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Happy Christmas  
  

T only seems like yesterday that I was wishing you a happy 
Christmas for 2019 but, having said that, one heck of a lot 
has happened since then … much of it life changing.  

COVID-19 will make sure that this Christmas is going to be 
different to any most of us have ever experienced before!

I have to admit to being very dis-
appointed indeed that the govern-
ment has decided to relax all 
COVID-19 restrictions for the 
Christmas period.  Do they think 
that the pandemic is going on 
holiday? 

Let’s face it, a large proportion of the 
population has ignored the restrictions placed 
on us during the year and has flouted the law in 
a most selfish and reckless manner.  This is a 
green light for them to put the rest of us at an 
even greater risk. 

There can be little doubt that it will undo all 
the good we have done over the months of 
lockdown and restrictions.  There must be a 
great chance that we shall return to go without 
collecting £200 pounds! 

Of course, we have yet to learn of what the 
government intends for New Year’s Eve.  Can 
you imagine how COVID-19 will have a great 
evening rampaging through the population? 

I cannot help but fear that January will see 
a spike in cases of COVID-19 resulting in a 
lockdown tighter than any we could have 
imagined so far and the police, health service 
and undertakers will be exhausted. 

Leading up to, and following, the Christmas 
free for all, here in Broadland we shall be 
subject to Tier 2 local restrictions.  That is “High 
Alert”.  The rules for that are as follows. 

• No mixing of households indoors apart from 
support bubbles - rule of six outdoors 

• Pubs and bars must close unless operating 
as restaurants, and hospitality venues can 
only serve alcohol with substantial meals 

• Last orders at 10pm, close by 11pm 
• Reduce the numbers of journeys made and 

avoid travel into Tier 3 areas 
• Overnight stays permitted with your 

household or support bubble 
• Places of worship open but people cannot 

interact with anyone outside their household 
or support bubble 

• Weddings, civil partnerships and wakes can 
have 15 guests 

• Funerals can have 30 guests 
• Exercise classes and organised adult sport 

can take place outdoors, but not indoors if 
there is any interaction between different 
households 

• Elite sporting events, live performances and 
large business events can take place with 
50% capacity, or 2,000 people outdoors/ 
1,000 indoors (whichever is lower) - social 
distancing applies 
For Broadland Tree Wardens the 

restrictions currently in force as issued by the 
Tree Council will remain until further notice. 

I regret that I cannot help but think that 
unless there is a dramatic change in attitude by 
many people and we ALL accept that this 
pandemic is serious, then this will all inevitably 
end in tears! 

HE excellent Roger Harrabin, 
BBC environment analyst, 
writing on the BBC news 

website put the recent government 
spending review into perspective. 

The UK Chancellor's Spending Review has 
been accused of undermining the prime 
minister’s “green” vision by pushing ahead with 
a £27bn roads programme. 

After several speeches in which Boris 
Johnson pledged to rescue the economy by 
“building back greener”, Rishi Sunak’s speech 
on Wednesday barely mentioned the climate.  
He said he was pursuing the nation’s priorities. 

Mr Sunak put detailed numbers on the PM’s 
recent green technology plan, but he offered no 
increase on the £12bn Mr Johnson says the 
government has mobilised to tackle climate 
change, even though the sum is much less than 
what’s been agreed in France, Germany and 
others. 

Environment groups are most angry at the 
roads programme. The Chancellor said it would 
ease congestion, improve commute times and 
“keep travel arteries open.” It was essential, he 
said, because people are shunning public 
transport during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Campaigners said it would attract more 
traffic and increase emissions, when the PM 
says they should be falling. 

Friends of the Earth’s Mike Childs said: "He 
(Mr Sunak) has completely undermined the 
Prime Minister. With billions of pounds ear-
marked for a climate-wrecking road-building 
programme and inadequate funding for home 
insulation, eco-heating, buses and cycling this 
strategy falls woefully short. 

"We need to head off the climate 
emergency. Ministers must ensure every major 
development is in line with meeting the net zero 
target." 

The union boss Manuel Cortes general 
secretary of the Transport Salaried Staffs' 
Association (TSSA) accused the government of 
“abandoning all pretence of ambition over 
decarbonisation”. 

He said: “The Spending Review was a 
moment to unleash the green economic 
revolution, but Sunak failed.  Instead of grasping 
the nettle and resetting our country on an 
economic course based around green jobs and 
investment, we had barely a mention on the 
climate crisis we face.” 

However, Ian Taylor, from the campaign 
group, Alliance of British Drivers, told BBC 
News: "We're glad they appear to have stuck to 
the roads programme. We don't object to 
spending on the railways and underground as 
well as roads, but the road network is a 
necessary part of infrastructure on which the 
economy depends." 

There was, though, a hint that the 
government’s appetite for further road-building 
may be on the wane. Road builders have been 
planning to spend £90bn in the long-term on 
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new tarmac, but the document has not 
embraced that figure. 

Several environmentalists, meanwhile, 
applauded the Chancellor for setting up an 
infrastructure bank to fund new projects such as 
offshore wind farms. 

Kate Levick, from the think tank E3G, said: 
“It can play a transformative role in leveraging 
private sector investment into the green 
industrial revolution. It must also be given full 
banking powers, an independent remit, and the 
capital needed to drive our green recovery.” 

Her colleague, Pedro Guertler, was less 
complimentary about the absence of any new 
commitment to tackle what many see as the 
UK’s biggest carbon challenge – refurbishing 
our buildings. 

He said: “The Chancellor has confirmed 
vital extra funding for greening buildings next 
year but missed the opportunity to set out multi-
year funding which is so desperately needed to 
give the supply chain the confidence to invest.” 

Broadsheet believes the time for talking 
must end immediately.  We have had promises 
galore relating to climate change and protecting 
our environment.  It is now time to deliver. 
 

HILST Roger Harrabin’s 
report cast doubts over the 
government’s real green 

credentials, the Politics Home 
website reported that Confor has 
welcomed commitment to tree 
planting from the Chancellor. 
 In response the Chancellor’s announce-
ments, Confor (the Confederation of Forest 
Industries) welcomed the latest confirmation 
that the UK Government is committed to 
planting 30,000 hectares of new woodland 
annually by 2025. 

£92 million has been allocated from the 
existing £640m Nature for Climate Fund budget 
in the 2020 spending review announced by 
Chancellor Rishi Sunak to plant England’s share 
of 30,000 hectares of trees a year by the end of 
this Parliament. 

The funding announcement, part of an 
additional £1 billion for Defra (the Department 
for Food, Environment and Rural Affairs) said 
the money would "keep us on track to restore 
more peatlands and plant 30,000 hectares of 
trees a year by the end of this Parliament." 

Stuart Goodall, CEO of Confor, said: "This 
is good news, in that it reaffirms the commitment 
to the ambitious 30,000 hectare planting target 
and tops up the funding in place to support it.  
However, we won’t hit the target without planting 
larger areas of woodland, which will only 
happen in rural areas, and that doesn’t just need 
funding, but also a change in culture and slicker 
delivery.  

"We need to recognise tree planting as a 
huge positive - to help meet our climate change 
obligations and to support a green recovery in 
our rural areas.  In terms of delivery, Confor 
wants the current costly, complex and 
cumbersome procedures for planting to be 
streamlined, to reduce cost and time and to give 
people confidence to plant.  We also need the 
constituent parts of the UK to work together and 
agree targets." 

Confor has called for co-ordination of UK-
wide targets in its response to the EFRA 
committee inquiry into tree planting. Currently, 
there is no specific target for England.  Confor's 
response also calls for a review of UK planting 
procedures, similar to the Mackinnon review, 
credited with driving up planting in Scotland. 
More than 80% of UK trees are currently planted 
in Scotland. 

Jim Mackinnon, who led the Scottish review, 
will speak at the next meeting of the All Party 
parliamentary Group on Forestry and Tree 
Planting on December 10th. The online event is 
called One year on from the general election, is 
the Government on course to meet its tree 
planting targets? More details and how to sign 
up here 

Confor is one of the founding supporters of 
Wood for Good, a promotional campaign for the 
UK timber industry. Confor is also involved with 
the Wood CO2ts less campaign, which aims to 
increase awareness of timber’s environmental 
credentials and highlight how using wood from 
sustainably managed forests is one of the 
simplest ways to help reduce carbon 
emissions.” 

 

T was disappointing, though not 
really surprising, to learn that 
tree planting in England has 

fallen this year despite the govern-
ment’s promises to increase it to 
help tackle climate change.   

Government supported new planting of 
trees in England: Interim update for the half year 
April to September 2020 reveals that 763 
hectares of land were newly planted with trees 
in England with support from central 
government, equating to about 1,324,000 trees. 

This means that in the three and a half years 
April 2017 to September 2020 for which this 
indicator has been reported, 5,036 hectares of 
land were newly planted in England with support 
from central government, equating to about 
8,286,000 trees. 

Government funding supported the new 
planting of 763 hectares of land with trees in 
England in the first six months of 2020-21, 
equivalent to 1.32 million trees. This is about the 
same as the area newly planted in the 
equivalent half year period of 2018-19 but only 
around 70% of the area planted this way in the 
first half of 2019-20. 

Yes, COVID-19 has had an effect on tree 
planting figures, but we MUST start turning 
governmental promises into positive results or 
admit that governmental promises are nothing 
more than pie in the sky! 
 

N a more positive note, more 
than 50 projects led by 
community and volunteer 

groups, councils and individuals 
have been awarded a share of a £10 
million pot to increase tree 
numbers in urban areas through 
small-scale planting projects. 

The funding has been awarded as part of 
the second and final round of the Forestry 
Commission’s Urban Tree Challenge Fund. 

The second round will result in the planting 
of over 84,000 trees in towns and cities across 
England. The new trees will provide benefits to 
health and wellbeing, connect people with the 
outdoors, improve biodiversity, as well as play a 
crucial role in the fight against climate change. 

The announcement means that there will be 
a combined total of up to 134,000 new trees 
planted across England’s towns and cities, 
which surpasses the Fund’s original target to 
plant 130,000 trees. 

The Darlington Forest project in County 
Durham, which will extend an existing green 
corridor in the area with the planting of 6,800 
trees to improve the environment for wildlife as 
well as local communities. The area runs 
alongside the track-bed of the first passenger 

steam railway and will help showcase 
Darlington’s heritage. 

7,500 new trees in Eastbourne, East 
Sussex, will form part of a wider programme of 
natural environment improvement across the 
area. 

952 new trees will be planted across two 
sites for the Christchurch project in Dorset. The 
planting of native species will provide a natural 
traffic noise and pollution buffer, improve their 
look and provide a refuge for wildlife. 

8,234 new trees in Durham will be planted 
at a number of locations to extend and link 
existing woodlands to enhance biodiversity and 
habitat connectivity, and improve areas of 
reclaimed land whilst also benefiting local 
communities. 

Sir William Worsley, Chair of the Forestry 
Commission, said “Community tree planting is a 
passion of mine which is why I am so excited to 
see projects like these benefitting from our 
Urban Tree Challenge Fund. 

“Trees give life to our streets and our parks, 
help improve the health of communities, and 
provide homes for precious wildlife, and the 
thousands of new trees that will be planted will 
bring many benefits for generations to come.” 

Forestry Minister, Lord Goldsmith, said 
“Trees play a crucial role in the fight against the 
climate and biodiversity loss. In urban areas 
they can link up our valuable green spaces and 
connect local communities with nature – 
something which has never been so important. 

“Ahead of our forthcoming England Tree 
Strategy, and to complement our manifesto 
ambition to have every new street lined with 
trees, the success of the Urban Tree Challenge 
Fund provides a fantastic example of how trees 
can be planted, managed and enjoyed, 
wherever you live. 

Cllr Brian Stephens, Durham County 
Council’s Cabinet member for neighbourhoods 
and local partnerships, said “The funding we 
have received from the Urban Tree Challenge 
Fund has been a wonderful opportunity to plant 
in our county’s urban environment, in places 
where tree cover is low. Trees are so important 
- they help to enhance existing green areas, 
bring back lost open space, support and 
increase biodiversity, as well as give significant 
benefits to our own health and wellbeing.” 

Grants from the Urban Tree Challenge Fund 
are administered by the Forestry Commission 
and successful applicants are match-funding 
the money they receive. The money will fund the 
planting of trees and the first three years of their 
care to ensure they can flourish into the future. 

