommend. He cites 
horse chestnut as an example. If, 
instead of planting Aesculus 
hippocastanum, we had all planted 
other horse chestnuts as well, then 
the horse chestnut leaf miner moth 
would not have had such a field 
day. 

A hippocastanum “is gigantic 
and ubiquitous, the others modest 
and generally scarce but very often 
more elegant”. The Indian horse 
chestnut, A indica, has black 
conkers that are smaller and 
wrinklier but it has the bonus of 
flowering later, in July, which is a 
bonanza for bees. 

There are around 29 different 
species of Aesculus growing here. 

Garden centres can stock only a fraction of the 
tree species available. However, if you hunt 
down specialist nurseries, you will discover a 
wealth of them. Admittedly these are often not 
available at such large sizes, but almost 
invariably I find that by planting smaller trees 
they establish faster and will overtake any 
planted at a much larger size within a few years. 
I have seen research that backs this up, too. 

In Johnson’s book there are extraordinary 
examples of superlative trees, including the 
oldest, fastest-growing and biggest. The tree 
with the greatest spread is an oriental plane at 
Corsham Court in Wiltshire; it covers the area of 
a tennis court, more than 64m (210ft) wide.  

The oldest tree is a yew at Fortingall 
Church, Perthshire, thought to be 5,000 years 

old. The tallest is the Ardkinglas grand fir in 
Argyllshire, which a team of tree surgeons 
climbed in April 2010 and found to be 64.3m 
high. Before the introduced conifers outstripped 
our ash, lime and elm, these were the record-
holders at 45m or so. Then, in the 20th century, 
when we started growing conifers in blocks, the 
trees utilised the shelter afforded and extended 
the records somewhat. Although most tree 
heights are measured by a hypsometer (a small 
hand-held device that works trigonometrically), 
the major trees are climbed and a tape is thrown 
down. 

I was interested to learn more about trees 
we commonly regard as shrubs. I inherited a 
Cotinus coggygria, the familiar smoke bush. 
This is definitely a tree not a shrub, nudging 6m 

tall with a trunk of around half a 
metre, before branching out and 
spreading some 8m. It is 
wonderful with its mass of flowers, 
autumn colour and stature. 
Looking in the book, I think it may 
possibly be a champion – one 
recorded at Chelmsford Cathedral 
is 6m too. I would never have 
thought to plant a Cotinus as a 
specimen tree as it would take too 
long to become significant but I 
am as pleased as punch to have 
one. The largest Philadelphus is 
5m in a churchyard at Charlbury in 
Oxfordshire – again a fine, 
smallish tree. 

The Tree Register charity has 
a remit to record notable and 
ancient trees in Britain and 
Ireland. It was started by the late 
Alan Mitchell and fellow recorder 
Vicky Schilling. Mitchell was the 
first person to incorporate his 
records and all the historic 
references he knew into a card 
index. Now the register is 
computerised and contains 
250,000 measurements for more 
than 190,000 trees. 

Join the Tree Register and 
you can access the database and 
have samples identified. There 
are other benefits, of course, both 
to you and the trees 
(www.treeregister.org; 01234 
768884). 
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Exhibition Celebrating the Knotty Wonder of Trees 
 

An article by Vincent Dowd published on www.bbc.co.uk 
 
 

HE director of London's Hayward Gallery has been wanting to organise an art exhibition 
about trees for 25 years, but it's all come together at a time when they're in the news in 
ways he could never have expected.  "We're seeing images everywhere of burning forests, 

whether it's in Australia or California or the Amazon," says Ralph Rugoff. 

"So a lot of us are now thinking 
about trees, but I think artists really 
started making work about trees in 
new ways in the late 1960s. At the 
time Rachel Carson's book Silent 
Spring was a big influence on how 
we thought about the environment. 

"New work after that was different from what 
had come before because the tree was no 
longer just a piece of landscape: it was saying 
something about the effect we were having on 
the world around us." 

The new show features the creations of 38 
artists from around the world and includes 
paintings, photography, sculpture and digital 
work. Many pieces celebrate the sheer beauty 
of trees. 

One particularly striking piece is Forest by 
French artist Eva Jospin. At five metres tall it fills 
a large section of wall at the Hayward. It's made 
of intricately worked trunks and branches and 
twigs all made of cardboard which make you 
believe you could walk into the forest's non-
existent depths. 

Rugoff says the dark majesty of forests was 
bound to occur as a theme. 

"We've always thought of the forest as 
uncanny: often they're very beautiful but you can 
get lost in them too. If you could walk into Eva 
Jospin's creation you might never get out." 

A gorgeous digital forest, designed by the 
American Jennifer Steinkamp, gets a big room 
to itself. The woods in Blind Eye cycle endlessly 
through the four seasons. Rugoff says he 
expects people to settle and watch the process 
for long periods of time. 

"The Japanese have this concept of tree-
bathing where you go into the woods to 
experience the atmosphere the trees create. I 
think it's the same with Jennifer's piece even 
though it's all in a computer." 

At first sight Kazuo Kadonaga's Wood 
Number 5 appears simply a large cedar log, 
though a very attractive one. In fact the artist 
sliced the tree into roughly 800 lengths, each not 
much thicker than a sheet of paper, then put it 
back together. 

The process draws attention to what the tree 
actually consists of - something we usually take 
for granted. 

The Swiss artist Ugo Rondinone's Wind 

Moon looks like a real, massively gnarled olive 
tree. In fact it's an aluminium cast of a tree in the 
south of Italy which was at least 1,500 years old. 

Rugoff loves the way it's coated in white 
enamel. "The original tree had been twisted in 
winds and had been burnt by the Italian sun and 
the branches give it a wild head of hair. One of 
our artists told me he thought trees are the 
perfect sculpture in themselves and you can see 
that in the olive tree." 

Some of the exhibits are enjoyable for their 
beauty while others contain overt social 
statements. 

Steve McQueen's photograph Lynching 
Tree is of a poplar he saw in Louisiana while 
filming the Oscar-winning Twelve Years a 
Slave. The tree's history is chilling: it made a 
convenient gallows in the slave era and many 
black Americans lay buried around it. 

The Colombian artist Johanna Calle 
campaigns for the rights of the dispossessed in 
her country. Her image on paper of an Andean 
walnut tree is seen on closer inspection to be 
formed of typewritten words from the country's 
2011 Law of Land Restitution. 

"The law is about how peasants will regain 
the land rights they lost during the armed conflict 
in my country. Many of them have been 
displaced from the land by the violence. The 
work reproduces the walnut tree at almost life-
size - a familiar sight in 
Colombia. You can enjoy 
the shape of the tree but 
the words it contains are 
about political reality." 

Rugoff has balanced 
the attractive and the 
unsettling in selecting 
material for Among the 
Trees. 

"For instance I really 
admire a small piece by 
Mariele Neudecker which 
has small trees in water, 
all contained within a 
clear plastic box, but it's 
disturbing because 
there's a sort of yellow 
mist starting to envelop 

the trees and it shouts at you of how we've 
polluted nature. It's slightly apocalyptic and 
reminds me of when I used to live in LA and the 
smog came. 

"But the huge video installation Horizontal, 
by the Finnish artist Eija-Liisa Ahtila, is utterly 
restful. Like Blind Cycle it's something people 
simply stand and enjoy for minutes on end - 
though in this case it's video rather than 
computer animation. 

"It was shot with the camera sideways and 
you see an 11-metre Finnish spruce divided into 
six in a way which makes you look with fresh 
eyes." 

The concrete expanse of London's 
Southbank Centre doesn't boast much foliage 
but Rugoff says the exhibition is for all lovers of 
trees, of nature and of art. "London's estimated 
to have 8.5 million trees and one of the great 
things about London life is that trees are never 
really far away. 

"So you can come and enjoy the beautiful 
images in the show but also think about some of 
the things we have done to nature. We've lived 
alongside trees for so long and yet there are 
things we're still discovering such as how they 
talk to each other - what people call the Wood 
Wide Web. Scientists are doing fantastic work to 
explore our relationships with these wonderful 
things and so are artists." 

 
Among the Trees is at the Hayward Gallery 

in London until 17 May. 
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Special Branches: Readers on the 
Trees That Changed Their Lives

 
 

An article by Phil Daoust published on www.theguardian.com 
 

 
LMOST 50 years ago, when Bronwen Griffiths was growing up in the Worcestershire 
village of Belbroughton, she lost her heart to a tree. “That oak was part of my childhood,” 
she recalls. “I kissed my first boyfriend there. We didn’t stay together long, but he still 

has a photograph of the tree in his office in the US.” 

Her love for the tree outlasted 
her teenage romance. “When my 
mother was old and could no longer 
go walking with me,” Bronwen 
continues, “I used to visit it for 
solace. It’s hollow inside, and one 
late afternoon I came eye to eye 
with an owl.” 

Bronwen wrote to us just before Christmas, 
after we asked readers to tell us about their 
favourite trees. That first reply was followed by 
more than 800, from California to Canberra, 
Kilkenny to Kathmandu. Among many, many 
oaks – especially from the UK – were redwoods, 
junipers, ashes, gingkos, beeches, mulberries, 
rowans, chestnuts, hornbeams, poplars, 
London planes, maples, catalpas, baobabs, 
aspens, gumbo-limbos … 

The highlights can be found in our new 
series Tree of the week, which starts 9 March 
2020. 

What’s so great about trees? Well, to start 
with, as the Guardian’s Christmas appeal 
highlighted, they have huge potential to mitigate 
the climate crisis: “Trees are vital in producing 
oxygen and absorbing carbon dioxide from the 
atmosphere. They can prevent flooding and soil 
erosion. They provide shelter and shade, and 
reduce air and noise pollution.” 

We are also inspired by trees’ “sense of 
permanence”, says Christina Harrison, the 
editor of Kew magazine and co-author of the 

book Remarkable Trees. “They live on a 
different timescale from us, and there is a 
powerful sense that if you plant or protect a tree 
today you are truly leaving a positive mark on 
the planet, which remains long after you’ve 
gone.” 

You would, of course, also be giving animals 
a home and hunting ground. In New Zealand’s 
Auckland region, Barry Read’s Podocarpus 
totara teems with birds such as “tui, kererū, 
lorikeets, waxeyes and piwakawaka. It’s like a 
village in there!” Meanwhile, Pete Hallmann’s 
favourite oak in Hampshire “is host to squirrels, 
bats and insects. It acts as a perch for herons, 
woodpeckers and the resident kingfisher.” 

We humans also have a soft spot for 
anything that feeds us. US-born Meg Cutts 
bought her home in East Sussex after falling for 
its apple tree. “I make chutney, apple sauce, 
apple butter, cider vinegar and cider every 
autumn,” she says. In Gers, south-west France, 
Dick Pyle harvests truffles from his favourite 
holm oak. 

However, trees nourish our souls as well as 
our bodies. We are intrigued by their complexity 
and contradictions; by the way they bridge the 
earth and the sky, by their inner busyness and 
outer idleness. They inspire awe and affection, 
comfort us in times of trouble, and are 
landmarks in our journeys through the 
landscape and life itself. “He is my old friend,” 
Yves Barbeau says of the rain tree he used to 
pass every day on Holland Road in Singapore. 

“Trees are shaped anthropomorphically,” 
Max Adams, the author of Trees of Life, says. 
“They’re upright, with arm-like branches. It’s 
totally understandable how all cultures around 
the world, particularly in Europe, have this idea 
of trees as living, animated souls, such as JRR 
Tolkien’s Ents.” 

One reader, Nicola Muir, a yoga teacher 
from London, recently encountered a sycamore 
on Hampstead Heath that had a powerful effect 
on her. “For some reason, I felt an urge to give 
it a big hug. Yes, I know that’s a cliché – for a 
yoga teacher to hug a tree – but I don’t usually 
feel compelled to embrace trees while ambling 
across the heath.” 

She has been back to see it every day. “I 
love the feeling of support it gives me – thinking 
of its deep roots beneath me, feeling the 
steadiness of its trunk behind me, and gazing up 
at its seemingly endless branches above me.” 

Now in her early 40s, Polly Gutkowski, from 
Wiltshire, has happy memories of the garden of 
her childhood home in Gravesend. “It was my 
adventure playground, with the weeping willow 
the central focus. My dad fixed a rope and a 
swing to it. My two brothers and I climbed it 

regularly and each had our own particular 
branch that we sat on. My branch was the 
highest; I could poke my head out the top of the 
leaves and see all across the neighbourhood. 
My dad pruned the tree sometimes and I 
remember making dens in the piles of the long 
twigs and branches.” Polly was cast out of Eden 
at the age of nine, when her dad died and the 
family home had to be sold 

In East Sussex, Louise Munn has been 
sharing her life with an oak for the last 15 years. 
“When I draw my curtains every day, I have a 

view of this majestic tree from my bed,” she 
says. “I have my morning coffee observing it and 
spend my quiet morning contemplation time with 
it in my eye line. When in labour with my 
youngest child” – she has three – “I counted the 
spaces between the twigs and branches to get 
through each building contraction throughout 
the dawn. For my 40th birthday, my mum drew 
me a portrait of the tree, so I can still see its 
essence when the curtains are drawn in the 
darkness.” 

There is a beautiful lime in the garden of 
Carolyn Folland’s home in the French region of 
Haute-Vienne. Carolyn, who is in her 70s, 
writes: “It comes into leaf earlier than most of the 
other trees – so it brings spring a little bit earlier. 
It shelters pine martens, and a golden oriole 
sings in its branches in the summer. Some of my 
husband’s ashes are buried among the roots, 
which are now planted with tulips and daffodils.” 

Trees are natural memorials for many 
others, too. In California, Eric Castleman makes 
a daily visit to one that reminds him of his late 
father. “I speak to it as if I am speaking directly 
to him. Season after season it comes to life and 
sheds its leaves. I’ve watched it for 14 years and 
somehow just seeing it makes a bad day seem 

A 
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a little better.” In Staffordshire, there is a beech 
under which Anthony Cheetham proposed to his 
now wife, and later scattered the ashes of their 
first dog. “We now regularly walk to the tree with 
our children and new dog, Hector, to say hello 
and admire the view.” 

Incidentally, if you’re wondering how to tell 
a beech from a birch, or a hawthorn from a 
blackthorn, Patrick Harding, who runs tree ID 
courses for the Woodland Trust, “heartily 
recommends” The Tree Name Trail, a guide to 
the UK’s native and common non-native 
species. That might help the readers who can 
only say that their favourite tree is “big”, 
“unknown”, “generic” or “not a larch”. The 
picture-search option on Google’s smartphone 
app is also favoured by many. 

Patrick’s own favourite tree is a six-metre-
tall strawberry tree, which he planted 20 years 
ago. “I can see from my study window. It is 
currently covered with creamy-white, bell-
shaped flowers, but for much of the rest of the 
year, it will be covered with fruits like tiny ripe 
strawberries. The fruits do not taste nice; can’t 
have it all.” 

Many readers told us how they feared 
wildfire, flooding or disease threatening their 
beloved trees. Drew Whitemore, from Suffolk, 
noticed that the walnut by his rented cottage 
was rotting from the inside. “The landlord 
thought it would need to be chopped down 
before it died and possibly fell on the house.” 

Instead, Drew “decided to try a bit of 
instinctive surgery and began scooping out the 
rotting debris from inside the wound by hand. It 
was a smelly and quite distressing operation; I 
had my arm completely inside the tree and down 
below ground level, scooping the rot out as best 
I could. I then packed the space with soil from 
around and hoped it might stay alive a bit 
longer.” 

That was nearly 20 years ago – “and the 
walnut is still with us”. 

That is a blink of an eye for some species 
though. Readers wrote to celebrate yews that 
were 1,500, 2,000, and 2,500 years old. 
Nicholas Nethercott’s, in St Michael’s church in 
the Powys hamlet of Discoed, “could be as old 
as 5,000”, according to a certificate signed by 
the botanist David Bellamy. “We regard great 
age as a supreme virtue,” notes Max Adams. 
“An ancient tree has defied everything and we 
admire it.” 

Jonathan Miller, a librarian, has high hopes 
for the sand live oak that grew beside his former 
home in Florida. “The tree was magnificent, 
shading most of the roof, giving the quite 
ordinary house some character. In hurricanes, it 
would rock from side to side, but it survived at 
least one direct lightning strike during our time. 
It could live for hundreds of years if the owners 
of the house don’t screw it up.” He sold the 
house in 2017 – “but I hope that tree will be there 
long after the house, and perhaps our whole 
civilisation, is gone”. 

If not? Death does not stop a tree’s 
emotional pull. Deb Charles, from London, got 
to know a “majestic” dead tree in her parents’ 
garden in Lot, south-west France. Her dad died 
six years ago, and her mum has moved, “yet this 

tree still stands proud – and oh how I admire its 
defiance. My dad once told me when I was 
anxious about life: ‘Go stand under a tree and 
realise just how insignificant you are.’ And I love 
this tree and the view of life beyond it because 
that is what life is about. Courage, defiance and 
pride.” 

Sally, from Cardiff, can’t identify the leafless 
trunk that she passes in nearby Marshfield, but 
that doesn’t stop her and her partner calling it 
“our tree”. “It has retained its magic and beauty 
even in death,” she says, “like the precious 
memories of a loved one who has died.” 

Some trees can be chopped down or rot to 
nothing yet still cast a shadow. When Gillian 
Hughes was a schoolgirl in Liverpool in the 60s, 
she used to gather conkers from a horse 
chestnut and plant them in her family’s garden. 
Later, she says, “I was able to introduce my 
infant sons to the tree, to stand under its great 
spread in the snow, and to find my enjoyment of 
its majesty reflected in their young eyes.” 

Last year, the tree succumbed to disease 
and had to be felled. “I am upset,” Gillian wrote, 
“but I understand the turning of the generations 
and I am happy to see a small children’s play 
area constructed in the tree’s now-imagined 
shade.”

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 

Tree Warden Training  
 

 

HE National Tree Warden Advisory Group met at the beginning of March to discuss a Tree 
Warden training scheme. It will be funded by an award of £20,000 from Postcode Local 
Trust and matched-investment from The Tree Council.  The aim is to equip all Tree Warden 

Networks with updated training materials and provide coaching for lead volunteers within each 
network so that they can deliver a programme of core modules to an agreed national Tree 
Council standard. The training will enhance existing opportunities, rather than replace them. 

I realise that I am somewhat 
biased when I say that the Advisory 
Group has worked very hard on this 
matter, but believe me there was 
much heated debate as we strived 
to agree the best way forward. 

Firstly, we aim provide individual Networks 
with updated resources to deliver core modules 
of Tree Warden training, to an agreed national 
Tree Council standard 

Secondly, we wish provide coaching to 
volunteer ‘Lead Trainers’ (Tree Wardens nomin-
ated by each Network), so they can deliver 
appropriate core training to their networks. 

Thirdly we will enable Networks to deliver 
core training sustainably year on year by making 
updated resources available digitally on an 
interactive and engaging platform.  We also 
want to explore the development of a Tree 

Council Training and Events Logbook for each 
Tree Warden. 

Finally, we shall evaluate the programme as 
it develops and incorporate feedback on a 
regular basis through the year 

The core training syllabus for new Tree 
Wardens will include the following modules. 

A compulsory induction session for new 
Tree Wardens will include their role, the 
important dos and don’ts, the value of trees as 
well as an overview of six core modules. 

The six core modules will be based on 
updated materials from the Tree Warden 
Handbook and will comprise the following. 