The Government is committed to plant 
30,000 hectares of trees a year across the UK 
by 2025. The £640m Nature for Climate fund will 
help deliver the English portion of this tree plant-
ing commitment, alongside peatland restoration 
and nature recovery. The Prime Minister also 
recently announced £40 million additional in-
vestment into the government’s Green 
Recovery Challenge Fund.  This will go towards 
creating and retaining thousands of jobs in 
areas including tree planting, horticulture, and 
equipment and seed supply. 
 

F anyone wants to give me a 
Christmas present (why on earth 
would they?), then I simply ask 

for some accurate figures compar-
ing the number of trees planted with 
the number of trees lost. 

Figures giving the number of trees planted 
are meaningless unless they are compared with 
those lost due to major infrastructure , housing 
developments, pets and diseases and, of 
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course, those that local residents regard as a 
nuisance. 

Is the compensatory planting promised for 
HS2 really going to equate to the total losses?  
How many 1m whips does it take to compensate 
for an ancient oak?  Do you really think that 
planting a load of 1m whips can compensate for 
the loss of an ancient woodland? 

What percentage of the trees we plant will 
actually survive more than a few years.  Many, 
such as those planting along a new highway not 
far from here, won’t survive beyond their first 
year!! 

Not only are those lost trees included in 
planting figures, but their replacements (if any) 
are also included. 

So come on.  Please give me some 
accurate, meaningful figures. 

 

 WAS pleased to read on the 
Shropshire Star website that a 
man has been ordered to pay 

more than £2,000 by a court after 
felling a tree within a conservation 
area. 

As the tree was in the Ironbridge Gorge 
conservation area, damaging it required a 
specific planning permission, which Telford 
Magistrates Court heard Alexander George 
Kibble did not have. 

The council took action against Kibble under 
the Town & Country Planning Act after the tree 
was felled without the required permission at a 
property Kibble owns in Darby Road, 
Coalbrookdale. 

At Telford Magistrates In November, Kibble 
admitted the offence which took place in March 
this year.  The Court fined him £1,000 for the 
offence and ordered him to pay the council’s 
costs of £1,200. Magistrates also ordered him to 
pay a £100 victim surcharge. 

Councillor Richard Overton, cabinet lead 
with responsibility for enforcement, said: “We 
make it very clear to people in the Ironbridge 
Gorge conservation area that there are specific 
planning rules that apply to help protect its 
unique appearance and nature.  If anyone is 
unsure if tree works they are planning require 
consent, please contact our planning team 
before starting any work.” 

The Town and Country Planning act 
requires planning permission for any works to 
trees with a trunk diameter of at least 7.5 cm at 
1.5 m above ground level. 

 

ETERAN eco warrior Swampy 
will face trial after he and 
other protesters were re-

moved from a tree on the proposed 
HS2 route in October 

They had set up camp in a tree house in 
Jones' Hill Wood, between Wendover and Great 
Missenden, in Buckinghamshire. 

Swampy, 47, charged under the name Dan 
Hooper, and four other protesters pleaded not 
guilty to aggravated trespassing at High 
Wycombe Magistrates' Court. 

Magistrates' heard specially trained climb-
ing officers were needed to remove the group 
from the wood, which was the inspiration for 
Roald Dahl's children story Fantastic Mr Fox. 

Mr Hooper, of Cwmdu, near Llandeilo, 
Wales appeared alongside Alice Crawshawe, 
21, of Beech Grove, Fallowfield, Manchester 
and Anne Kahn, 22, of no fixed address.  A 
fourth defendant Ella Russell, 26, of Kings Lane, 
The Lee, Bucks, had the charge put to her in the 
public gallery. 

Defence solicitor Simon Natas entered a not 

guilty plea on behalf of another defendant 
Veronica Tombolan, 23, of King Lane, The Lee, 
Bucks. 

All of the defendants were released on bail, 
with a condition that they do not interfere with 
the workings of HS2 and do not enter HS2 
buildings or sites. 

A solicitor also entered a not guilty plea on 
behalf of another protestor Richard Fox, 29, who 
is self-isolating. He denies obstructing a 
constable. 

A trial date was set for him on 24 May. 
 

HE strong winds in October 
caused serious damage in my 
small woodland, splitting a 

large forked ash and leaving one 
fork hung-up in a neighbouring ash. 

It was obviously quite dangerous, so I called 
my local tree surgeons, asking for help.  Graham 
Haime, the company owner, came round 
immediately and made no bones about it.  It was 
not going to be an easy job. 

The problem was that, being completely 
surrounded by houses, Graham couldn’t get a 
cherry picker onto the site and it was far too 
dangerous for his guys to climb the tree. 

Added to that, the union between the hung 
up bough and the main trunk was not completely 
severed and there was a question regarding 
what the inherent stresses in the tree would 
result in when the bough was released. 

Anyway, within a few days Graham and four 
of his team arrived on site with a variety of 
chainsaws, ropes, winches and cables and set 
to work. 

It certainly wasn’t easy.  Every time they 
thought they had the hung-up bough ready to 
drop it simply moved just a few metres and each 
time it became more dangerous. 

I find it fascinating watching tree surgeons 
at work and the more difficult the task the more 
I learn … and the more I learn the more respect 
I have for their skills. 

Eventually Graham released the bough and 
it fell to the ground with a resounding thud that 
made most of Brundall think there was an 
earthquake.  The thud was followed by a hearty 
round of applause from my neighbours who had 
been watching proceedings from the safety of 
their upstairs windows! 

Graham then turned his attention to the 
remaining stem that was within a few metres of 
a neighbouring property on one side and other 
trees on the other.  We had agreed that he 
would remove a young ash that I had planted 
some 30 years ago in order to leave a path free 
in which to fell the beast. 

With a combination of skilful chainsawing (it 
was scary watching them plunge cut into the 
trunk) and determined use of a winch, the 
remains of the ash fell … right where it was 
planned with no damage, reaching the ground 
with a second enormous thud and more 
applause. 

Graham later told me that it was one of the 
most difficult jobs he had tackled and at one 
stage he worried that he might never release the 
hung-up bough. 

So, if you need a reliable and skilful tree 
surgeon I would never hesitate to recommend 
Graham Haime and Eden Tree and Hedge Care 
Ltd. 
 

HILST our Annual General 
Meeting on 5 November 
was most successful, it 

was tinged with sadness for me. 
Some months ago Carol Champion 

(Woodbastwick) informed me that not only 
would she be unable to continue as a member 
of our Executive Committee, but she would be 
unable to continue as a Tree Warden. 

Carol has decided to move to Scotland and, 
whilst I can appreciate why she loves the area 
so much, I have to say it’s a rotten idea!! 

Not only has Carol been a much valued 
member of our Executive Committee since we 
became an independent Network, but she has 
also been a great support to me. I have greatly 
valued her counsel and I shall miss that very 
much.  However, most of all I shall be saying 
goodbye to a much valued friend. 

Carol hopes to resume Tree Wardening 
when she has settled in Scotland and I have told 
Cath Lloyd, the Tree Council Advisory Group 
representative for Scotland, that our loss will be 
her enormous gain. 

So thank you very much for everything Carol 
and we all wish you well in your new home. 

 

HE comment on the cover of 
this edition of Broadsheet, 
“Christmas is just one day.  

COVID-19 may end your life” is not 
a very cheery one for Christmas, I 
know.  However, it is true. 

I wish I could claim to have dreamt it up but 
I must give credit here to Lesley and I thank her 
for allowing me to use it on our cover.  Mind you, 
you don’t want to know how much washing-up I 
will have to do over the next year!! 

Seriously though, please be COVID-aware.  
Not only over the festive season but at all times 
until we have (hopefully!) this pandemic under 
control  Please follow all the guidelines and 
advice and ensure that you and your loved ones 
remain safe and able to plant trees in the New 
Year and beyond. 

It is customary in Broadsheet’s Christmas 
editions for me to give thanks to those who have 
been of help and support over the year.  Not only 
to me personally but also to our much-valued 
Network. 

Let me start with our friends at Broadland 
District Council.  Ben Burgess and his team 
have, as always, given the Network wonderful 
support and encouragement.  I have little 
contact with Annie Sommazzi these days but 
when I have she has always been helpful and 
supportive.  Thanks Annie. 

I guess it is Jamie Henry and Mark Symonds 
that I have most contact with and I couldn’t wish 
for two more helpful people. 

Jamie has been so much help and shown 
great patience and understanding with my 
requests for your trees, etc.  He places the 
orders immediately and actually sorts out errors 
etc for me.  Many thanks Jamie and I so enjoy 
our Friday evening catch-ups. You make the 
whole task so easy. 

Mark Symonds of course is our contact 
regarding TPOs and Conservation Areas and 
this year he has excelled.  His workload has 
increased significantly but he still finds time to 
advise and support any of us who approach him. 
Mark, my friend, as always you’ve been the 
major oak in our forest.  Thank you so much. 

Finally, I personally wish to thank each and 
every one of you for your much-valued effort and 
support during 2020 and for making our Network 
the success it is today.  You should all feel very 
proud of what you’ve achieved.   

All that remains now is for Lesley and I to 
wish you all, and your families, a very happy, 
peaceful, safe and COVID-19 aware Christmas. 

Sincerely, 

 John Fleetwood 
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Megaprojects Risk Pushing Forests 
past Tipping Point – Report 

 
 

An article by Damian Carrington Environment Editor at The Guardian 
 
 
 

NFRASTRUCTURE megaprojects risk pushing the world’s remaining forests past a 
“dangerous tipping point” and making climate targets unachievable, a report says.  Tens of 
thousands of miles of roads and railways are planned alongside mines and dams, opening 

up the forests of South America, south-east Asia and central Africa to destruction, according 
to the report by a coalition of 25 research and conservation organisations called the New York 
Declaration on Forests Assessment Partners. Today, almost half of all large mines – more than 
1,500 – are in forests. 

In 2014, 50 countries and 50 of 
the world’s biggest companies 
backed the declaration, pledging to 
cut deforestation by 50% by 2020 
and end the destruction of forests 
by 2030, but the 2020 goal has been 
missed and deforestation is rising. 

The report found that many countries and 
businesses had introduced regulations and 
plans but implementation remained poor. Only 
10% of 225 companies that mine in forests 
responded to the report’s authors’ request for 
information about their biodiversity 
commitments. 

“Forests are at a dangerous tipping point 
and these large-scale projects could push us 
over the edge,” said Erin Matson, a senior 
consultant at Climate Focus and co-author of 
the report. “There’s a very small – and closing – 
window of opportunity now to rethink these 
projects. Governments, companies and invest-
ors need to step up and act quickly to avoid 
further harm to people, wildlife, and nature.” 

Franziska Haupt, the lead author of the 
report and also at Climate Focus, said: “Forests 
are absolutely essential. If we don’t stop 
deforestation, we won’t meet our climate 
targets. Infrastructure and mining are probably 
the biggest threat to forests, maybe even more 
important than farming, because they really 
open up forests for these other drivers and 
create access for global markets to these 
remote areas.” 

Robert Nasi, the head of the Center for 
International Forestry Research (Cifor), one of 
the NYDF assessment partners, said: “We are 
living in a dream world of pledges but a reality of 
little progress, lack of transparency, vested 
interests and short termism. Alas, reality will 
always catch us up.” 

Aidan Davy, at the International Council on 
Mining and Metals, which has 27 mining 
company members, said: “We need mining 
companies across the industry to commit to 
higher standards of performance on bio-
diversity, and other environmental, social and 
governance areas which is the purpose of 
ICMM’s mining principles.” 

The ICCM also called on governments to 
ban mines in forest areas of greatest 
conservation value and enforce stronger 
protective measures. 

The report by the NYDF assessment 
partners, including the International Union for 

Conservation of Nature, Chatham House, and 
the World Wildlife Fund, found that mega-
projects involving transport corridors were 
planned or under development in most of the 
critical tropical forest regions. “Even just 
planned projects already create an incentive for 
land speculators,” Haupt said. 

The governments of five Amazon countries 
are investing $27bn (£20bn) over the next five 
years to build or upgrade more than 7,500 miles 
(12,000km) of roads, the report says, which 
would lead to deforestation of about 2.4m 
hectares. 

In Indonesia, the 2,500-mile Trans-Papua 
highway will cut through Lorentz National Park, 
increasing access to more than 50,000 hectares 
of mining concessions inside the park, while a 
railway planned for Kalimantan would open 
areas for coalmining and palm oil production. In 
Papua New Guinea, two plans would double the 
length of the country’s road network by late 
2022, the report says. 