• Trees & the law 
• Tree ID – summer and winter 
• Tree planting – planning and practice 
• Managing and caring for trees 
• Tree health 
• Identifying areas of opportunity and safely 

organising events in your community 

The Tree Council will update the core 
resources currently available in the existing 
Tree Warden Handbook. That information will 
be largely made available digitally to reduce the 
use of paper, cut cost and to make materials 
available to schools and young tree champions. 
However, some printed versions of the modules 
will be available, if required, to those Tree 
Wardens do not have access to the internet,  

We hope to develop additional training 
modules in phase two of this training project to 
include other important aspects of trees 
including the importance of hedges, ancient 
trees, orchards, challenges facing trees in urban 
areas etc. 

The excellent Tree Council team will 
continue to work closely with the Advisory Group 
to develop this programme through the year.  

If you have any questions, comments or 
suggestions, then please get in touch with me 
and I will be only too pleased to answer them. 
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Trees on Commercial UK Plantations 
'Not Helping Climate Crisis' 

 

An article by Patrick Barkham published on www.theguardian.com 
  
 

OMMERCIAL tree plantations in Britain do not store carbon to help the climate crisis 
because more than half of the harvested timber is used for less than 15 years and a 
quarter is burned, according to a new report.  While fast-growing non-native conifers can 

sequester carbon more quickly than slow-growing broadleaved trees, that carbon is released 
again if the trees are harvested and the wood is burned or used in products with short lifespans, 
such as packaging, pallets and fencing. 

Of the UK’s 2018 timber harvest, 
23% was used for wood fuel, while 
56% was taken to sawmills. Only 
33% of the wood used by sawmills 
was for construction, where wood 
used in permanent buildings can 
lock in carbon for decades. Much of 
sawmill wood was used for fencing 
(36%) with a service life of 15 years, 
or packaging and pallets (24%) or 
paper (4%). 

“There is no point growing a lot of fast-
growing conifers with the logic that they 
sequester carbon quickly if they then go into a 
paper mill because all that carbon will be lost to 
the atmosphere within a few years,” said 
Thomas Lancaster, head of UK land policy at 
the Royal Society for the Protection 
of Birds (RSPB), which commissioned the 
report. “We should not be justifying non-native 
forestry on carbon grounds if it’s not being used 
as a long-term carbon store.” 

The Committee on Climate Change has 
called for 1.5 billion new trees by 2050 – 

requiring planting on 30,000 hectares (74,000 
acres) of land a year, increasing Britain’s forest 
cover from 13% to 19%.   

Many of these new forests will also provide 
a commercial timber crop. But the scientific 
review by the ecologist Ellie Crane of how 
forestry can best address the climate and 
biodiversity crisis finds that there is no simple 
solution in Britain. 

The best place for non-native conifers to 
quickly sequester carbon is on intensively 
farmed lowland but this high-quality agricultural 
land is too expensive for forestry to make 
financial sense for landowners. 

Planting conifers on the cheapest land such 
as the blanket bogs of Scotland’s Flow Country 
is “disastrous” for biodiversity, according to 
Lancaster, but also leads to carbon emissions 
because the bogs are drained for forestry and 
the peat degrades, releasing carbon into the 
atmosphere. 

This leaves “shallow peat” moorlands of 
western Scotland, south and mid-Wales and 
parts of the Lake District and the Pennines as 
the most likely locations for new carbon-
sequestering forests. Here, the RSPB has 
concerns about the impact on wildlife. Rare and 

declining species such as the curlew that breed 
on open moorland cannot survive close to 
plantations, which become home to predators of 
their chicks such as crows. 

While the best option for wildlife and slower 
but long-term carbon sequestration is to plant 
broadleaved woodlands in the right locations 
and leave them intact, if Britain does not 
produce its own timber it will import more – in 
effect exporting its carbon footprint overseas. 

“It’s clearly not just a question of more trees 
equals a safer climate. Trees in the wrong place 
could exacerbate climate change and 
biodiversity decline,” said Lancaster. “There’s 
also a big question around the capacity of 
Natural England and regulatory bodies in 
Scotland and Wales and the forestry 
commissions to properly assess what impact 
any planting schemes will have on nature, both 
good and bad, and on the climate. 

“If we’re serious about tackling the climate 
and ecological emergency there needs to be a 
huge government investment in capacity to get 
that right, otherwise we’re going to have lots of 
inappropriate planting which could be negative 
for the climate as well as biodiversity.” 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

UK Government Spending a Fraction of Tree Planting Budget  
 

An article by Colin Fernadez published on www.dailymail.co.uk/ 
 

HE government is spending just 37p per person on planting new trees in England, a new 
study found - just a fraction of the £9.23 spent in Scotland. Analysis of government figures 
by Friends of the Earth found that £20.5million was spent on woodland grants in England 

in 2018/2019.  

This is less than half the 
£50.2million spent by the 
government on woodland grants in 
Scotland - which has a much 
smaller population than England.  

 Campaigners said that greater funding was 
needed for new trees in English counties as the 
two countries are already very unequal in tree 
cover - with Scotland comprising 19% of 
woodland, compared to just 10% in England. 

The Daily Mail, with The Be a Tree Angel 
campaign run with the Tree Council has called 
for much greater investment in tree planting 
across the UK.  The campaign has raised more 
than half a million pounds through business 

donors to plant orchards in schools. 
The Be a Tree Angel campaign has also 

raised funds from readers to plant more than 
100,000 trees across the country. 

Campaigners point out that the budget 
commitment to plant 30,000 hectares of trees in 
England over the next 5 years, is just 6,000 
hectares per year.  This is only 20% of the 
government’s manifesto commitment. 

The government pledged to 'reach an 
additional 75,000 acres [30,000 hectares] of 
trees a year by the end of the next Parliament'. 

The group said this would leave Scotland, 
Northern Ireland and Wales to grow 80% of all 
the new trees pledged for the country as a 
whole. 

Danny Gross, Friends of the Earth tree 
campaigner said: 'Westminster’s strategy for 
creating more woodland has a huge imbalance.  
It’s failing to do nearly enough in England, while 
leaving Scotland to do the heavy lifting. 

'Growing more trees is a key part of fighting 
the climate crisis, so the government really 
needs to step up. 'At the moment it stands to 
miss even its own meagre manifesto 
commitment on trees.  

'The upcoming English Tree Strategy is a 
big opportunity to turn this around so must focus 
on boosting spending on trees in England.  

'We know that England has the land to 
double tree cover, it’s just the political will that’s 
lacking.'
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Scotland Has Over a Third More 
Native Woodland than Thought 

 

By Herald Scotland Online 
 
 

COTLAND has over a third more native woodland than previously thought, according to 
a new report.  The study into Woodland Ecological Condition is the largest and most in-
depth assessment of the ecological condition of any habitat in Great Britain.  Published 

as official statistics by the National Forest Inventory (NFI), it reveals that in Scotland 442,611 
hectares are now classified as native woodland. 

The figure is up 131,458 hectares 
on the previous estimate reported 
in the 2014 Native Woodland 
Survey of Scotland assessment.  
The majority of this is in the North 
East and West of Scotland. 

Scotland’s native woodland coverage is 
also set to increase as the nation continues to 
meet its target for native woodland planting set 
out in the Biodiversity Route Map to 2020 and 
Scotland’s Bonn Challenge commitment. 

In 2019 Scotland planted 4436 hectares of 
native woodland.  The statistics reveal that over 
430,000 hectares of these native woodlands are 
in overall “favourable” or “intermediate” 
condition.  They also show that Scotland’s non-
native woodlands make an ecological 
contribution, with less than 6% in “unfavourable” 
ecological condition. 

Rural Economy and Tourism Secretary, 
Fergus Ewing, welcomed the new report.  He 
said: “This is the first report of its kind and we 
welcome it as a positive step forward in 
woodland management.  These statistics 
provide a reliable indication of woodland 
ecological condition across all woodland types 
in Scotland. 
 

“They show that Scotland has even more 
native woodland than previously thought, and 
that almost all of our forests are making a real 
contribution in terms of environmental benefits. 

“Importantly, they provide us with a 
measure of how our forests and woodlands are 
becoming more resilient to future climate 
challenges -- by developing those ecological 
conditions and processes found naturally in 
native woodlands. 

“When compared to the challenging 
benchmark of ancient semi-natural woodland, 
this shows which of the native woodland 
benefits modern forestry possess. 

“This is valuable information that will help to 
shape and deliver more strategic, cost-effective 
policies and management interventions that will 
help Scotland to improve the quality of its 
woodlands for biodiversity, for visitors, and all 
those who benefit from Scotland’s forests, while 
still delivering timber for our expanding 
construction industry.” 

Stuart Goodall, Chief Executive of Confor, 
the membership organisation for sustainable 
forestry and wood-using businesses, said: “This 
is an important piece of work which provides 
vital baseline data to inform the success of 
woodland policies and incentives in delivering 
for biodiversity in the future. 

“It shows that all kinds of woodland can 
deliver for biodiversity -- including productive 
forests. This is especially true for modern 
forestry when judged against the challenging 
benchmark of an ancient semi-natural 
woodland. 

“Furthermore, the survey demonstrates that 
the active management of a forest for wood 
production delivers higher biodiversity as well as 
a renewable supply of wood to help sustain an 
industry that benefits climate change mitigation, 
jobs and the economy -- at minimal cost to the 
public purse.

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

John Spellar MP Calls for British Tree 
Supplies National Tree Planting Programme 

 
 

ARLEY MP John Spellar is calling on the government to back the British horticultural 
industry when it comes to supplying trees.  He said there had been no mention of where 
saplings are coming from for the national tree planting programme.   

During a Commons debate, Mr 
Spellar said it was important to 
back British trees not only due to 
the impact on employment, but also 
importation and issues with pests 
and diseases. 

He asked Environment Minister Rebecca 
Pow: "In other words will they be sourced within 
the UK or will we be importing them?  The 
Government should ‘look long-term and give 
long-term contracts to the horticultural industry 
so that they can rapidly ramp up the production 

of seedlings’ to benefit the British economy but 
‘also as a health and safety measure’. 

He said: "Thank you Mr Speaker. The 
minister has talked about planting trees, but no 
mention of where these trees are coming from. 
In other words, will they be sourced within the 
UK or will we be importing them?  Not only 
because of the impact on employment, but also 
importation, as we have seen previously, of 
pests and diseases. Will she therefore look 
long-term and give long-term contracts to the 
horticultural industry so that they can rapidly 
ramp up the production of seedlings in order that 

we can benefit the British economy, but also as 
a health and safety measure? 

Ms Pow replied: "I'll forgive the Rt Hon 
member for going on because actually it is 
brilliant to mention horticulture. Horticulture is 
such an important part of this country and we're 
in discussions with nurseries because you're 
absolutely right - they have got to provide these 
trees.  We'd like as many as possible obviously 
to come from the UK because that is very 
important - particularly on bio-security grounds. 
So I see a great new future for those nurseries 
and we're in discussions with the industry." 
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Norfolk Wildlife Trust's Position 
on the NDR Western Link

An article taken from the Trust’s website 
 
 

ROM a very early stage, NWT has had grave concerns about the proposed Western Link 
for the NDR, which we have aired publically throughout the process. In meetings with 
technical staff and directly with councillors, we are taking every opportunity to highlight 

the impacts and risks to our native wildlife We will continue to do so with stakeholders at all 
levels and will also raise our concerns with the media. 

The views of the Chief Executive 
are reflected in her public quotes 
below. NWT will always campaign 
for the best interests of wildlife and 
biodiversity. 

 In January 2019, when the four options 
were presented, Pamela said in the press 
“Without further evidence that the losses to 
important wildlife sites, degradation of nearby 
habitats and habitat separation across the 
landscape can be avoided or properly mitigated, 
we currently regard all of the options as 
unacceptable. 

 “The western link road will lead to direct 
loss of habitat, the separation of remaining 
habitats into smaller fragments and impacts on 
floodplain hydrology as well as increased light, 
noise, road run-off and air pollution over a 
considerable distance each side of the road. 
Severance of the landscape will result in 
reduced species mobility, whilst increased 
pollution will likely result in a reduction in habitat 

quality and species diversity. Both will reduce 
nearby sites’ and populations’ ability to cope 
with other environmental changes and increase 
the likelihood of localised extinctions.” 

In February 2020, in a press release ahead 
of Norfolk County Council’s meeting, Pamela 
said “We appreciate the inclusion of a strategic 
objective to deliver Biodiversity Net Gain. 
However, there is a difference between 
delivering habitat targets and ensuring that all 
biodiversity impacts are mitigated effectively 
across the route. It is very likely that the newly 
created habitat will not support the wildlife 
displaced from the areas lost to the road. This is 
shown most starkly by the impact that the road 
will have on the bat colony. 

 “It is vital that all specific habitat 
requirements of all wildlife along the route are 
assessed, as well as meeting the Defra net gain 
habitat targets. In particular, the Council will 
need to examine in detail the habitat 
connectivity.” 

The same press release sought to educate 

by explaining the significance of habitats and 
stated that “We estimate that the western link 
road will include the permanent loss of between 
three and four hectares of woodland. The 
mature trees in this woodland provide features 
such as holes and bark gaps, which form a key 
roosting habitat for the local bat population. The 
rarity of the species present means that this 
woodland is likely to be of national importance. 
“A new woodland planted to meet the net gain 
targets adopted would fail to provide 
replacement bat roost sites and therefore would 
not mitigate or compensate for the losses. This 
would be compounded by the disconnection of 
the remaining areas, leaving them more 
vulnerable to local extinction.” 

While we know some of our members are in 
favour of the Western Link for the NDR, it will not 
affect our position or ultimate decision as to 
whether to formally object to the proposal and 
when, which are guided by our mission to 
protect wildlife and biodiversity. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 

Council Must Seize Opportunities for the Environment 
 

 

ORFOLK Wildlife Trust has recommended the Greater Norwich Local Plan (GNLP) 
includes strong policies on energy and urban greening in order to help fight the wildlife 
and climate emergencies and encouraged the public to help support those 

recommendations by also responding to the GNLP consultation before the 16 March deadline. 

The GNLP sets out areas for 
development until 2036, steering 
where the Council best believes 
new housing and employment land 
should be sited.  It does that 
through a combination of land 
allocations and policies setting out 
the standards development in 
those allocations will be held to.  

Some of the allocations are from existing 
plans, whilst others are new, but combined they 
are the Council’s preferred approach to meeting 
the community’s anticipated needs over the 
coming years. These plans normally go through 
several stages as they are refined in response 
to public comments, before a final plan is 
adopted.  

The Greater Norwich Local Plan, covering 
Norwich, Broadland and South Norfolk, is 

currently going through a penultimate stage 
prior to the consultation on the final draft at 
some point in 2021. 

Norfolk Wildlife Trust normally responds to 
local plan consultations, offering comments 
where allocations appear to threaten important 
wildlife sites, but also commenting on related 
issues such as water quality and visitor pressure 
where these may also impact on wildlife and 
supporting strong wildlife safeguarding policies. 

However, with the growing public aware-
ness of the wildlife and climate emergencies 
plus the potential for nature-based solutions to 
deliver progress on both, Norfolk Wildlife Trust 
believes that there is a role for the Trust to 
advocate strong policies in local plans to ensure 
every opportunity is taken to address these 
issues. 

Reductions in greenhouse gas emissions 
from new development will reduce the 
pressures our wildlife faces adapting to the 
changing climate now and for a considerable 

time into the future, whilst new development has 
the potential to incorporate nature-based design 
such as green roofs which can help reduce 
emissions, as well as urban heat spikes and 
tackling flooding and quality problems.  

Such measures may also contribute to the 
requirement for mandatory biodiversity net gain 
in all new development in the Environment Bill 
currently being debated in Parliament. 

In its response to the local plan, Norfolk 
Wildlife Trust will asked the GNLP team to follow 
the examples set by Reading, Southampton and 
London, and include exemplar policies on zero 
carbon housing and urban greening.  

Norwich City Council has clear aspirations 
to deliver a greener future and Norfolk Wildlife 
Trust believes following these examples will 
help deliver for the greater Norwich area and 
show clear leadership to other Councils who are 
considering how best to respond to the wildlife 
and climate emergencies. 
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Well Done Broadland Tree Wardens 
 
 

S the 2019-2020 planting season ended yesterday, 31 March, I though it only right to 
congratulate you all on a truly remarkable year.  I cannot remember a more successful 
year in Broadland in all my years as a Tree Warden and I can proudly say that the 

Broadland Tree Warden Network may be small in size but we are making a huge difference to 
our local environment and have a seat at the National Tree Warden Advisory Group. 

 We have planted 730 trees kindly 
supplied by the Broadland District 
Council Tree Planting Budget plus 
1,000 trees provided by other local 
authority budgets.  Yes, 1,730 is 
something to be proud of. 
 So what is the breakdown for all this 
planting?  Well, let’s start with Angus Turvill’s 
sterling work at Keys Hill Wood in Wroxham 
where he planted 100 trees to help restore and 
improve that somewhat neglected site and 
several of us joined in to help him. 
 Andrea Rowlands planted 8 trees in 
Freethorpe and Jo Parmenter planted 15 in 
Reedham.  Richard Codling added 13 trees to 
the Blofield Community Orchard and Judy Tyler 
planted 377 trees and hedging plants for 
hedgerow restoration in Taverham. 
 Crootie came in at the last minute (as Crootie 
does) to request more than we had left in the 
budget (as Crootie does) for 66 plats for a new 
hedgerow in Coltishall as reported in last 
month’s Broadsheet. 
 Star of the show must be Bex Cross, one of 
our newest recruits, who has been outstanding 
in Hellesdon planting 89 trees in Mountfield Park 
and then creating a community orchard last 
month when she planted 46 old species fruit 
trees. 
 We can add to that the 900 trees and shrubs 
that Ernest Hoyos (Champion Tree Man of East 
Anglia!!) planted with BADCOG.  Those plants 
were supplied by Norfolk County Council. 
 Finally, a bunch of us planted about 100 
trees on the Thorpe Marriott Greenway for an 
Annie Sommazzi project for Broadland District 
Council. 
 Let’s have a look in detail at three of those 
projects that were carried out recently. 
 

HE wonderful Blofield and 
District Conservation Group 
(BADOG) has been carrying 

out much-valued work around the 
district for many years now and few 
of us can have failed to have heard 
of them.   
 Under the Chairmanship of Ernest Hoyos, 
BADCOG has gone from strength to strength.  
One only has to consider the plaudits heaped on 
the group to appreciate its value and how much 
it (not to mention Ernest!) is respected. 

 On Saturday 25 January eleven members 
turned out to plant a mixed native hedge 
alongside the permissible footpath from Peters’ 
Wood in Lingwood, up to the public footpath 
which leads on to the Community Wood.  

Norfolk County Council provided over 900 
trees/shrubs, comprising 150 field maple, 50 
hazel, 50 blackthorn, 575 hawthorn, 25 
hornbeam, 25 spindle, 25 holly and 10 purging 
buckthorn (the food-plant of the caterpillar of the 
Brimstone butterfly). Guards were fitted around 
each plant to afford some protection in the early 

years and also prevent rabbits/deer having a 
nibble at them. 

Tim Gurr kindly granted permission to plant 
on his farmland and Ernest undertook a lot of 
preparation for the project by strimming the bank 
beforehand, then marking out where each plant 
should to be planted. 

The group didn’t quite manage to finish the 
job on the Saturday, so five members returned 
a few days later to plant the remaining 40m of 
hedge. 

Congratulations to Ernest and BADCOG on 
yet another successful and most valuable 
project.  One cannot help but have the greatest 
respect and admiration for their achievements. 

My thanks to David Pilch for sending me this 
information 
 

  HAD a most enjoyable day tree 
planting along Thorpe Marriott 
Greenway on 10 March and it was 

a delight to be joined by fellow 
Broadland Tree Wardens. 