An infrastructure boom in sub-Saharan 
Africa involves dozens of international 
development corridors to export minerals and 
energy, the report says. The corridors would cut 
across 400 protected areas and degrade an 
additional 1,800. 

“People need improved access, but these 
are not highways designed to prioritise linking 
communities to health care or economic 
opportunities,” said Anthony Bebbington, a 

mining and expert and report author. “Their 
purpose is to make it easier and cheaper to 
extract natural capital in ways that benefit 
economic elites above all.” 

The report said some governments had 
improved regulations, with the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo reforming land planning 
and Indonesia setting ambitious goals, though 
the latter have since been weakened. 

Brazil’s government has opened indigenous 
territories to mining and the Trump admin-
istration in the US has ended the requirement of 
federal agencies to consider the indirect 
environmental impacts of new infrastructure. 

The Carbon Disclosure Project (CDP), an 
NYDF assessment partner, invited 225 mining 
companies to report on their biodiversity efforts. 
Of the 23 that replied, and a further 22 that were 
analysed, few shared specific targets for action, 
said Morgan Gillespy, the global director of 
forests at CDP. 

The report sets out steps to deliver forest 
protection. “We can do things differently,” Haupt 
said. “What we’re talking about is not pie in the 
sky.” 

One step is ensuring the benefits of forests 
are included when assessing megaprojects. 
Matson said: “If the true value of forests was 
factored in – reducing climate change, protect-
ing animal habitats and reducing the spread of 
zoonotic diseases [like the coronavirus], 
keeping water sources clean and a long list of 
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other benefits without a price tag – then many of 
these projects would never get the green light,.” 

Another step is considering alternative ways 
to develop poorer areas. Anne Larson, a team 
leader at Cifor, said: “There is still a fundamental 

disconnect between what governments and 
companies think development has to look like 
and the kind of actions needed for healthy 
livelihoods and a healthy planet. 

“Securing rights and supporting sustainable 

livelihoods of indigenous people and other local 
communities would go a long way toward 
reducing deforestation.” 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 

Extra £40m for Green Spaces in 
England, Boris Johnson Pledges 

 
 

An article by Roger Harrabin, BBC Environment Analyst 
 
 
 

 FURTHER £40m is to be ploughed into green spaces in England as part of a plan to 
restore species and combat climate change.  The government says the cash will fund 
thousands of jobs in conservation.  The prime minister also promised new national parks 

and greater protections for England’s iconic landscapes. 

Environmentalists welcomed 
the investment but said it was a 
fraction of what is needed to restore 
Britain’s depleted wildlife. 

Boris Johnson said the scheme was part of 
his 10-point plan for combating climate change,  

The natural environment funding will go to 
environmental charities creating or restoring 
important habitats like peatland and wetland; 
preventing or cleaning up pollution; creating 
woodland; and helping people connect with 
nature. 

Mr Johnson said this will in turn create and 
retain skilled and unskilled jobs, such as 
ecologists, project managers, tree planters and 
teams to carry out nature restoration. 

The projects could give a home to species 
that flourished in similar initiatives across the 
country, including the curlew, nightingale, 
horseshoe bat, pine marten, red squirrel and 
wild orchids. 

Mr Johnson said: “Britain’s iconic land-
scapes are part of the fabric of our national 
identity - sustaining our communities, driving 
local economies and inspiring people across the 
ages.  That’s why, with the natural world under 
threat, it’s more important than ever that we act 
now to enhance our natural environment and 
protect our precious wildlife and biodiversity.” 

There are currently 10 national parks in 
England - including the South Downs, Lake 
District and Peak District - as well as 34 areas 
of outstanding national beauty (AONB). 

The government says the process for 
designating new national parks and AONB will 
start next year and 10 long-term "landscape 

recovery" projects will be initiated between 2022 
and 2024 to restore wilder landscapes. 

Craig Bennett, from the Wildlife Trusts, said: 
"Of course this is welcome, but it’s a tiny amount 
compared with what’s needed.  A previous 
promise of £40m was over-subscribed seven 
times over.  The government has pledged to 
protect 30% of the countryside by 2030, but at 
the moment only 5% is protected for wildlife. We 
need £1bn every year for this enormous task." 

Tony Juniper, head of government agency 
Natural England, said: "I warmly welcome this 
as part of the delivery of the National Nature 
Recovery Network - and I’m really pleased to 
have all this coming from the PM.” 

The government has slashed funding for his 
organisation and earlier this week he told MPs 
on the Environmental Audit Committee that its 
current funding is below the level required to 
carry out statutory duties to a good standard. 

Mr Juniper said taking action to protect 
species at risk of extinction, ceasing 
management duties for National Nature 
Reserves and engaging only a small number of 
planning authorities to support landscape and 
biodiversity activities are some of the areas 
where Natural England has had to scale back 
support. 
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Chris Packham Hits Out at 
Destruction of Memorial Trees 

 
 

An article by Andrea Tonks published on www.express.co.uk 
 
 
 

HRIS PACKHAM, the conservationist best known for hosting nature shows such as 
Autumnwatch and Springwatch, has taken to Twitter to blast the people behind the new 
HS2 rail line, following reports that a memorial wood in Buckinghamshire has been 

destroyed. The trees in the Wendover Memorial Woodland, which were planted in memory of 
children who had died after battling illness and disability, have been ripped up to make way for 
the transport project. 

Chris wrote online, in view of his 
443,500 followers. “Does it get any 
worse? “Come on HS2 Ltd does it 
get any worse?  Desecrating the 
memorials of children who have 
died fighting illness and disability 
in a hospice,” he went on to add 
alongside a newspaper article 
covering the story. 

“My sympathies to all their relatives.  I’m so 
sorry we have failed to stop this monster,” the 
apologetic TV star continued. 

One follower wrote in the comments section 
of the post “Truly heart-breaking. A monster 
indeed ... we do not need this.  Whether you 
support HS2 or not is one thing. There is no 
excuse for the lack of respect shown to the 

families of the dead children,” a second follower 
added. 

Another social media user, who posted 
pictures of trees lying on the floor, added: “I 
visited this afternoon. Quite shocking the 
disregard that HS2 Ltd has shown to this 
important place for many families. 

“It’s one thing to remove it for the 
construction, but it’s another to make no effort to 
relocate it and then toss the remains to the side 
like it’s trash.” 

The memorial wood was planted in 2010 
and offers a peaceful space for reflection and 
remembrance.  Grieving parents have scattered 
the ashes of their children and placed tributes 
among the trees at the woodland area over the 
years. 

A spokesperson for HS2 Ltd told The Bucks 
Herald: “In order to build Wendover’s green 

tunnel, which will reduce noise and disruption 
for the surrounding community, we unfortun-
ately need to clear a section of woodland 
planted ten years ago by the Rennie Grove 
Hospice, which has since relocated out of the 
town. 

"We informed the hospice and the 
landowner a month in advance, providing them 
with time to notify the families of the deceased 
who may have wanted to remove any fixed 
items before work starts." 

The new HS2 will pass through 
Buckinghamshire connecting London to 
Birmingham, with the intention of improving 
travelling times to the capital city from the 
Midlands. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 

Improved Woodland Creation 
Planning Grant Launched 

 
 

HE Forestry Commission has launched improvements to the Woodland Creation Planning 
Grant. Feedback and comment from the general public has helped inform the changes 
that have been made.   Improvements include a reduction to the minimum application and 

block size, as well as removal of the requirement for 70% of the species proposed for planting 
to achieve minimum growth rates.  

Additional changes have 
streamlined parts of the process 
and reduced duplication with 
regulatory processes.  

These enhancements to the grant will 
support a broader range of woodland creation 
and enable more landowners, farmers, land 
managers and public bodies to develop their 
plans. 

The Woodland Creation Planning Grant 
helps cover the costs of producing a UK 
Forestry Standard (UKFS) compliant woodland 

creation plan. This can support applications to 
other funding sources for woodland creation, 
such as the Woodland Carbon Fund, 
Countryside Stewardship and HS2 Woodland 
Fund.  

For more information visit the GOV.UK page 
on the Woodland Creation Planning Grant.   

Those already in receipt of a Woodland 
Creation Planning Grant Stage 1 offer may 
request the addition of new blocks of proposed 
woodland over 0.5 hectares. If the additional 
areas are accepted the future Stage 2 offer will 
include these areas.  

To bring the additional blocks into the 
agreement, Stage 1 agreement holders will 
need to submit a revised Stage 1 checklist in the 
revised Woodland Creation Design Plan 
Template (see the How it works section under 
stage 1) which accounts for the expanded 
project area.  

No additional Stage 1 payment will be 
made. We will not retrospectively add new areas 
to existing Stage 2 agreements; current Stage 2 
agreement holders who would like to extend 
their project areas in line with the new rules will 
need to submit a new application. 
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As Energy Needs Drive Demand for 
Minerals, Forests Face Greater Threats 
 
 

An article by Victoria Schneider published on https://news.mongabay.com 
 
 
 

INING and deforestation go hand in hand, with impacts that include displacement of 
species and pollution of water sources. A 2012 study attributed only 7% of global forest 
loss to mining, and the vast majority, nearly 73%, to subsistence farming and industrial 

agriculture such as cultivation of oil palms and soybeans, and cattle ranching, but this could 
soon change as the world’s population grows and demand for energy continues to increase. 

The shift toward low-carbon 
power generation in the form of 
solar panels and wind turbines, will 
require an extensive amount of 
minerals. An average 3-megawatt 
wind turbine powering around 
1,500 households needs 4 to 7 tons 
of copper and 3 tons of aluminium, 
derived from bauxite.  

These resources, as well as other minerals 
like zinc, nickel and cobalt, essential in battery 
storage technology, are mostly found in tropical 
and sub-tropical forests. This raises questions 
of whether, and how, their extraction can be 
compatible with forest conservation. 

A recent research paper published by the 
UK policy think tank Chatham House analysed 
the impacts of the extractive industries on 
forests and looked into the potentials of “forest-
smart mining,” an approach developed by the 
World Bank to mitigate the adverse effects of 
mining on sensitive ecosystems. 

“Up to one-third of the world’s forests may 
already be affected by mining with regions such 
as the Amazon, the Congo Basin and Southeast 
Asia at particular risk,” writes Siân Bradley, who 
authored the report. “While mining is not always 
a primary direct driver of deforestation and 
forest degradation, its indirect and cumulative 
forest impacts can be significant.” 

However, one of the report’s conclusions is 
that the correlation between mining activities 
and their side effects, such as the impacts that 
come with the development of infrastructure or 
the influx of workers, remains “a blind spot.” 

Last year, the World Bank launched a 
campaign claiming to mitigate these impacts by 
making mining “forest-smart.” The concept 
recognizes the growing pressure on forests due 
to land use changes. In response to questions 
from Mongabay, Christopher Sheldon, the 
World Bank’s practice manager with the Energy 
and Extractives Global Practice, said forest-
smart means “that the integrity of forested land 
for these other uses should not be unduly 
compromised.” 

In theory, this happens through policy 
commitments, strategic and cumulative impact 
assessments, the definition of strict no-go 
areas, as well as the use of other mitigation tools 
like biodiversity offsets. 

What this means in reality is still unclear, 
especially in regions like the Congo Basin, the 
second-largest tropical forest in the world, which 
has vast mineral reserves but weak 
governance. 

“This new concept sounds like an excuse to 
go for mining no matter where,” said Samuel 
Nguiffo, a lawyer and founder of the Center for 
Environment and Development in Cameroon. 
Nguiffo has been monitoring developments in 
the forests of the Congo Basin, which straddles 
Cameroon, the Central African Republic, the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, the Republic 
of Congo, Equatorial Guinea, and Gabon. 

Nguiffo told Mongabay that the World 
Bank’s approach is reminiscent of the promises 
made when the logging industry was seen as 
the new way forward for Central African 
governments. 

“We have been saying for a long time that 
logging can happen without harming the forest 
and it proved to be not true. It also didn’t develop 
the economies,” he said. For mining, he said he 
expects the same outcomes. 

One problem is the lack of effective 
administration. 

“Many Central African governments don’t 
really have experience in mining, they have 
been looking for fast investments with the result 
that licenses are given out very fast,” Nguiffo 
said. This has prompted a worrying trend, where 
exploration concessions are granted to junior 
mining companies that dig up forests without 
having the finances to ultimately exploit the 
mineral reserves, he said. “The result is that 
large areas of forests are opened up, and then 
left idling. Once we realize that it was a scam, 
the forest is gone.” 