It has been so good this year that on several 
occasions we have formed small teams to carry 
out planning schemes,  We can achieve so 
much more as members of a small team than 
we can on our own. 

Judith Spicker, Carol Champion, James 
Cleaver, Ernest Hoyos, David Pilch and I joined 
some local community members (see the 
picture below) to plant a selection of whips and 
hedging plants to enhance the area with 
contractor Paul Smith and his assistant Shane 
Plant. 

It was a Broadland District Council project 
headed by Annie Sommazzi who had requested 
the volunteer planters. 

I am always so pleased that, in addition to 
the planting, our Tree Wardens appear to 
thoroughly enjoy working with each other and 
catching up on news. 

Regretfully, it was all too apparent that far 
too many members of local communities still fail 
to fully value our natural spaces.  One couldn’t 
help but notice how local residents simply 
viewed the space we were hoping to improve as 
somewhere to dump garden refuse and other 

rubbish. 
What a shame that we still have so much to 

do in getting across the message that these 
sites are invaluable and should be treated with 
the respect they deserve. 
 

ELLESDON now has a 
community orchard thanks 
to the efforts of Tree Warden 

Bex Cross.   
 The Parish Council gave Bex eight unused 
allotment plots in the Bush Road allotments site 
and asked her to create a community orchard 
which she did with funding from out tree planting 
budget ... oh yes … plus a bit of help from their 
generous £1,000 donation to the Network! 
  I was pleased to help Bex with her project 
and she submitted a planting and management 
plan to the council for approval proposing the 
planting of 46 trees. 
  Those of you who know your old Norfolk fruit 
trees will recognise the apples Adams 
Pearmain, Admiral, Banns, Dutch Mignonne, 
Early Nonpariel, Golden Noble, Hanworth 
Codlin, Happisburgh, Horsford Prolific, Jordan’s 
Weeping, Look East, Lynn’s Pippin, New 
Costessey Seedling, Norfolk Dumpling, Norfolk 
Royal, Norfolk Royal Russet, Norwich Pippin, 
Red Falstaff, Robert Blatchford, Sandringham, 
St Magdalen and Striped Beefing 
 They were accompanied by conference pear 
and cherries Summer Sun, Hertford and Colney 
plus Victoria plum. 
 I couldn’t resist persuading Bex to include a 
couple of medlar and a couple of quince and the 
parish council requested that she included 
damson. 
 Richard Farley (Brundall), another of our 
recent recruits and another valuable addition, 
joined Bex and I in planting up the orchard and 
we had a most enjoyable day. 
 There is no doubt that the orchard will be a 
great asset to Hellesdon. 

 

O that means that we simply 
have to double that number of 
trees that we plant next year.  

Let’s say 3,460. 
 That’s not an impossible task or a ridiculous 
target … if we all make an effort that is.  Just 
how many do you plan to plant? 
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HS2 Tries to Get Round the Law to Cut Down 
Woodland Habitat During Bird's Breeding Season 

 
An article by Stuart Spray published on https://bylinetimes.com 

 
 
 

NGLISH NATURE, the Government body tasked with promoting nature conservation and 
protecting biodiversity, has refused to comment on the effectiveness of HS2 using a pest 
control company to fly Harris’ Hawks to deter nesting birds in Broadwells Wood so it can 

be felled during the bird breeding season.   

Broadcaster and naturalist Chris 
Packham has condemned the 
apparent refusal to take HS2 to task 
saying “English Nature knows, we 
all know that the use of hawks is an 
exercise in lip service so HS2 can 
say they are doing something, but 
we all know it’s bullsh*t and there is 
no way it’s going to work”. 

It is an offence under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act (1981) to kill, injure or take wild 
birds, or to damage their nests when in use from 
1 March to 31 August and the idea that flying 
trained hawks could stop birds nesting in a 
broadleaf woodland has also been widely 
dismissed by non-government conservation 
bodies including the Warwickshire Wildlife Trust 
(WWT), The Woodland Trust and the RSPB.  

During a recent site visit to Broadwells 
Wood, RSPB’s Central and Eastern Operations 
Director Jeff Knott said: “There is no chance at 
all that flying a couple of Harris’ Hawk 
backwards and forwards through this wood is 
going to disturb the birds and prevent them 
breeding at all. 

“The birds nesting here will be well used to 
having birds of prey around and the idea that 
flying a few falcons around or a few hawks 
around is going to stop them breeding is frankly 
a nonsense. 

“If they have to go ahead and actually fell 
this wood, as a bare minimum it should be felled 
outside of the breeding season, from September 
onwards, because that is the only way that HS2 
can be sure that they are complying with the 
law.” 

The practice was first reported by Channel 
4 News two weeks ago. However, following a 
request from Byline Times, HS2 could not 
provide any evidence or research to back up its 
statement that “the use of specially trained 
hawks is an efficient and effective tool to ward 
off [breeding] birds” in an ancient broadleaf 
woodland. HS2 also refused to comment on the 
footage filmed by Channel 4 News of a songbird 
being caught and killed by one of their “trained” 
hawks.  

Since the Channel 4 News broadcast, the 
British Trust for Ornithology (BTO) – the UK’s 
leading bird research organisation – and the 
Chartered Institute of Ecology and 
Environmental Management (CIEEM) – the 
leading professional membership body 
representing and supporting ecologists and 
environmental managers in the UK – have both 
contested the use of hawks. 

A CIEEM representative said: “This [flying 
hawks in broadleaf woodland to stop birds 
nesting] is not a recognised, nor fully under-
stood, method of preventing birds from breeding 

within a diverse habitat. Flying birds of prey may 
deter some species but will not stop all nesting.”  

Andy Clements, CEO of BTO, has gone 
further by saying that “in theory, flying hawks in 
woodland to prevent birds from nesting will have 
limited effect. Sparrowhawks will almost certain-
ly use the same woodland and this wouldn’t 
prevent the other birds that use the woodland 
from breeding. They will have lived alongside 
the Sparrowhawks their whole lives – for some 
small birds maybe as long as a decade”.  

He concluded by saying “this isn’t an 
efficient and effective tool to ward off breeding 
birds”. 

HS2 maintains that the reason it has to fell 
in the breeding season is because it is running 
behind schedule and that this is due to 
protestors stopping it from working over the 
dormant winter months. However, the Govern-
ment actually banned all works inside any 
ancient woodland during the Oakervee Review 
which was commissioned to advise the Govern-
ment on ‘whether and how’ to proceed with HS2. 
The ban was only lifted on 11 February, when 
the Prime Minister announced the Govern-
ment’s formal green light for the HS2 project just 
18 days before the official start of the nesting 
season.  

As reported by Bylines Times previously, 
the presence of protestors elsewhere on the 
high speed route did not stop HS2 clearing 
hundreds of ancient trees and hedgerows as 

part of permitted preparation works whilst the 
review took place.  

However, in the statement issued on 19 
March, Natural England has refused to be 
drawn into commenting specifically on the case 
of HS2 flying Hawks in Broadwells Woodland 
saying that “Natural England cannot comment 
on the effectiveness of specific approaches to 
deterring birds from construction sites due to the 
widely varying conditions associated with any 
individual site and the methods used”. 

The statement went on to advise that “works 
affecting hedgerows and trees should be timed 
to avoid the breeding bird season (approx 1 
March to 31 August)” and “where such work 
needs to be undertaken during the bird breeding 
season it should only be carried out when it can 
confidently be shown that no nesting or 
breeding birds will be affected”. 

English Nature also recommended that 
“members of the public who consider that a 
wildlife offence being committed, should contact 
their local police force”. 

“With so many contractors doing own thing 
and no shared environmental mandate, HS2 is 
out of control,” said Chris Packham adding that, 
although he considered Natural England’s 
response to be “lame and inadequate”, it was 
not unsurprising as the organisation is “buckling 
under an onslaught of Government cuts and is 
struggling to meet its targets”. 

“We all want to give Natural England a kick 
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up the arse but what they really need is £50 
million so they can get on with their job,” he 
added.  

As part of its contribution to the Channel 4 
News item, HS2 also said that it does not “clear 
trees during the nesting season unless an 
ecologist is present to spot any nests”.  

However, BTO’s Andy Clements has also 
questioned this approach saying that “in our 
experience it is impossible to find all of the nests 
in a woodland – even with extensive searching 
by experienced nest finders”. 

CIEEM confirmed that any nest searches 
would have to be extensive and comprehensive 
to be adequate then “only be considered as a 
last resort”. 

Both BTO and CIEEM agreed that best 
practice in this situation would be to fell 
Broadwells Wood outside of the breeding 
season to ensure that no nesting birds are 
present.   

The last week in March also saw herris 
fencing going up around Broadwells Wood and 
signs erected on the edge of the woodland 
informing potential trespassers to “keep out” 
under threat of civil or criminal proceedings. 

Furthermore, on 17 March, HS2 won an 

injunction at Birmingham’s Business and 
Property Court to restrain future trespass and to 
stop “persons unknown” entering or remaining 
in Broadwells Wood without consent. Anyone 
caught entering the wood could end up with a 
six month prison sentence or worse. 

Commenting on HS2’s injunction, Stop 
HS2’s campaign manager Joe Ruken said: 
“Having used tame hawks in a failed attempt to 
scare off nesting birds, and very specifically 
saying they intend to start cutting down ancient 
woodland in April, HS2 Ltd have signalled their 
intent to break the law and interfere with nesting 
birds and this injunction is for the sole purpose 
of making sure there are no witnesses to their 
crimes.” 

In a statement, HS2 told Bylines Times: “All 
our ecology work is carried out in accordance 
with the law” and that “licenses from Natural 
England ensure that we have the right 
safeguarding in place to protect wildlife species 
and that other protections are met”.  