Over the past 10 years, the Center for 
Environment and Development, based in 
Yaoundé, has observed a growing number of 
exploration permits given out to companies to 
search for mineral deposits, as well as oil and 
gas fields in the region. 

These observations are confirmed by data 
visualized by the Global Forest Watch Forest 
Atlas, which monitors tree cover loss around the 
globe and shows a striking amount of mining 

concessions overlapping with intact forest 
landscapes throughout the Congo Basin. The 
region is home to the largest tract of rainforest 
on Earth after the Amazon, and the single 
largest peatland area in the world. 

Even though levels of deforestation and 
forest degradation in the Congo Basin have not 
reached those of the Amazon or the tropical 
forests of South East Asia, there are alarming 
trends. In the DRC, primary forest loss in 2018 
was 38% higher than between 2011 and 2017; 
CO2 emissions from tropical tree cover loss 
more than doubled between 2014 and 2019. 

In Central Africa, deforestation and forest 
degradation have mainly been traced back to 
population growth, subsistence agriculture, and 
harvesting of firewood. 

“But given the size of mining permits 
allocated on forest areas, the potential for 
mining to become a major driver for 
deforestation in the future is very high,” Nguiffo 
said. “If the price of some of the minerals 
increases on the world markets it can explode 
very easily.” 

The World Bank expects that global 
demand for minerals like cobalt and graphite is 
going to increase by up to 500% in the next 30 
years. As the Congo Basin is home to the 
world’s largest reserves of some of these 
minerals, as well as significant gold reserves, 
there is no doubt that the number of investments 
is going to increase, especially from Chinese 
companies. 

The threat of growing deforestation is 
imminent, especially due to the location of these 
natural resources within sensitive forest areas. 
According to the World Bank’s Sheldon, “their 
exploitation requires the development of 
auxiliary infrastructures such as roads and 
railways that multiply and facilitate direct access 
to forests.” 

In other words, if not managed well, the 
extractive industries will keep encroaching on 
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the almost 200 million hectares (500 million 
acres) of natural forests in the Congo Basin, and 
it will be the indirect and cumulative impacts that 
will pose the biggest threats. 

The trend has already started. A fifth of the 
Congo Basin’s tree cover constitutes intact 
forest landscape, as defined in the Intact Forest 
Landscapes map, developed by the University 
of Maryland, the World Resources Institute, 
Greenpeace and Transparent World. But a 
study by WWF found that 16% of these IFLs 
overlap with 998 mining claims, and 26% with 
27 oil and gas concessions. 

For many, the key to preventing this 
potential loss of forest is good governance. But 
often, forest preservation laws and policies only 
exist on paper. The DRC, for instance, 
implemented a new Forest Code in 2002 and 
has a strictly defined moratorium on the 
allocation of new forest concessions. But that 
hasn’t stopped forest areas from being farmed 
out for exploitation. 

“Ministers have been granting new 
concessions in violation of the moratorium with 
all impunity,” said Augustin Mpoyi, a Kinshasa-
based environmental lawyer and chair of the 
Council for the Defense of the Environment 
through Legality and Traceability (CODELT). 
The organization consults with and offers legal 
advice to communities affected by extractive 
projects. 

Mpoyi told Mongabay that 58% of the DRC’s 
surface is covered with forest, about a tenth of 
which is legally protected. “The rest, even 
though included in the Forest Code, can be 
opened for any kind of industrial activity,” he 
said. 

“We have very clear regulations about what 

a company needs to provide to mine in the 
forests, but we also have very high levels of 
corruption,” Mpoyi added. One of the hampering 
factors is that civil society organizations like his 
regular face threats and financial reprisals due 
to their opposition to investments, he said. 

This goes back to the DRC still being “in the 
process of creating a state,” Mpoyi said, which 
hinders effective forest management. “If ever 
forest-smart mining can work it needs a state 
that applies the law.” Right now, he said, he 
doesn’t see any mechanisms in place that would 
facilitate strategic land use planning. 

The World Bank has acknowledged that, to 
date, no company, mine or country has 
managed to be 100% forest-smart. When asked 
about examples of where forest-smart mining is 
working, the World Bank’s Sheldon indicated 
that no concrete results have been recorded. 
“Companies are starting to explore ways to 
better integrate forest conservation into their 
operations but that there is still a long way to go 
and that we hope the FSM work will provide 
some guidance.” 

Jutta Kill, from the World Rainforest 
Movement, called the World Bank’s campaign 
an act of greenwashing. She cited the example 
of biodiversity offsets like the one that mining 
giant Rio Tinto applied in Madagascar to 
illustrate that “the idea that the extractive 
industries can be sustainable or forest-smart is 
an illusion.” 

In Rio Tinto’s case, the company destroyed 
a forest to make way for an ilmenite mine. To 
meet the requirements to compensate for net 
forest loss, it replanted another forest 
elsewhere. “But a forest is a system that has 
developed over hundreds of years, it cannot be 

created somewhere else and what do the 
people do who live from the forest?” Kill told 
Mongabay. 

Biodiversity offsets are controversial and 
considered the “last resort” in the mitigation 
hierarchy after attempts to avoid or minimize 
impacts have failed and the landscape cannot 
be restored. However, they remain a widely 
used tool by companies to legitimize local 
deforestation. 

“We are seeing continued high rates of 
forest degradation and deforestation,” Alison 
Hoare, a senior research fellow in the energy, 
environment and resources program at 
Chatham House, told Mongabay. “So clearly, 
approaches currently taken by different 
stakeholders are not enough.” 

With or without forest-smart mining, it will 
take radical change to truly counteract the 
alarming global trend of forest loss due to 
economic activities, Hoare said. “There needs to 
be a shift in approaches to development so that 
it’s not a model that is based on economic 
growth and increasing consumption but accepts 
that we have limited resources,” she said. 

It’s a view shared by those in the middle of 
the struggle to preserve unique forests, like 
Samuel Nguiffo. 

In light of what the World Bank calls “a 
mineral-intensive future,” the Cameroonian 
lawyer said there are important choices to be 
made: “We need to decide what we want to do 
with our forests: If we continue to pretend that 
all industrial activities can be done without 
harming the forest, it will prove not true and we 
are going to see a disaster.” 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Global Map of Bees Created in Conservation First 
 

By Helen Briggs, BBC Environment correspondent 
 

CIENTISTS have mapped the distribution of all 20,000 bee species.  The new global map 
of bees will help in the conservation of the insects we rely on to pollinate our crops, say 
researchers in Singapore and China.  Bee populations are facing pressure from habitat 

loss and the use of pesticides, yet little is known about the array of species living on every 
continent save Antarctica, ranging from tiny stingless bees to bees the size of a human thumb. 

Bees provide essential services 
to our ecosystems and are the 
major pollinators of many of our 
staple foods, said Dr Alice Hughes 
of the Chinese Academy of 
Sciences in Yunnan.   

Yet, until now, we have not had the data to 
show where on the planet most species are. 

"Here we combine millions of records to 
create the first maps of global bee richness, and 
understand why we see these patterns," she 
told BBC News.  "These maps, and our 
framework, can then form the basis of future 
work, enabling us to better understand patterns 
of bee richness and ensure that they are 
effectively conserved into the future." 

Some bee populations, such as 
bumblebees in Europe and North America, are 
well studied, but in other regions, such as large 
parts of Asia and Africa, documentation has 
been sparse.  While there remains a lot to learn 
about what drives bee diversity, the research 
team hopes their work will help in the 
conservation of bees as global pollinators. 

Dr John Ascher of the National University of 

Singapore said by establishing a reliable 
baseline we can characterise bee declines and 
"distinguish areas less suitable for bees from 
areas where bees should thrive but have been 
reduced by threats such as pesticides, loss of 
natural habitat, and overgrazing". 

To create their map, the researchers 
compared data about the occurrence of 
individual bee species with a checklist of over 

20,000 species compiled by Dr Ascher.  This 
gave a clearer picture of how the many species 
of bees are distributed around the world. 

The study has confirmed that unlike other 
creatures, such as birds and mammals, more 
bee species are found in dry, temperate areas 
away from the poles than in tropical environ-
ments nearer the equator.  There are more in 
the Northern Hemisphere than the Southern, 
with hotspots in parts of the US, Africa and the 
Middle East. 

There are far fewer bee species in forests 
and jungles than in desert environments 
because trees tend to provide fewer sources of 
food for bees than plants and flowers. 

The reported plunge in some insect popu-
lations has caused alarm, with calls for better 
monitoring.  The sheer number of insect species 
on the planet - upwards of 900,000 - makes this 
is a monumental task, with millions of 
specimens awaiting identification in museums. 

Insects are often overlooked in global 
assessments of biodiversity, in favour of 
mammals, birds, reptiles and amphibians. 

The research is published in the journal 
Current Biology. 

S 
 There are over 16,000 known bee 
species in seven recognised families. 

 Some species, such as honeybees, 
bumblebees and stingless bees, live in 
colonies, while others are solitary 
insects 

 Although some groups, such as 
bumblebees, are well studied, the vast 
majority, more than 96% of bee species 
are poorly documented 

 Many crops, especially in developing 
countries, rely on native bee species, not 

honey bees, 
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US Formally Withdraws 
from Paris Agreement 

 
An article by Matt McGrath published on www.bbc.co.uk 

 
 

FTER a three-year delay, the US has become the first nation in the world to formally 
withdraw from the Paris climate agreement.  President Trump announced the move in 
June 2017, but UN regulations meant that his decision only takes effect today, the day 

after the US election.  The US could re-join it in future, should a president choose to do so. 

The Paris deal was drafted in 
2015 to strengthen the global 
response to the threat of climate 
change.  It aims to keep the global 
temperature rise this century well 
below 2ºC above pre-industrial 
levels and to pursue efforts to limit 
the temperature increase even 
further to 1.5ºC. 

The delay is down to the complex rules that 
were built into the Paris agreement to cope with 
the possibility that a future US president might 
decide to withdraw the country from the deal. 

Previous attempts to put together a global 
pact on climate change had foundered because 
of internal US politics.  The Clinton admin-
istration was unable to secure Senate backing 
for the Kyoto Protocol, agreed in 1997.  So in 
the run up to the Paris climate talks, President 
Obama's negotiators wanted to ensure that it 
would take time for the US to get out if there was 
a change in leadership. 

Even though the agreement was signed in 
December 2015, the treaty only came into force 
on 4 November 2016, 30 days after at least 55 
countries representing 55% of global emissions 
had ratified it. 

No country could give notice to leave the 
agreement until three years had passed from 
the date of ratification.  Even then, a member 
state still had to serve a 12-month notice period 
on the UN. 

So, despite President Trump's White House 
announcement in June 2017, the US was only 
able to formally give notice to the UN in 
November last year. The time has elapsed and 
the US is now out. 

While the US now represents around 15% 
of global greenhouse gas emissions, it remains 
the world's biggest and most powerful economy.  
So when it becomes the only country to with-
draw from a global solution to a global problem 
it raises questions of trust. 

For the past three years, US negotiators 
have attended UN climate talks while the 
administration has tried to use these events to 
promote fossil fuels. 

Andrew Light, a former senior climate 
change official in the Obama administration, 
said "Being out formally obviously hurts the US 
reputation.  This will be the second time that the 
United States has been the primary force behind 
negotiating a new climate deal. With the Kyoto 

Protocol we never ratified it, in the case of the 
Paris Agreement, we left it.  So, I think it's 
obviously a problem." 

Although this has been a long time coming, 
there is still a palpable sense of disappointment 
for many Americans who believe that climate 
change is the biggest global challenge and the 
US should be leading the fight against it. 

Helen Mountford from the World Resources 
Institute said "The decision to leave the Paris 
agreement was wrong when it was announced 
and it is still wrong today.  Simply put the US 
should stay with the other 189 parties to the 
agreement, not go out alone." 

The formal withdrawal has also re-opened 

old wounds for climate diplomats. 
Carlos Fuller, from Belize, the lead 

negotiator for the Alliance of Small Island States 
in the UN talks, said "It's definitely a big blow to 
the Paris agreement.  We actually worked very 
hard to ensure that every country in the world 
could accede to this new agreement and so, by 
losing one, we feel that basically we have 
failed." 

Others say that the US pull-out is partly due 
to the failure of the Obama administration to 
have the Paris agreement ratified by the US 
Senate. 

"What Obama did at the end of his second 
term was fundamentally undemocratic, to sign 
up to a Paris agreement without going to the 
Senate and the Congress and instead doing it 
via executive order and then, in a way, you're 
setting yourself up for what has happened now," 
said former UN climate chief, Yvo De Boer. 

Could the US re-join the agreement?  Yes, 
it could.  In fact, while on the campaign trail, Joe 
Biden said he would seek to re-join as soon as 
possible, if he was elected President. 

Under the rules, all that is required is a 
month's notice and the US should be back in the 
fold.  However, even if the US chose to re-enter 
the agreement, there would be consequences 
for being out - even for a few months. 

Andrew Light said "We know that the UK 
and the EU and the UN Secretary General are 
planning an event on 12 December, on the fifth 
anniversary of the conclusion of negotiations for 
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the Paris agreement, where they're going to try 
to drive more ambition.  Under the Paris rules, 
the US will not be able to participate in that." 

President Trump made leaving Paris a key 
part of his election platform in 2016, tying it into 
his vision of a revitalised US with booming 
energy production, especially coal and oil.  His 
perspective on the Paris agreement was that it 
was unfair to the US, leaving countries like India 
and China free to use fossil fuels while the US 
had to curb their carbon. 

Katie Tubb, a senior policy analyst at the 
Heritage Foundation, a conservative US think 
tank, said "I'm not sure what Paris actually 
accomplishes.  In terms of getting to the end of 
the century, if the goal is to reduce global 
temperatures, it just can't be done on the backs 
of the industrialised world.  No matter what you 
think about global warming, and the nature of it, 
the pace of it, you have to take these growing 
economies seriously, and help them and I just 
didn't see Paris getting to that end, in any 
efficient or constructive manner." 

In the wake of the President's 
announcement back in 2017, a number of states 
and businesses have pledged to continue 
cutting carbon and to try and make up for the 
Federal government's decision to walk away 
from the US commitment under Paris. 

Among them are America's Pledge, put 
together by former California governor Jerry 

Brown and the former mayor of New York, 
Michael Bloomberg.  They say that states and 
cities will help cut US emissions by 19% 
compared to 2025 from what they were in 2005.  
That's not enough to make up for the US 
promise under Paris but it keeps those targets 
"within reach". 

Michael Bloomberg said in a statement "The 
public understands that fighting climate change 
goes hand in hand with protecting our health 
and growing our economy.  "So despite the 
White House's best efforts to drag our country 
backward, it hasn't stopped our climate progress 
over the past four years." 

On the business front, there has been 
growing pressure from shareholders of large 
fossil fuel-based industries to face up to the 
climate challenge. 

A proposal filed by BNP Paribas Asset 
Management won a 53% majority vote at 
Chevron.  It called on the oil giant to ensure that 
its climate lobbying was in line with the goals of 
the Paris agreement. 

"I don't think anyone will follow Mr Trump out 
of Paris," said Peter Betts, a former lead 
negotiator for the UK and the EU in the global 
climate negotiations, and now an associate 
fellow at Chatham House.  "Nobody has in the 
last four years and I don't think they will in the 
future." 

Some are worried that the US withdrawal 

will see other countries adopt a go-slow attitude, 
at a time when scientists are saying that efforts 
should be speeded up. 

A number of countries, including Saudi 
Arabia, Kuwait and Russia have already shown 
a willingness to side with US efforts to push back 
on the science around global warming. 

Carlos Fuller, lead negotiator from the 
Alliance of Small Island States, said "They are 
biding their time, they are saying that if the US 
is not in then we don't need to rush to do 
anything at this time.  I think they are hedging 
their bets to see what kind of a better deal they 
can get out of it, and not actually withdraw." 

Others are hopeful that the US withdrawal 
will drive a sense of unity among others, and see 
new leadership emerge. 

"The EU green deal and carbon neutrality 
commitments from China, Japan and South 
Korea point to the inevitability of our collective 
transition off fossil fuels," said Laurence 
Tubiana, one of the architects of the Paris 
agreement and now chief executive of the 
European Climate Foundation. 

"There were always going to be speed 
bumps as the global economy shifted off oil, gas 
and coal - but the overall direction of travel is 
clear. As governments prepare stimulus 
packages to rescue their economies from covid-
19 it's vital they invest in technologies of the 
future, not the past." 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

An Early Christmas Present - 
Pheasant Shoots to be Scaled Back 
 
 

 RECEIVED an early Christmas Present on 30 October (just too late for the November edition 
of Broadsheet) when I read an article by Xantha Leatham on the Daily Mail website reporting 
that pheasant shooting is to be scaled back across large swathes of the countryside 

following a campaign by BBC wildlife host Chris Packham. 

The Government was accused of 
'caving in' to Chris Packham after 
licensing to limit the release of 
popular game birds was 
announced. 

Shooting organisations have been left 
outraged by the measures, which include a ban 
on most releases of pheasants and partridges 
within 500 metres of Britain's Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSIs). 

The Department of Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs (Defra) will license the release of 
gamebirds from next year.  That will affect 
around 10% of land currently used for gamebird 
shooting, according to the British Association of 
Shooting and Conservation (BASC). 

Mr Packham was due to present a legal 
challenge against Defra the following week over 
its policy on the release of gamebirds. He has 
tried to ban the release of pheasants around 
SSSIs, but before the case could be heard the 
Government agreed to demands. 

While Mr Packham's group, Wild Justice, 
said they are 'delighted' by the 'historic environ-
mental victory', shooting communities are up in 
arms at the decision. 

The Countryside Alliance has accused the 
group of being a 'vehicle for pursuing the 
prejudice – and polishing the egos of – its 
principal members Chris Packham and Mark 
Avery'. 

In a lambasting joint statement with BASC, 
the Alliance accused Defra of making the 
decision without prior consultation with them-
selves, the National Gamekeepers' Association 
or the Game Farmers' Association. 

They said they believe a licensing system is 
'not justified by the scientific evidence' and 'may 
be unlawful'. 

'Defra's proposed red tape under the 
precautionary principle will do little but threaten 
rural jobs, conservation efforts and a host of 
social benefits that shooting provides,' they said. 

'If Defra is to secure co-operation from the 
shooting community, it must do better.  There is 
a great deal of scepticism that an unknown 
licensing system run by an under-funded public 
body can fix something that is not known to be 
ecologically damaging.' 

The All-Party Parliamentary Group for 
Shooting and Conservation, with Sir Geoffrey 
Clifton-Brown MP as chairman, has already held 
a meeting with the Secretary of State for Defra, 

George Eustice MP, to express their concerns. 
In a follow-up letter, the MPs called on Defra 

to work closely with the shooting organisations. 
Sir Geoffrey said: 'Many parliamentarians 

are concerned to ensure that shooting is not 
damaged by whatever Defra does. We will be 
fighting for a sensible evidence-based and 
proportionate outcome.' 

The BASC say game shooting has both 
economic and environmental benefits. More 
than 280,000 people work on shoots each year, 
and the effort put into game management and 
pest control is equivalent to 7,800 full-time jobs. 

Shooting as a sport contributes £2billion to 
the UK economy, according to industry 
estimates.  Meanwhile land managed for game 
shooting promotes diversity and helps maintain 
thousands of acres of woodland, they say. 

However Duncan Orr-Ewing, from the Royal 
Society for the Protection of Birds, said: 'This 
is... an important step in recognising that 
releasing 57million non-native gamebirds into 
our countryside every year is not sustainable or 
in line with the urgent need to protect and 
restore the best spaces for our native wildlife.' 
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How President-Elect Joe Biden 
Plans to Tackle Climate Change 

 
An article by Matt Mcgrath published on www.bbc.co.uk 

 
 
 

UCH will be made about Joe Biden's pledge to re-join the Paris climate agreement, the 
international pact designed to avoid dangerous warming of the Earth.  President Trump 
pulled out of the deal after the Obama administration had signed up in 2016 and during 

the drawn-out election count Mr Biden confirmed that reversing the decision would be one of 
his first acts as president. 

However, key to his credibility 
on the international stage will be his 
domestic policies on cutting 
carbon emissions. 

More radical Democrats such as congress-
woman Alexandria Ocasio Cortez have put 
forward a proposal called the Green New Deal, 
which would eliminate carbon emissions from 
most sources over a decade. The Biden climate 
plan is more moderate.  However, if enacted, it 
would still be the most progressive climate 
strategy the US has ever attempted. 

Mr Biden is proposing to make US electricity 
production carbon-free by 2035 and to have the 
country achieve net zero emissions by the 
middle of the century.  Reaching net zero re-
quires that any carbon emissions are balanced 
by absorbing an equivalent amount from the 
atmosphere by, for example, planting trees. 

Once in office, Joe Biden wants to spend $2 
trillion over four years to drive down emissions 
by upgrading four million buildings to make them 
more energy efficient.  He wants to spend 
heavily on public transport, to invest in electric 
vehicle manufacturing and charging points and 
give consumers financial incentives to trade up 
to cleaner cars. 

All of these options have one additional 
component apart from cutting carbon: they put 
people back to work.  Andrew Light, a former 
senior climate official in the Obama 
administration, says Mr Biden is focused on 
what lowers emissions and increases jobs at the 
same time. 

"There will be a big push on electric 
vehicles, a big push on efficient buildings, both 
residential and offices, a big push on creating a 
new kind of civilian conservation corps and 
doing a lot of nature-based solutions on climate 
change.  You've got a really good menu to 
choose from in all of these different sectors." 

Mr Biden has also said he will not allow 
fracking on federal land. Fracking is a drilling 
process in which chemicals are injected into 
rocks to liberate natural gas and oil, and is 
controversial because of its environmental 
impact.  However, since about 90% of it occurs 
on state or private land, the vast majority of 
fracking will be unaffected. 

The Paris deal sought to keep global temp-
eratures "well below" 2.0ºC (3.6ºF), but in 2018 
UN scientists clarified how much of a difference 
it would make to limit the rise to 1.5ºC. 

The 1.5ºC target could prevent small island 
states from sinking beneath the waves, it could 
ensure that millions of people avoid the 

disasters of extreme weather, it could limit the 
chances of an ice-free Arctic in the summer. 

Scientists say that Mr Biden's goal of 
reaching net zero emissions by mid-century 
could have significant implications for the 1.5ºC 
target. 

Bill Hare, who's part of the Climate Action 
Tracker which monitors the world's carbon 
cutting plans, said "With Biden's election, China, 
the USA , EU, Japan, South Korea - two thirds 
of the world economy and over 50% of global 
greenhouse gas emissions - would have 
[commitments toward reaching] net zero 
greenhouse gas emissions by mid-century.  
This could be an historic tipping point."  

For the first time ever, this puts the Paris 
Agreement's 1.5ºC limit within striking distance, 
he says. 

There will be a Democrat in the White 
House, but the Republican Party currently 
controls the US Senate and has so far shown a 
marked reluctance to spend money on 
stimulating the economy, despite the pandemic. 

That position might change if, as some have 
forecast, a January run-off election in Georgia 
gives Democrats control of the Senate, but if not 
there are still grounds for President-elect Biden 
to believe the upper house may be open to 
some of his climate plans. 

While President Trump has taken a strident 
anti-climate approach, there has been a 
softening of rhetoric from some Republicans in 
the last couple of years. 

There are already precedents of co-
operation to point to. In September, Democrats 
and Republicans co-operated on a bill to cut the 
use of hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), a family of 
gases commonly used as refrigerants. They 
include some of the most powerful greenhouse 
gases known to science. 

The same month, the Senate also passed a 
bill called the Bipartisan Wildlife Conservation 
Act, intended to improve species conservation 
and protect vital ecosystems. 

Joe Biden also knows better than many how 
navigate the upper house; he was elected to the 
senate six times before serving as vice-
president under Barack Obama.  If the 
president-elect can structure his plans so that 
they create jobs and new infrastructure, while 
also tackling carbon emissions, he may be able 
to find a way forward that works for both sides 
of the aisle. 

"I think you could get a lot of common 
ground just around good policies that also have 
climate implications," says Katie Tubb, a senior 
policy analyst from the conservative think tank, 

the Heritage Foundation. 
If he fails to agree legislation with the 

Senate, President-elect Biden will have to issue 
executive orders, similar to the way that 
Presidents Obama and Trump overcame such 
obstacles.  President Trump used them to roll 
back dozens of environmental regulations on 
the production of oil and gas, and on mileage 
standards for cars and trucks. 

It's expected that many of those Trump 
rollbacks will themselves be rolled back at the 
start of the Biden administration, but the 
weakness of the executive approach is that it is 
open to legal challenges. President Obama had 
to use executive orders to try and implement a 
key climate policy, the Clean Power Plan, but 
they were blocked by the Supreme Court. 