However, HS2’s reference to protected 
species licenses appears to be a red herring 
because, in response to a Freedom of Inform-
ation request asking for copies of any licenses 
to disturb breeding birds or destroy active 

breeding birds’ nests in Broadwells Wood, 
Natural England clearly stated that “Natural 
England does not issue licences to disturb 
breeding birds for the purpose of development. 
Therefore, such licences do not exist”.  

HS2’s statement continued: “This means 
our contractors will do everything in the right 
way, will avoid carrying out any unlawful 
activities and will not knowingly destroy any 
occupied bird nests.” 

It appears to confirm that HS2 will be taking 
advantage of a legal loophole when it fells 
Broadwells Wood. Whilst it is illegal to 
deliberately disturb or destroy bird’s nests, the 
same act is not illegal if conducted accidentally 
or “not knowingly” in the words of HS2.   

Legal loopholes might make good business 
sense, but they also send a clear message that 
the Government’s ambition for HS2 “to employ 
world-class environmental standards that 
protect and enhance the natural and historic 
environment for the enjoyment of this and future 
generations” and a “gold standard for the 
protection of the natural environment” is no 
longer a priority or even a desire.

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

The Most Effective Trees for 
Combating Road Traffic Air Pollution 
 

An article by Jonathan Chadwick published on www.dailymail.co.uk 

 
OTANISTS have created a ‘plant selection guide’ of tree species and their traits that can 
help to combat air pollution.  Black pine (Pinus nigra), the common yew (Taxus baccata), 
the Spanish oak (Quercus falcata) and Turner's oak (Quercus × turneri) all combat air 

pollution caused by road traffic, including harmful nitrogen oxides.

 UK researchers identified 12 
‘influential’ traits for 61 tree species 
that can affect their effectiveness 
as a barrier against pollution.  They 
include small leaf size, high foliage 
density, long in-leaf periods and 
even ‘leaf hairiness’.  

Of the 61 species, the researchers say 12 in 
particular can help form an effective physical 
barrier between humans and areas of high 
pollution if grown in quantities.   

There is evidence that ‘green infrastructure’ 
can divert and dilute clouds of pollution and 
reduce outdoor concentrations of pollutants.  
Certain biophysical traits, such as leaves with 
ridges and grooves, can also help them trap 
micro particles in the air.  

The team’s research paper could help urban 
planners, landscape architects and garden 
designers make better decisions on what 
vegetation to use in built up areas with high 
levels of pollutants. 

‘The use of green infrastructure as physical 
barriers between ourselves and pollutants 
originating from our roads is one promising way 
we can protect ourselves from the devastating 
impact of air pollution,’ said Professor Prashant 
Kumar, founding director of the Global Centre 
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for Clean Air Research at the University of 
Surrey. 

‘We are all waking up to the fact that air 
pollution and its impact on human health and the 
health of our planet is the defining issue of our 
time.  We hope that our detailed guide to 
vegetation species selection and our contextual 
advice on how to plant and use green 
infrastructure is helpful to everyone looking to 
explore this option for combatting pollution.' 

Transport emissions are a dominant source 
of urban air pollution, and come in the form of 
gas, such as carbon monoxide and nitrogen 
oxides, as well as particulate matter (PM), 
including black carbon.  Even non-exhaust-
related emissions from traffic, such as wear from 
brakes against the rubber wheels, are 
considered significant sources of PM. 

PM is a mixture of solid particles and liquid 
droplets found in the air.  They are created from 
a variety of sources, including traffic, 
construction sites, unpaved roads, fields, 
smokestacks or fires. 

Most particles form in the atmosphere as a 
result of reactions of chemicals such as sulphur 
dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Some PM, such as 
dust, dirt, soot, or smoke, is large or dark 
enough to be seen with the naked eye. Other 
PM is so small it can only be detected using an 
electron microscope.  

PM2.5 - of diameters that are generally 2.5 
micrometers and smaller - differ from PM10 - 10 
micrometers and smaller. 

Professor Kumar said that air pollution is 
responsible for one in every nine deaths each 
year – a number that could intensify with 
projected population growth. 

The University of Surrey team conduced a 
review of various research papers on the effects 
of trees and hedges for their guide, which has 
been published in NPJ Climate and 
Atmospheric Science.  

The 12 beneficial influential traits they 
identified were five leaf characteristics – type, 
size, complexity, margin (the boundary area 
extending along the edge of the leaf) and 
surface, or ‘leaf hairiness’ (glossy or smooth). 

The remaining seven traits were canopy 
density, size when mature, drought tolerance, 
salt tolerance, biogenic volatile organic 
compound (BVOC) emissions and pollen 
emissions, as well as successional size – the 
process of change in the species structure of an 
ecological community over time.   

Professor Kumar said 'For example, some 
early successional species, such as Betula 
pendula (silver birch), generally thrive in open 
sites that may be characterised by conditions of 

high light and wind exposure and poor soil 
quality. Late successional species, such as 
Fagus sylvatica (European beech or common 
beech) tend to be shade tolerant and thrive in 
humid conditions with nutrient-rich soil.' 

However, two of the 12 traits – BVOC and 
pollen emissions – are detrimental to air quality 
as far as human air intake is concerned.   

While pollens can cause hay fever, BVOC in 
the presence of nitrogen oxides emitted from 
traffic and sunlight can produce a secondary 
pollutant – ozone – ‘to make things worse’, 
Professor Kumar said.  By including these traits, 
green planners using the guide can weigh up the 
disadvantages with any possible advantages, 
along with the environmental context in 
question.  

The effectiveness of a plant in protection 
against pollution are determined by such a 
context – such as whether it will be used in an 
open road, a residential area or a city centre.  
Previous research has highlighted the benefits 
of employing porous greenery as opposed to 
solid barriers, including walls and parked cars to 
mitigate air pollution. 

The researchers conclude that the context 
and conditions of the planting site, and the target 
air pollutant type are taken into account, the 
selection of plants and their traits can act as a 
‘roadside vegetation barrier’.  

The team narrowed down the 61 species to 
12 (evergreen oaks, pine species and one yew) 
that are potentially most effective.  Those 12 
were chosen as such because they are 
relatively tolerant of pollution and include 
beneficial leaf traits, as well as other positive 
traits.   

The following species (evergreen oaks, pine 
species, and common yew) were selected as 
potentially most effective from our paper’s range 
of 61 viable species.  That is because they are 
relatively tolerant of pollution, are evergreen 
(will offer depositional and dispersive impact 
throughout the year), and include a suite of 
beneficial leaf traits. 

However, these species require testing 
under field conditions to establish and compare, 
for example, how high pollution concentrations 
may affect the function of said beneficial traits.  

Cork oak (Quercus suber). Evergreen 
broadleaf with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits. Potentially high bVOC emissions, 
therefore should not be planted in great 
quantities.  

Turner's oak (Quercus x turneri). Evergreen 
broadleaf with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits. Potentially high bVOC emissions, 
therefore should not be planted in great 
quantities 

Spanish oak (Quercus x hispanica). 
Evergreen broadleaf with a number of 
advantageous leaf traits. Potentially high bVOC 
emissions, therefore should not be planted in 
great quantities.  

Holm oak (Quercus ilex). Evergreen 
broadleaf with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits. Potentially high bVOC emissions, 
therefore should not be planted in great 
quantities. 

Common yew (Taxus baccata). Evergreen 
conifer with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits.  Poisonous; therefore should not be 
plated near children’s playgrounds or near 
livestock. Females should be selected to restrict 
pollen emissions.  

Black pine (Pinus nigra). Evergreen conifer 
with a number of advantageous leaf traits. 

Maritime pine (Pinus pinaster). Evergreen 
conifer with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits. 

Stone pine (Pinus pinea). Evergreen conifer 
with a number of advantageous leaf traits. 

Monterey pine (Pinus radiata). Evergreen 
conifer with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits. 

Eastern white pine (Pinus strobus). 
Evergreen conifer with a number of 
advantageous leaf traits May be vulnerable to 
salt damage from winter road conditioning. 

Stone pine (Pinus sylvestris). Evergreen 
conifer with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits May be vulnerable to salt damage from 
winter road conditioning. 

Bhutan pine (Pinus wallichiana). Evergreen 
conifer with a number of advantageous leaf 
traits May be vulnerable to salt damage from 
winter road conditioning
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For Goodness’ Sake be Sensible 
 

A Personal Plea from John Fleetwood 
 
 
 

HE PUBLIC are being told to refrain from visiting woods and forests across the country 
as the government tries to control the spread of the coronavirus.  Forestry England, which 
looks after 1,500 public forest and woods that receive almost 27 million visitors a year, 

issued a statement urging people to listen to the advice given by the government and stay 
indoors and The National Trust has been forced to close its car parks. 

I guess I’m used to Mr and Mrs 
Jo Public flaunting laws and advice 
and shouldn’t be surprised, but as I 
reach 70 years of age this month I 
am in the “at risk” category and, if I 
contract COVID-19, this could well 
be my last edition of Broadsheet. 

I’ve been looking forward to celebrating 
our 200th edition next May and I don’t see 
why other people’s selfishness, arrogance 
and gross stupidity should rob me of that. 

Forestry England has urged people not 
to visit Thetford Forest after the number of 
visitors made it “impossible” to follow social 
distancing advice during the coronavirus 
outbreak.   

Forestry England, which looks after 
1,500 public forest and woods that receive 
almost 27 million visitors a year, issued a 
statement urging people to listen to the 
advice given by the government and stay 
indoors. 

“This is a very sad day for us, as we ask 

you not to visit the nation's forests or do 
anything that would put the emergency 
services under extra pressure.” 

The National Trust has also closed all its 
car parks, many of which allow access to the 
coast and countryside, after visitors flocked 
to rural spots over the weekend prior to the 
start of the lock-down. 

The move came in addition to the closure 
of all the Trust's gated parks and gardens, 
houses, shops and cafes, to help restrict the 
spread of Covid-19. 

Director-General Hilary McGrady said: 
'Following the scenes we saw at the 
weekend, where visitors travelled to coast 
and countryside, it is really important that we 
do all we can to discourage travel and ask 
people to instead to stay local and observe 
social distancing as guided by the 
government. 