If President-elect Biden goes down this 
route, the Supreme Court could present a 
potential stumbling block.  The court would 
ultimately rule on any litigation over his climate 
proposals, and with the court's strong 
conservative majority, that could be a significant 
problem for Joe Biden. 

President Trump's decision to withdraw 
from the Paris accords took effect on 4 
November, the day after the election.  A month 
after the Biden administration informs the United 
Nations of its decision to re-join, the US will once 
again be part of the global effort to curb climate 
change, much to the delight of climate 
diplomats. 

"It would definitely be a positive move, not 
only because they are a big player, but I think 
because it really emphasises the fact that the 
US believes in the science of climate change," 
says Carlos Fuller, the lead negotiator for the 
Alliance of Small Island States (Aosis) in annual 
UN climate meetings.  

These annual COP (Conference of the 
Parties) meetings are the mechanism by which 
countries agree to lower their carbon emissions 
and US leadership is absolutely critical for this 
process.  With China, Japan and South Korea 
having set long-term goals to cut carbon, 
expectations are rising that the UN's COP26 
climate summit, which convenes in Glasgow in 
November 2021, may turn out to be a success. 

The UK government, which will run the 
Glasgow talks, will want every country to update 
their national carbon cutting plans with tougher 
targets than they submitted in in 2015. They will 
also want as many nations as possible to 
commit to net zero emissions by 2050. 

The return of the US to the climate fold, 
under President-elect Biden, will bring both 
goals within reach. 
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Protecting the Rainforest  
Through your Shopping Basket 
 
 

An article by Roger Harrabin published on www.bbc.co.uk 
 
 
 

EW laws should help prevent consumers from buying food grown on rainforest land that 
has been illegally logged.  UK firms will be banned from selling commodities if their 
production breaches local laws protecting forests and other natural areas.  The change 

will be included in a new Environment Bill that MPs will discuss. 

The aim is to stop British 
consumers playing an inadvertent 
role in an environmental crime 
through the goods in their 
supermarket basket. 

The key commodities most grown on land 
that is illegally cleared are cocoa; soya; palm oil; 
beef and leather; rubber; timber; and pulp and 
paper. 

It is estimated that around half of tropical 
deforestation is illegal and linked to the ex-
pansion of commercial forestry and agriculture, 
with land being cleared to make way for grazing 
animals and growing crops. 

That matters to humanity because rain-
forests are vital for absorbing climate-heating 
emissions, their diverse species, their capacity 
to store water and their potential for new 
medicines. 

The government has agreed the UK must 
stop metaphorically "importing" the problem of 
deforestation. Its move has been welcomed by 
environmentalists, but they raise questions 
whether it will be possible to trace all products. 
They also ask what level the fines will be, and 

how the law will be enforced. 
Ruth Chambers, from the umbrella group 

Greener UK, said “This is really a great step to 
protect rainforests but we don’t know the full 
details yet. 

“The other issue is that this ban only refers 
to illegally deforested land… in some countries 
forest protection is so weak that rainforests are 
being felled legally. What will the government do 
about that?” 

Other green groups said much more was 
needed to halt rainforest loss. 

The government’s decision follows 
recommendations from the independent Global 
Resource Initiative Taskforce, which consulted 
more than 200 businesses and organisations. 

It said the UK should work in partnership 
with other countries and support farmers to 
transition to less damaging forms of farming. 

International Environment Minister, Lord 
Goldsmith, said: “In every conceivable way we 
depend on the natural world around us. 
Protecting rainforests must be a core priority. 

“Our new due diligence law is one piece of 
a much bigger package of measures that we are 
putting in place to tackle deforestation.” 

Sir Ian Cheshire, chairman of the taskforce, 
said: “We are at an extraordinary inflection point.  
Governments are having to invest in recovery 
and have choices about how to invest to build 
back better.  One of the ways we can do this is 
through our supply chains and what we buy. 

“The government recognises the 
responsibility of the UK to ensure we are not 
importing deforestation and contributing to 
further environmental crisis.” 

Supermarkets have played a part in the 
global taskforce.  Tesco chief executive Jason 
Tarry said: “This aligns with Tesco’s goal of zero 
deforestation. We hope this encourages all 
businesses to do the right thing.” 

The government will welcome the positive 
reaction of green groups towards this addition to 
the Environment Bill. 

Ministers have been at loggerheads with 
green campaigners and the Lords over their 
refusal to enshrine in law that imported food 
stuffs should match the standard of foods from 
British farms.

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

Chemical Clues in Leaves can Reveal 
Ash Tree Resistance to Deadly Disease 

 

An article published on www.sciencedaily.com 
 
 

ATURALLY occurring compounds in ash leaves could be linked to susceptibility of 
individual trees to the fungal disease ash dieback (ADB), but selecting trees with lower 
levels of these compounds and breeding for resistance could leave the UK ash tree 

population open to attack from invading insect pests in the future, according to scientists at 
the University of Warwick.

Secoiridoid glycosides are 
naturally occurring compounds 
found in plant leaves.  

Researchers from Warwick's School of Life 
Sciences and Department of Chemistry and the 
School of Biosciences at the University of Exeter 
looked at the abundance and diversity of 
secoiridoid glycosides in the leaves of a panel of 
ash trees known to be resistant and samples 

from trees known to be susceptible to ADB from 
both Denmark and the UK. 

Previous research had identified five 
compounds in the secoiridoid glycoside family 
that were enriched in susceptible Danish trees, 
but results published today in Nature Scientific 
Reports, show UK ash tree leaves produced 27 
different individually identifiable chemicals in the 
group. In the paper entitled Diversity of 

secoiridoid glycosides in leaves of UK and 
Danish ash provide new insight for ash dieback 
management, researchers have identified 
particular secoiridoid glycoside compounds that 
could potentially be used as biomarkers for 
tolerance or susceptibly to ADB. 

Lead author, Dr John Sidda, from the 
School of Life Sciences at Warwick, said: "Ash 
dieback is an enormous problem for the UK, as 

N 

N 



 
 13 

ash makes up 5.5% of British woodlands. It is 
the third most abundant tree species in the UK 
with numbers exceeding 100 million trees. Ash 
dieback could be devastating to the British 
landscape and it is estimated it could cost the 
UK economy up to £15 billion. Currently there is 
no treatment for the disease so it is vital we 
understand all the possible pathways to 
developing resistance. 

"Our work shows that the small molecules in 
leaves could give a pretty reliable indication of a 
tree's resistance as well as new insight into 
possible resistance mechanisms. Work is 
already underway to validate our results on a 
much larger panel of UK trees, and to identify 
other compounds that contribute to ash dieback 
resistance." 

If potential ADB tolerant ash could be 
identified via a rapid test, they could be selected 
for breeding to begin repopulating the UK 
countryside. However, there may be another 
enemy on the horizon. 

The Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) beetle is an 

insect pest of ash which has devastated the ash 
tree population in North America. The pest is 
moving towards Europe and has already been 
identified in Russia and Ukraine. At the current 
rate of spread it will reach central Europe in 15-
20 years. 

Dr Sidda said: "We know that secoiridoid 
glycosides play a number of roles in plants, and 
some of these compounds act as a defence 
mechanism against herbivorous insect pests. In 
selecting trees with lower levels of these 
compounds in order to help protect the ash 
population against ADB, we may run the risk of 
reducing the UK's ash trees' natural defence 
against the EAB. 

"However, our results indicate that there 
may be higher concentrations of secoiridoid 
glycosides in UK ash compared to Danish ash, 
so UK trees might be better protected against 
future herbivore threats such as EAB. There is 
also much more structural diversity of 
secoiridoid glycosides in the UK and Danish 
trees than we first thought. 

"Researching and understanding these 
chemical compounds further will help us plan for 
protecting the UK ash population over the next 
few decades." 

Professor Murray Grant, Elizabeth Creak 
Chair in Food Security at the University of 
Warwick and report co-author said: "These 
results are exciting as they reveal an 
unexpected diversity in this class of chemical 
compounds between ADB susceptible and 
tolerant UK trees, and also between Danish and 
UK ash. These may act as a potential reservoir 
of protective compounds that contribute to tree 
health. 

"Our ongoing research is focussed on better 
understanding the biology of these compounds. 
We are grateful to funding from UKRI that allows 
us to expand this study to identify other chemical 
markers that discriminate tolerant and 
susceptible trees with the goal of developing a 
screen for ADB tolerant ash." 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

Be A Tree Angel 
 
 
 

OLLOWING the success of last year's Be A Tree Angel campaign, forestry minister Lord 
Goldsmith is calling on us all to mark National Tree Week which started on Sunday 29 
November.  Now in its 45th year, the event kicked off winter tree-planting season, the best 

time to commit whips, to the soil.  About 250,000 people take part every year, but Lord 
Goldsmith and Forestry Commission head Sir William Worsley said they hoped that 2020's 
event would be 'bigger than ever'.

They said: “Our passion for the 
future of our woodlands has only 
grown in recent difficult months, as 
many of us have felt sheer delight 
spending time in nature. 

“We are determined to harness that 
enthusiasm now to make the most of the 
multitude of benefits that trees bring.  The Be A 
Tree Angel campaign has been a great success, 
so we hope readers will dust off their spades 
again now.”  

The Daily Mail's campaign, run with the Tree 
Council, raised more than £500,000, with 
contributions from Lord Sugar, Sainsbury's, 
Lloyds Bank and generous Mail readers. 

The pot will fund 5,500 orchards in 5,500 
schools, with the aim of helping children learn 
about the vital contribution trees make to 
fighting climate change and pollution. 

The Mail has also given away thousands of 
holly, willow, oak and birch trees, and donated 
20,000 spruce trees to Forestry Commission 
Scotland. 

Sara Lom, chief executive of the Tree 
Council, said: “The Tree Council is supporting 
the safe planting of 150,000 trees this winter, 
including over 30,000 orchard trees and fruiting 
hedgerows through the incredible support of the 
Daily Mail Be A Tree Angel campaign.” 

Many Broadland Tree Wardens have 
already ordered trees from the Network and 
Broadland District Council’s generous tree 
planting budget.  However, we still have some 
money left in the pot and if we don’t use it by the 

end on February we shall lose it. 
What’s more, if we don’t use it this year that 

amount will be reduced from next year’s budget 
and that’s the last thing we want. 

So come on all of you.  Let’s use every 
penny we have available and turn that money 

into trees that will help make Britain greener.  In 
turn, that will help make Britain (and our planet) 
a better place to live for our descendants. 

For information on how to take part in 
National Tree Week safely, visit 
https://treecouncil.org.uk
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Right Plant, Right Place: Where to Plant 
Trees and Shrubs… and Where not to 

 
 

By Dr Jo Parmenter, Broadland Tree Warden for Reedham 
 
 
 

REE planting is seen as one possible solution to climate change, through carbon 
sequestration; and trees have a number are also beneficial in other ways, helping to 
reduce the urban ‘heat island’ effect, reducing erosion and soil loss, taking up nutrients 

which might otherwise end up in watercourses and supporting a wide range of other animal 
and plant species, thus preserving global biodiversity.  Trees and shrubs also look attractive 
and make a positive contribution to our mental wellbeing. 

In recent years, tree planting on 
a massive scale has been promoted 
by governments and charitable 
bodies across the globe as a means 
of locking up carbon dioxide and 
hence ensuring that global warm-
ing does not reach a tipping point 
and in the UK it has been proposed 
that 1.5 million hectares of 
additional woodland are needed by 
2050 in order for the UK to become 
carbon neutral.   

This can be delivered through tree planting, 
or by allowing or encouraging existing 
woodlands to increase their area through 
natural regeneration.  More information on the 
subject can be found at 
https://treecouncil.org.uk/science-and-
research/natural-regeneration/ and 
https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/media/47692
/emergency-tree-plan.pdf 

While tree planting or allowing natural 
regeneration has many benefits, there is also a 
potential downside, in terms of loss of agri-
culturally productive land, or loss of a habitat of 
a higher ecological or environmental value and 
its replacement with woodland.   

Carbon sequestration is a natural process 
and it is going on all around us.  For example, 
our marshes and bogs, if left undrained, are 
capable of locking up vast amounts of carbon 
dioxide in the form of peat.   