'It is so important that people stay at 
home. We must all work together and not see 
a repeat of those weekend scenes.' 

The RSPB has closed its reserves to 
visitors until further notice, with car parks, 

toilets and playgrounds shut to the public, 
on top of existing closures of visitor centres, 
cafes and shops. 

A statement by the charity said: 'Our 
efforts will now move to helping the millions 
of people spending time at home. 

'We are determined to do our bit to try 
and help connect people with the amazing 
wildlife to be seen in gardens or from 
balconies or windows, and offer some hope 
and joy in these difficult times.' 
 So please ensure that you heed this 
advice. 
 Just imagine if we wake up one morning 
to the following headline in the Eastern Daily 
Press.  “Tree Warden arrested for ignoring 
advice and visiting woodland”. 
 Daft?  Ridiculous? It won’t happen?  Can 
you be sure? So, for goodness’, sake 
be sensible because as well as me wanting 
to write another edition of Broadsheet I want 
you to be here to read it. 

 Please take care!

T 
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Tree Preservation Orders and 
Conservation Area News 

 
 

Broadland Tree Preservation Orders Served, Confirmed and Revoked  
 

TPO Number Address Served Trees Protected Status 

2020 No 1 (1303) Robin Hill, 16 South Walsham Road,  Acle 17/02/2020 All trees on site Provisional 

2020 No 2 (1304) 
Agricultural land north of Buxton Road, 
Aylsham 

19/02/2020 2 x oak  Provisional 

2020 No.3 (1305) Land at Wood Green, Salhouse 09/03/2020 1 x Leyland cypress Provisional 

 
 

Current Works to Trees Subject to a Tree Preservation Order and Section 
211 Notifications for Works to Trees Within Conservation Areas 

 

App No Address Cat Species / Requested Works Decision 

20191487 
Thatched House, 10 The Street, 
Coltishall 

211 Coppicing of 6 sallow and 3 silver birch.  Currently 8m in Height.  

20191569 68 St Williams Way, Thorpe St Andrew TPO T1 oak - end weight reduction. Reduce width from 13.5m 8m.  

20191764 
The Loft, Aylsham Water Mill, Mill Row, 
Aylsham 

211 Lime – fell.  

20191768 Belt Farm, Mill Row, Aylsham 211 

T1- fell.                                                                                                     
T2 yew - crown lift to 4m & reduce laterals to rear of property by 
2-2.5m.                                                                                            
T3 sycamore - remove to coppice.                                                              
T4 - remove all sycamore stems and holly 5m of garden wall. 

 

20191936 
Haveringland Hall Country Park, 
Cawston 

TPO 

T17 copper beech - remove all eastern branches (10+) and one 
western limb above property.                                                                                 
T78 silver birch – remove limbs over property.                                            
T75 oak - remove limbs over gas tank. 

Approved 

20191982 Bircham Centre, Market Place, Reepham 211 T1 and T2 holly – fell.  

20200040 
Lodge Farm Court, Repton Avenue,    
Old Catton 

TPO 
T4 blue Atlas cedar - reduce crown height from 14m to approx 
12m and crown spread from 6m to a maximum of 5m.                                             
T7 blue Atlas cedar – fell, 

Approved 

20200041 Oak Lea, 11 Burnt House Road, Cantley TPO Oak - crown raise to approx 7m high from the road height. Approved 

20200140 15 Shakespeare Way, Taverham TPO 
English oak - reduce west by 4m, north-east by 2m and canopy 
all over house by 2m. 

Approved 

20200141 17 Shakespeare Way, Taverham TPO 
T3 Turkey oak - reduce north-east crown by 4m, crown south-
east over roof and crown south-west by 4m. 

Approved 

20200148 
Air Training Corps HQ, Chartwell Road, 
Sprowston 

TPO 
Remove lower branch broken at main stem and hooked into the 
tree canopy. 

Approved 

20200168 
The Croft, 92 Taverham Road, 
Taverham 

211 
T1 multi-stemmed oak - remove one stem leaning over 
neighbouring property. 

Refused 

20200180 
Tanamera, 165 Shakespeare Way, 
Taverham 

TPO T1 oak - fell. 28/01/2020 

20200183 Drayton Grove, Drayton TPO 

T1 Monterey cypress - raise height to give 5m clearance over 
road and 4m clearance over garden. Remove minor laterals and 
branch arising approx 1.8 - 2m above footpath. Clean to remove 
dead wood, cross of split branches and hanging branches. 

Approved 

20200192 41 Low Road, Hellesdon TPO 
T1 beech - raise canopy to 5m all round to allow more light. 
Reduce lateral branches growing toward the property by 2-3m 
from 7m to avoid future damage to the property. 

Approved 

20200205 
3 The Copse, Saint Andrews Park, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO T1, T2, T3 and T4 ash - fell.  Approved 

20200211 1 Gillett Drive, Halvergate 211 T1 Monterey cypress – fell. Approved 
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20200217 14A Cucumber Lane, Brundall TPO 
T1 lime- removal of epicormic growth on main trunk up to max 
1m. 

Approved 

20200226 
Meadow Lodge, 4A Meadow Lane, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO 

T1 oak - raise canopy from 4m - 5m to 6m and reduce branch 
secondary growth by 1 - 1.5m especially to east where growth is 
above neighbouring bungalow, currently 10 - 12 m from main 
trunk the reduction will then provide clearance from adjacent 
bungalow roof of 4.5m - 5m.                                                           
T2 & T3 oak - raise canopy from 3m - 4m to achieve a crown lift 
which will provide a clearance of 4.5m - 5.5m and reduce branch 
secondary growth by 1 - 1.5m.                                                                                            
T4 oak - raise canopy from 3m - 4m to achieve a crown lift which 
will provide a clearance of 4.5m - 5.5m and reduce branch 
secondary growth by 1 - 1.5 m plus remove limb growth above 
old pollard area to east where there are signs of decay and 
scarring.  Reduce balancing limb to west which is currently 15m - 
16m long. 

03/02/2020 

20200227 The Knoll, 13 Highfield Avenue, Brundall TPO 
2 x lime in G1 and 1 in G2 - prune to previous pollard points.                     
Holly in G1 – reduce height by 1.8m from approx 9m and width 
by 1.2m. 

Approved 

20200234 
Land adjacent to Reepham Station, 
Station Road, Reepham 

TPO 
Oak - reduce canopy from 11m to 9.5m and crown lift to 
maximum of 5m over the roadway. 

Approved 

20200243 56 Thunder Lane, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 7 x Portuguese laurel - fell and plant 2 x silver birch. Approved 

20200245 52 Charles Close, Wroxham 211 Removal of dead tree. Approved 

20200258 
The Beeches, 68 Cawston Road, 
Aylsham 

TPO 
T1 evergreen oak - current height and width 10m; reduce overall 
by 1m and shape. 

05/02/2020 

20200265 1 School Lane, Thorpe St Andrew 211 
T1 beech - reduce height from 15m to 10m.                                              
T2 ash - fell due to ash die back.                                                                
T3 ash - remove diseased branch at high level. 

Approved 

20200266 
Marsh Winds, 3 Skinners Lane, 
Wroxham 

211 

T1 Cedrus Atlantica 'Glauca' - crown clean and remove major 
deadwood.  Reduce southern and eastern aspects of crown by 
2m to balance and reduce bias.                                                                               
T2 beech - reduce branches overhanging property by 1-2m back 
to appropriate growth points and crown lift to provide a minimum 
of 3m clearance over the driveway. 

Approved 

20200271 Hill House, Heydon Road, Aylsham TPO T2 horse chestnut – fell. 10/02/220 

20200278 Playground, Park Road, Wroxham 211 
T1, T2 & T3 cherry - crown raise to 3m. Reduce encroaching 
limbs from house by 1-5-2.0m.                                                                                  
T4 hawthorn - fell due to failure and split stem. 

Approved 

20200279 
28 Leewood, Back Street, Horsham St 
Faiths 

TPO T1 alder - current height 13.5m, reduce crown by 2m. 07/02/2020 

20200285 199 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 T1, T2, T3 & T4 conifer/pine – fell. Withdrawn 

20200300 
Aisden, 1 Harrolds Grove, Heydon Road, 
Heydon 

211 Willow – dead; remove. Approved 

20200309 13 South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew 211 
T1 - Pittosporum – fell.                                                                         
G2 – 4 x Lawson cypress - reduce height from 12m to 8m. 

Approved 

20200316 
Land Adj Willow End, Swan Plain, 
Horsham St Faith 

211 
Ash - reduce back from Willow End's back garden.  Reduce 
crown spread from 20m to 15m. 

17/02/2020 

20200322 9 Millgate, Aylsham 211 3 x conifers - remove Approved 

20200335 Sparrow Cottage, The Street, Oulton 211 Silver birch: Current approx height, crown lift to 3.5m. 18/02/2020 

20200340 
Longcroft Cottage, 21 Station Road, 
Foulsham 

211 Eucalyptus – fell. Approved 

20200341 
Cambridge House , 9 The 
Boulevard,Great  Little Plumstead 

211 3 x Willow - Reduce back to previous pollard points. Approved 

20200342 Keys Hill Wood, Keys Drive, Wroxham 211 T1 ash- fell. Approved 

20200343 19 Lower Street, Salhouse 211 T1 fig – fell. Approved 

20200344 1 Oak Tree Close, Cantley TPO T1 oak - removal of lower branches below 2m. Approved 

20200347 74 Sandy Lane, Taverham TPO 

T1 oak – reduce overhanging branches by 1-2 m and canopy by 
3-4m.                                                                                                 
T2 sweet chestnut – reduce crown by 2-3m.                                         
T3 sycamore - reduce and re-shape crown by 2-3m. Crown thin 
by 20-30%. 

17/02/2020 

20200364 23 Oakfield Road, Aylsham 211 
Scots pine - overhanging branch currently 5-6m long to be cut by 
approx 1.5m. Crown reduction from 15m by approx 1-1.5m. 

24/02/2020 
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20200372 
Forge Cottage, 25 The Street.                    
South Walsham 

TPO 

T1 sycamore - remove deadwood and crossing branches.  Raise 
canopy to 4m.  Remove one over-extended lateral branch that 
has grown towards an undesirable location within garden.  Due 
to the tree’s form and good vitality the removal of this limb will be 
inconsequential to the shape of the crown. 

24/02/2020 

20200373 County Hall, Martineau Lane, Norwich TPO Details attached. 24/02/2020 

20200378 
Chestnut Meadow Barn, The Street, 
Halvergate 

TPO 

T1 silver birch - remove as touching phone wires and is the 
struggling one of the group.                                                             
T2 field maple - remove as in phone wires and suppressed by 
other trees.                                                                                       
T3 & T4 field maple - reduce side branches to suitable growth 
points. 

Approved 

20200379 16A Hurn Road, Drayton TPO 

T1 pine - lift crown over neighbours' by removing lowest branch 
to reduce nuisance and interference with neighbours’ property. 
T2 lime and T3 oak- reduce crown to height of pine tree and 
reduce south-east crown spread to allow 4m clearance from 
house to re-balance crown, reduce shading and future 
interference with house in the interests of good management 
practice.                      

 

24/02/2020 

20200382 
Horstead Mill Car Park, Mill Road, 
Horstead 

211 T1 ash - cut back low branches over access to a height of 5m. Approved 

20200387 40 Wood Lane, Burgh and Tuttington 211 T1 ash – remove 2 branches. Approved 

20200388 1 The Street, Burgh and Tuttington 211 2 x ash - reduction of three branches approx 8-6m. Approved 

20200402 
Royal Norwich Golf Club, Weston Park, 
Weston Hall Road, Weston Longville 

TPO 

T1 beech overhanging Dinosaur Park car park – reduce canopy 
height of 4m.                                                                                      
T2 oak by green keepers’ car park – Reduce overhanging limb 
by 3-4m. 

25/02/2020 

20200405 
The Old Workhouse, 120 Aylsham Road, 
Oulton 

211 Walnut – fell. 25/02/2020 

20200407 5 Bulwer Close, Buxton With Lamas TPO 
Beech - reduce height 18.5m to 16m and reduce sides of tree by 
from current crown spread from 8.8m to 7.8m. 

27/02/2020 

20200421 Moorcroft, The Moor, Reepham TPO 

T1 plum - reduce height from 5 to 4m and thin by 10%.              
T2 pear - reduce height from 7m by 1.5m and thin by 15%.            
T3 pear - 7m high. Reduce centre stem by 2m.                             
T4 apple – reduce height from 6m by 1m and thin by 15%.              
T5 apple - thin canopy by 15%.                                                     
T6 apple - reduce height from 4m by 1m.                                          
T7 pear - poor specimen due to being over crowded by cherry. 
(T8).  Reduce height from 4m by 1m and prune lateral limbs by 
0.5m on western side to encourage better growth and balance. 
T8 & T9 cherry - reduce height from 8m to 5m and spread to 5m. 
Due to neglect T9 in particular has suffered storm damage due 
to the thickness of the canopy and the trees have grown into 
each other. Heavy reduction to allow both trees to generate new 
growth at a manageable size.                                                      
T10 apple - 6m high, thin canopy by 15%.                                        
T11 apple - 6m high and too big for its environment and is also 
located over main sewer for the Moor – fell.                                 
T12 apple - 6m high, thin canopy by 20%.                                 
T13 pear - reduce height from 7m by 1m.  Thin canopy by 15%. 
T14 apple - 3m high. Tree has been blown over by storms at 
some point and is a poor specimen. Fell. 

02/03/2020 

20200430 
Green Farm Bungalow, 109 The Street, 
Oulton 

 
Yew outside Green Farm Cottage, Green Farm - tree is in close 
proximity to the rear of the house and with the needles dropping 
is causing damage to the guttering and downpipes. 

02/03/2020 

20200431 19 Breck Farm Lane, Taverham TPO T1 cedar – fell. 03/03/2020 

20200433 
Verge opposite entrance to Chapel Loke, 
Lower Street, Salhouse 

211 

G1 mixed broadleaves - crown raise to 2.4m to clear footpath 
and reduce branches from the road.                                                      
G2 mixed broadleaves - coppice and crown raise to 2.4m to 
clear footpath.                                                                                    
G3 mixed broadleaves - crown raise to 1.5m trees at top of bank 
and reduce branches of hazel close to BT pole and bench.        
G4 mixed broadleaves: crown raise to 1.5m to clear footpath and 
coppice young shrubs within 1m of footpath. 

Approved 

20200438 Lion House, 5 Unicorn Yard, Aylsham 211 

S1, S2 &S3 sycamore - fell and re-plant with combination of 3-5 
wild cherry and rowan.                                                                 
B1 silver birch – fell.                                                                           
B2, B3, B4, B5 & B6 silver birch - current height approx 7m, 
reduce by approx 2m. 

03/03/2020 
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20200440 
Barn Cottage, 59 Plumstead Road, 
Thorpe End 

211 3 x conifer - fell 03/03/2020 

20200448 
Land adjacent to 190 Drayton High Road, 
Drayton 

211 

T7 (Tag787) holly - remove dead stems and reduce remaining 
stems from 9m to 2m.                                                                         
T6 (Tag786) ash - remove larger pieces of deadwood.                    
T3 (Tag783) sycamore - sever ivy growth on stem.                        
Hedge 1 - remove dead stems and sever heavy ivy growth on 
hawthorn stems. 

03/03/2020 

20200452 23 Stony Lane, Reepham TPO 
Remove 1 x conifer, 1 x Scots pine and 1 x dead scots pine and 
replace with Portuguese laurel and yew. 

Approved 

20200455 2 Chimes Way, Reepham 211 
T1 willow - pollard from approx 6m to approx 3m.                              
T2 apple - routine prune approx height 4m. 

04/03/2020 

20200467 Edgewood, 2 The Avenue, Wroxham 211 
Bay tree and cypress tree located in the rear garden - fell to and 
grind out the stumps. 

06/03/2020 

20200473 2 Church Lane, Burgh-Next-Aylsham  

T1 4 x oaks along hedge line - reduce and crown thin, some 
branches very close to overhead power lines.                                   
T2 pine in the hedge line - reduce 30%.                                     
T3 alder in the hedge line – fell. 

09/03/2020 

20200484 23 Station New Road, Brundall TPO 

T1 sycamore - fell.                                                                      
T2 sycamore - reduce lateral branches on property side only 
from 6m to 4m, reduce height from 15m to 13m and remove 3 x 
suckering stems at base.                                                               
T3 sycamore - remove secondary rubbing limb and reduce 
property side from 5m to 2.5m.                                                        
T4 sycamore - remove 3 x suckers/saplings growing at base and 
reduce large limb on property side from 5m to 3m. 

06/03/2020 

20200496 Church Farm, 6 Booton Road, Cawston  

T1 horse chestnut, T2 Norway maple and T3 sycamore - fell and 
replace with new trees.                                                                  
Area A - crown lift road side to 5.5m.                                                 
G1 3 x conifers – fell. 

09/03/2020 

20200501 108 Kingswood Avenue, Taverham TPO Removal of dead larch. 12/03/2020 

20200513 
Former hospital woodland, Little 
Plumstead 

TPO Remove 32 dead trees. Approved 

20200517 
The Conifers, 2B Breck Farm Lane, 
Taverham 

TPO 
Himalayan birch - crown reduce by 1.5m leaving a spread of 5 -
6m 

12/03/2020 

20200519 Postwick Lodge, 2 Cullings Hill, Postwick TPO 

T1 beech - reduction in height from 19m to 15-16m and 
reduction in spread on north from 10m to 8m, south from 8m to 
6m, east from 11m to 9m and west from 12m to 10m.                                                                                                 
T2 beech - reduction in height from 20m to 17m and reduction in 
spread on north from 9m to 7m, south from 11m to 9m, east from 
10m to 8m and west from 10m to 8m. 

10/03/2020 

20200541 
Ashford House, 8 Hartwell Road, 
Wroxham 

TPO 
T1 Magnolia - current height 8.5m, current spread 9m. Crown 
reduce by approx 3m. 

12/03/2020 

20200543 Ringsfield, Burgh Road, Aylsham  Willow – pollard. 12/03/2020 

20200585 25A South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew 211 1 x silver birch, 1 x holly and 1 x laburnum - dead, remove. 16/03/2020 

20200617 16A Hurn Road, Drayton TPO Dead pine – fell. Approved 

20200639 Burgh House, Burgh Road, Aylsham 211 Beech in southern garden – fell due to Meripilus giganteus. 19/03/2020 

Explanatory Notes: 

1) App No is the unique Broadland District Council Planning Application number allocated to the application to carry out work and is the number by 
which progress of the application may be traced.  Any comment, objection, support or request for information should quote this number. 

2)  Address is the address to which the application for work relates.  In other words, it is the address where the trees for which the application is made 
are located.  

3) Cat (ie Category) denotes the type of application.  TPO = works to trees subject to a Tree Preservation Order; or 
                                                                             211 = Section 211 Notifications for Works to Trees Within Conservation Areas 

4)   Species / Requested Works is the species of the tree(s) concerned and details of the work proposed.  A reference such as T1, T2 or G1 may also 
appear and that is simply a reference to the tree(s) on the TPO, Conservation Order or simply on the application. 

5) Received is either the date on which the application was received by Broadland District Council or the actual decision. 

6) This list is not intended to be a definitive list of all the relevant details.  The reader should always refer to the specific application on the Broadland 
District Council “Planning Explorer” at https://secure.broadland.gov.uk/Northgate/PlanningExplorer/GeneralSearch.aspx to view the application or 
read the Council’s decision. 
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