There is a danger that if tree planting takes 
place on the agricultural least productive land 
this might, in some parts of the UK, lead to an 
unintentional adverse impact upon marshes and 
bogs, with a consequent loss of biodiversity and 
specifically, if you were to plant trees on marsh 
or bog-land, you may not gain much in terms of 
carbon sequestration and there could even be a 
reduction in carbon sequestration in that 
location as the natural process of peat formation 
is disrupted.   

So, if we can’t plant trees on our arable land 
and we can’t plant them on our marshes and 
bogs, where should we plant them?  How about 
agriculturally unproductive grassland?   

It sounds like an ideal solution to the 
problem, until you realise that those grasslands 
are often agriculturally unproductive because 
they are on ‘poor’ soils: on chalky or sandy, or 
heavy clay soils.  Some of these grasslands 
have never been subject to agricultural improve-
ments and can support a rich and diverse flora, 

with uncommon plant species and associated 
invertebrate and fungal interest such as 
waxcaps.  

 In some cases, the flora may not even be 
particularly diverse; for example infertile acid 
sands often do not support a very wide range of 
plant species and certainly nowhere near as 
many plant species per square metre as, say, 
chalk downland; but the species these sites do 
support can include some very rare plants.   

Finding sites to plant the trees we need is 
therefore more difficult than it might first appear.  
It is possible to set some basic ground rules 
though: 

1. Don’t plant on agriculturally productive 
land (Grade 1 or 2).  To find out where this 
is see 
https://magic.defra.gov.uk/MagicMap.asp
x and then select ‘Landscape’, 
‘Landscape Classifications’ then 
‘Agricultural Land Classification - 
Provisional (England)’ 

2. Don’t plant on County Wildlife Sites, 
Roadside Nature Reserves or sites of 
archaeological importance (to find out 
where these are, see 
http://www.nbis.org.uk/sites/default/files/d
ocuments/Designated_WildlifeSites_202
0_600dpi_plusDistboundary.pdf and 
http://www.heritage.norfolk.gov.uk/map-
search 

3. Don’t plant on marsh or bog  
4. Don’t plant on other rare habitats, such as 

heathland, acid grassland, old hay 
meadows or chalk downland (refer to 
https://magic.defra.gov.uk/MagicMap.asp
x then select ‘Habitats and Species’ then 
‘Habitats’) 

5. Don’t plant on sites which support rare 
plant or animal species 

The Botanical Society of Britain and Ireland 
is developing a science-based approach which 
uses our knowledge of the UK flora to identify 
areas of important habitat which are either 
unsuited for tree planting or where further 
survey is needed before a location might be 
deemed suitable and this guidance will be made 
more widely available to decision making bodies 
such as Natural England and local authorities 
next year.  

In the shorter term though there are things 
you can check for yourself; for example, when 
you look at the area of grassland you have 
potentially identified for tree planting, does it 
look as though it might support a broad range of 
plant species?    

Here in Norfolk, lower quality grasslands will 

fall into one of two camps: coarse, rough, 
tussocky grassland; or close-mown amenity 
grassland. If you can count fewer than 5 
different broad-leaved plant species in an area 
measuring 1m x 1m in either of these types of 
grassland, then it is likely that the grassland is 
of lower botanical value and hence more suited 
to tree planting.   

You can also look for negative indicator 
species: if there are nettles, hemlock, 
alexanders, or broad-leaved dock present, then 
you can be reasonably confident that the area of 
grassland you are looking at is not going to 
support rare or scarce plant species. 

So far, this has all sounded rather negative, 
but there are also choices you can make where, 
if you plant trees and shrubs in the ‘right’ place, 
you can make a positive contribution to 
biodiversity as well as helping to reduce the 
speed of global warming.   

Planting trees and shrubs so as to reinstate 
areas of former woodland, or link up two small 
woodlands, or create woodland ‘stepping 
stones’ or to extend an existing larger woodland, 
particularly if in doing so you can buffer it 
against, for example, crop spray-drift will deliver 
biodiversity benefits over and above carbon 
sequestration.   

Be careful, though, to ensure you are not 
planting your trees and shrubs on species rich 
grassland, and try to avoid planting on the south, 
southeast, or southwest side of a wood, as the 
sunny margin is usually where the most diverse 
woodland ground flora can be found.   

Be careful too, to ensure that you are not 
inadvertently introducing alien tree and shrub 
species into the wood, or tree diseases.  Using 
native tree and shrub species sourced from a 
reputable nursery will help to guard against this.  

Finally, remember that our Broadland Tree 
Wardens’ group has a wealth of in-house 
expertise: we have botanists, ecologists, 
conservationists, historians and land-managers, 
and we have members who have been Tree 
Wardens for a considerable period of time and 
for whom most of the above is second-nature.   

If you have any doubts, then ask John 
Fleetwood for guidance and if he is unable to 
help then he will be able to direct you to 
somebody who can. 

 
Editor’s comment. 

How lucky we are to have someone with 
Jo’s knowledge within our ranks.  An excellent, 
much-needed article Jo.  Thank you very much 
indeed.

 

T 



 
 15 

Dr Jo Parmenter (Broadland Tree Warden 
for Reedham) Makes the National Press 

 
 

Surprise discovery of rare plant at Norfolk 'ghost pond' 

 
 
 

 WAS delighted to see that that our own Dr Jo Parmenter made the national press following 
the surprise discovery of rare plant at a Norfolk 'ghost pond'.  Reporting on the BBC News 
website Helen Briggs, BBC Environment correspondent, wrote that a rare plant has 

reappeared after more than a century in hiding. 

The pinkish-flowered plant, 
known as grass-poly, was found 
growing on the banks of an old 
farmland pond in Norfolk. 

The mystery species "came back from the 
dead" after seeds submerged in the mud were 
disturbed during work to restore the pond and 
scientists say conservation efforts could lead to 
the return of other long-forgotten botanical 
gems. 

Carl Sayer, a professor at University 
College London (UCL), stumbled on the plant 
when he went to survey the pond at Heydon 
shortly after the first national lockdown ended.   

Having never seen anything like it before, he 
quickly snapped a picture, which he sent to local 
botanist Dr Jo Parmenter.  She identified it as 
grass-poly, one of the rarest plants in the UK. 

"It's really quite beautiful," says Prof Sayer. 
"We only found a handful of these plants in the 
pond but we're hoping to cultivate this 
population and keep it going and expand it now 
we know it's there." 

Dr Jo Parmenter was thrilled to see the 
photo of the plant. "I never ever expected to see 
it in Norfolk; it was quite extraordinary," she 
says. "I saw a photo and straight away I thought, 
I know what you are." 

The last confirmed record for grass-poly 
(Lythrum hyssopifolia) in Norfolk dates to more 
than a century ago.  Elsewhere in the UK, the 
plant is found in a few isolated populations 
growing around lakes and on muddy open 
ground. 

At Heydon, the seeds of the plant remained 
buried in the mud, like a "time capsule". When 
willows were pulled out to restore the pond, this 
disturbed the soil and let in light, allowing the 
seeds to germinate. 

"There's no oxygen, it's very dark, and it's 
perfect for preserving seeds," says Prof Sayer, 
who is part of UCL's Pond Restoration Research 
Group. 

The discovery shows plants believed extinct 
can be brought "back to life" with good 
conservation, he added. 

The picture at the foot of this page shows 
the carefully restored pond.   

Centuries ago, there were thousands of 
ponds in Norfolk, but many have been 
neglected, becoming what are known as "ghost 
ponds". 

There may be other populations of the plant 
in Norfolk that have so far been overlooked, 
says UCL researcher Helen Greaves. 

"Could further pond restorations bring back 
more plants?" she asks. "Either way, finding this 
elegant little plant may provide an important and 
unexpected new focus for our Norfolk Ponds 
Project." 

Dr Parmenter says this has been an 
"amazing" year for plants, with many unusual 
discoveries.  She puts that down partly to the 
pandemic, with more people going out on local 
walks. 

"I think it's taught us to appreciate the things 
local to us, as well as the glamorous and exotic," 
she says. 
 I fear that we all too often take Jo 
Parmenter’s amazing knowledge for granted.  
Those of us who have been privileged enough 
to accompany Jo on one of the Tree Warden 
visits we used to have, or at any other time come 
to that, will know only too well just how extensive 
her knowledge is. 

Of course, you can also learn that from the 
regular column she kindly writes for Broadsheet. 

So congratulations Jo and we all look 
forward to learning more about this important 
discovery in the not too distant future. 
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Lifelines: Why we Must Learn from, 
and Protect, our Ancient Trees 

 
 

An article by Vicky Allan published on www.heraldscotland.com 
 
 
 

E humans are, on average, a mere eighty rings in the life of a tree. The tree that was 
there when you came into this world will be there when you’re gone, if all goes well for 
that tree. Its rings will keep on coming, cycles of growth edging outwards. This growth 

puts us in our place, makes us feel small, in a way that is often welcome.  

Trees not only outlive us as 
individuals, but they’ve been here 
far longer as species (an extra-
ordinary 370 million years to our 
ancestors’ six million) and most 
likely will stick around much longer 
after our collective demise. 

Time was very often mentioned when I inter-
viewed people for my recent book. For The Love 
Of Trees. When we look at trees, we see organ-
isms that tick to a different clock. What’s fast for 
a tree is slow for a human being. As my friend, 
Karen, observed, “Trees are like community 
elders. They’ve been here longer. If you feel like 
quite a frenetic person, there’s this sense that 
there’s something to look at as an emblem of 
security or stability that is always growing at a 
pace different from human life.” 

We pine for that slowness. In these busy 
times, we crave the pause that trees show to us 
that they invite us into. I often think of a line from 
the Carol Ann Duffy poem, Forest: "The forest 
keeps different time; slow hours as long as your 
life, so you feel human." 

People also talk of trees as living witnesses. 
Chris Packham, for instance, said of his favour-
ite beech, “This is something that is potentially 
650 years old and I will be sat beneath it for just 
a fraction of its extraordinary life. I think, if trees 
could talk, what would it tell me about all of the 
love, the hate, the kisses, the tears, the passion, 
that it’s witnessed beneath it?" 

The very oldest of trees possess gravity, 
and a kind of magical improbability too. A tree 
hollowed out inside, half dead, half alive, can 
appear as an arboreal miracle. We can feel 
ephemeral compared to such trees. 

Yet these oldest of trees, the ones that we 
so often say that we prize, have not been 
protected and are frequently still under threat. 
Only 2.4% of the UK is covered by ancient 
woodland. Figures released by the Woodland 
Trust in early 2020 showed that they were aware 
of 1,064 ancient woodlands that were at risk of 
damage or destruction – the highest number 
since the Trust started compiling the data in 
1999. Such woodlands are important not just for 
the trees themselves, but because they support 
an enormous biodiversity. 

Wildlife cameraman Hamza Yassin, who 
has been filming a white-tailed eagle nest in the 
Ardnamurchan peninsula, described to me how 
important he felt older forest was. "These big, 
old trees that are able to house golden eagles 
and whitetail eagles take a long time to grow," 
he said. "A tree like the one they’ve nested in is 
between 150 and 200 years old. You can’t just 
plant one of them today." 

Among the people who told me most about 
what our oldest trees reveal about our pasts, 
and how we should approach trees now, was Dr 
Coralie Mills. In an Edinburgh beachside café, 
she handed me a sliver of wood. This, she told 
me, didn’t come straight from a tree, but was a 
piece of timber taken from the roof of St Giles 
Kirk. According to her dating, the tree it came 
from was felled around 560 years ago and was 
brought from one of the last remaining extensive 
medieval reserves of old growth oak in 
Scotland, the Royal Forest of Darnaway, in 
Morayshire. The rings of this oak take us back 
through a further three hundred years of history. 
It’s like a snapshot from the past, which in turn 
tells of some other deeper past. 

Mills is a dendrochronologist: she studies 
the growth rings in trees. She takes such pieces 
of wood and makes them read like history 
books. “You can,” she said, “find out so much. 
It’s remarkable. It can give you the date to a 
year. Radiocarbon dating can’t do that. 
Dendrochronology can tell you not only what 
country a tree came from, but which region. It’s 
magical. That’s why I love what I do.” When Mills 
studies tree rings she is not simply uncovering 
the age of the trees themselves, but discovering 
a story about our landscape and how we’ve 
managed our woodlands, or, as she puts it, “how 
we have and haven’t looked after them”. 

She recalled that when she first started to 
work in Scotland she was keen to find “reserves 
of very old tree rings”, essentially historic woods, 

preferably old oak woods, but she found these 
were disappointingly few and far between. “I’ve 
looked at a lot of what I call historic woods 
across Scotland and to find anything that 
predates the 18th century is pretty hard. A lot of 
our historic woods come from the late 18th to 
19th century, when there was suddenly an 
increased demand for home-produced timber 
because of the Napoleonic Wars, which cut off 
many of the foreign sources of materials.” 

There is, however, such a reserve at 
Dalkeith Country Park, where, according to 
studies of a number of deadwood samples, 
there are oaks that date back to the 16th 
century. Taking samples from these dead oaks 
involved obtaining permission from Scottish 
Natural Heritage because the park is a Site of 
Special Scientific Interest conservation area 
owing to the presence of some very rare beetles 
living in the dead wood. 

This highlighted to Mills something about 
the way we value trees. “It seemed odd to me,” 
she said, “that the reason that the oak wood is 
protected, designated SSSI, is because of the 
beetles and not because of the trees.  They’re 
only indirectly protected because they are the 
host and habitat for the beetle. There is no 
universal protection for ancient woodlands and I 
think we humans need to wake up to that and 
look after what we’ve got left.” Woodland cover 
in the UK has improved since its lowest ebb just 
before the First World War, and now stands at 
13% and increasing. 
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"But,” as Mills pointed out, “the vast majority 
of the cover is modern plantations. The 
message I would love to get out there is that we 
really have to look after and expand more the 
tiny fraction of ancient woodland we have. 
They’re so precious for both their natural and 
cultural heritage.” 

Mills has interests that range beyond 
historic oaks and their almost aristocratic rings. 
Her biggest passion is for “working trees”, her 
favourite being an old pollarded ash, which can 
be found in a stand of such trees by a Scottish 
loch. 

“I did some tree ring work on those ash trees 
and we found that the oldest one probably went 
back to the 17th century. To find an ash tree with 
such a long lifespan is really something and it’s 
a massive tree. Huge. It’s got this beautiful 
pollard structure.” The ash had been managed, 

she says, probably to provide a mixture of 
firewood and poles for fencing, as well as leafy 
fodder for livestock over winter. 

Such evidence of how ordinary people were 
involved in woodland, is, she says, hard to find 
in Scotland, “because of the way land ownership 
has been.  The laird owned most of the valuable 
trees and the ordinary folk had very limited 
access to wood”. 

The age of these very old trees do, she 
added, make her aware of the briefness of our 
human lives. “It really does emphasise what 
short-lived creatures we humans are and also it 
makes me very respectful of those foresters in 
the past who had a view to the future beyond 
their own lifetime. They’re the ones who did us 
the greatest service because we’re still 
benefiting from the way they planted and 
managed woods. You often don’t know who 

those nameless foresters were. The creation of 
woods often gets attributed to the landowner 
and not to the person or people who put the 
acorns or the saplings in the ground, or did the 
coppicing. They’ll be nameless.” 

When we feel such gratitude, we can also 
find ourselves contemplating our own legacies, 
asking, "Are we doing enough? Are we reforest-
ing sufficiently, rewilding enough, protecting our 
threatened ancient trees?" The kind of 
questions inspired For The Love Of Trees. 
They're what I find myself thinking in the 
presence of both old and young trees. Will our 
grandchildren stand under trees like this? Will 
they want to thank us? 

 
For The Love Of Trees by Vicky Allan and 

Anna Deacon is published by Black and White 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 

Fears for Future of Trees on the Hills 
 
 

An article published on www.wellington-today.co.uk 
 
 
 

 CHERISHED corner of Somerset’s natural landscape could be decimated by dying trees 
in the years ahead.  Sedgemoor District Council has raised concerns about the rate of 
ash dieback on the Quantock Hills Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).  One 

councillor reported that the disease was affecting more than half the ash trees at the southern 
end of the hills, describing it as ‘a very sad and worrying sight’. 

The AONB is taking action to 
protect its existing trees and plant-
ing new species to prevent the 
entire hills from being effectively 
deforested in the decades to come. 

Ash dieback, also known as chalara, is a 
‘highly destructive’ disease affecting ash trees. 
It’s caused by the fungus Hyhmenoscyphus 
fraxineus, which originated in Asia.  The fungus 
kills between 90 and 98% of all trees it infects, 
and there is no treatment for it. 

Symptoms of the disease include leaves 
wilting in the summer months and the trunk and 
branches turning black. 

Ash are a very important species, with their 
canopies allowing light to reach the woodland 
floor to encourage ground-based plants, and 
they provide a habitat for nearly 1,000 species 
of animal and plant life. 

As well as improving air quality, ash trees 
can be turned into ‘strong, durable, flexible and 
attractive’ timber when they are cut down with 
ash commonly being used to make door 
handles, furniture, flooring and sporting goods. 

In short, losing Somerset’s ash trees would 
be a devastating loss for the economy and the 
natural environment. 

The Quantock Hills were the first ever site in 
England to be designated as an area of 
outstanding natural beauty (AONB), receiving 
that honour in 1956.  This legal designation 
protects the area from large-scale, out-of-
character development, whether in the form of 
housing, industrial units or roadbuilding. 

The entire AONB has a large number of ash 

trees but these are particularly prominent at the 
southern end of the hills near the villages of 
Broomfield and Cothelstone. 

Iain Porter, the AONB’s development 
officer, said: “[Ash trees were] the woodland 
typical of the largest landscape type of the whole 
of the AONB area, the rolling farmland and 
settled combes.  The wooded valley sides 
throughout this landscape are predominantly 
ash, and the landscape impact of chalara ash 
dieback will be significant.” 

The Quantock Hills straddle the 
neighbouring local government districts of 
Somerset West and Taunton and Sedgemoor.  
Cllr Mike Caswell, Sedgemoor’s portfolio holder 
for infrastructure and transport, raised the issue 
at a virtual full council meeting. 

Mr Caswell, who represents the Quantocks 
ward, said in his written report: “I have to report 
that ash dieback is hitting the Quantock Hills 
quite badly, especially around the Broomfield 
and Cothelstone areas. 

“A recent storm did quite a bit of damage to 
some mature diseased trees.  We are looking at 
something like a 60% infection in about two 
years. It is a very sad and worrying sight.” 

Mr Porter said the first instance of ash 
dieback in the Quantocks was detected in a 
recently-planted woodland back in 2013, with 
the source being traced back to ‘infected 
nursery stock’. 

Further cases were detected in 2015 on the 
western side of the hills, and by 2019 there had 
been a ‘marked increase’ in the prevalence of 
the disease across the whole AONB.  By early-
2020, the situation had ‘worsened considerably’, 

with up to 70% of trees on Cothelstone Hill being 
affected. 

Mr Porter said the AONB had been felling 
trees at Cothelstone Hill and Broomfield 
Common for ‘safety reasons’ in light of this high 
rate of infection. 

While no cure exists for the disease, there 
is evidence that some older ash trees can build 
up enough resistance to tolerate the fungus. 

These trees can then be ‘bred’ it is hoped to 
ensure fungus-resistant ash trees can remain in 
Somerset in the decades to come. 

In the short-term, members of the public can 
report cases of ash dieback to the 
Government’s Forest Research team at 
www.forestresearch.gov.uk/tools-and-
resources/tree-alert 

The AONB is actively engaged in 
‘underplanting’ – the practice of creating small 
open spaces within existing woods and planting 
a mixture of other native tree species in a 
relatively high density. 

Mr Porter said: “This is to increase the 
resilience of that woodland in the event of 
significant ash tree death. 

“Where the AONB service does not have a 
management interest, we are keen to support 
landowners and farmers to be able to manage 
the impacts of ash dieback. 

“This will complement the existing support 
supplied by the Forestry Commission through 
their woodland advisers.  We can provide sign-
posting to existing support and where possible 
sourcing grant aid for farmers to underplant 
where appropriate.” 
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Scientists Unravel how and 
why Amazon Trees Die 

 

An article published on www.birmingham.ac.uk 
 
 

THE capacity of the Amazon forest to store carbon in a changing climate will ultimately be 
determined by how fast trees die and what kills them. Now, a huge new study has unravelled 
what factors control tree mortality rates in Amazon forests and helps to explain why tree 
mortality is increasing across the Amazon basin. 

This large analysis found that 
the mean growth rate of the tree 
species is the main risk factor 
behind Amazon tree death, with 
faster-growing trees dying off at a 
younger age.  

These findings have important conse-
quences for our understanding of the future of 
these forests. Climate change tends to select 
fast-growing species. If the forests selected by 
climate change are more likely die younger, they 
will also store less carbon. 

The study, co-led by the Universities of 
Leeds and Birmingham in collaboration with 
more than 100 scientists, is the first large scale 
analysis of the causes of tree death in the 
Amazon and uses long-term records gathered 
by the international RAINFOR network, the 
long-term, international collaboration to under-
stand the dynamics of Amazon ecosystems.. 

The results, published in Nature 
Communications, show that species-level 
growth rates are a key risk factor for tree 

mortality. 
“Understanding the main drivers of tree 

death allows us to better predict and plan for 
future trends, but this is a huge undertaking as 
there are more than 15,000 different tree 
species in the Amazon,” said lead author Dr 
Adriane Esquivel-Muelbert, of the Birmingham 
Institute for Forest Research. 

Dr David Galbraith, from the University of 
Leeds added “We found a strong tendency for 
faster-growing species to die more, meaning 
they have shorter life spans. While climate 
change has provided favourable conditions for 
these species, because they also die more 
quickly the carbon sequestration service 
provided by Amazon trees is declining.” 

Tree mortality is a rare event so to truly 
understand it requires huge amounts of data. 
The RAINFOR network has assembled more 
than 30 years of contributions from more than 
100 scientists. It includes records from 189 one-
hectare plots, each visited and monitored on 
average every 3 years. Each visit, researchers 
measure all trees above 10cm in diameter as 
well as the condition of every tree. 

In total more than 124,000 living trees were 
followed, and 18,000 tree deaths recorded and 
analysed. When trees die, the researcher 
follows a fixed protocol to unravel the actual 
cause of death. “This involves detailed, forensic 
work and amounts to a massive ‘CSI Amazon’ 
effort conducted by skilled investigators from a 
dozen nations”, noted Prof. Oliver Phillips, from 
the University of Leeds. 

Dr Beatriz Marimon, from UNEMAT, who 
coordinates multiple plots in central Brazil 
added: “Now that we can see more clearly what 
is going on across the whole forest, there are 
clear opportunities for action. We find that 
drought is also driving tree death, but so far only 
in the South of the Amazon. What is happening 
here should serve as an early warning system 
as we need to prevent the same fate overtaking 
trees elsewhere.” 

The research was funded by the Natural 
Environment Research Council and included 
contributions from 10 UK universities as well as 
scientists from across South America in Bolivia, 
Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, French Guiana, 
Guyana, Peru and Venezuela. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 

One of Australia's Most Iconic Trees 
Could Poison you - it Drips Cyanide 

 

By Eliza Mcphee for Daily Mail Australia 
 
 

USTRALIANS have been warned to take care when coming into contact with the beloved 
silky oak tree as experts reveal the plant is extremely poisonous.  The trees can grow up 
to 30 metres high and are often found along the coasts of northern New South Wales and 

southern Queensland, but Gregory Moore, a doctor of botany at the University of Melbourne, 
has warned the flowers found on the end of the branches can contain the highly toxic chemical 
cyanide. 

The silky oak is part of the Grevillea plant 
genus which contains around 360 different 
species. 

Mr Moore said that while most grevilleas 
had flowers that oozed nectar, Australians 
should be warned which ones to stay away from. 

“Grevilleas literally drip nectar, much to the 
delight of native birds and bees,” he wrote in a 
piece for The Conversation.  

“But you have to know which species to 

taste as some, including the silky oak, contain 
hydrogen cyanide that could make you ill. 

“Like other Grevilleas, the silky oak also 
contains tridecyl resorcinol, which causes an 
allergic reaction leading to contact dermatitis. 
The chemical is similar to the toxicodendron in 
poison ivy.” 

Mr Moore said that Indigenous Australians 
once enjoyed nectar straight from the flowers of 
grevilleas or would mix it with water to drink. 

The expert said anybody who spends time 
working with silky oaks should be sure to wear 
gloves, eyewear, a face mask and long sleeves.  
Washing hands regularly and showering after is 
also recommended.  

Cyanide is a potentially deadly chemical 
that prevents the cells in the body from using 
oxygen, having severe impacts on the brain and 
heart. 
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Can Sending Fewer Emails 
Really Save the Planet? 

 
 

By David Molloy, BBC technology reporter 
 
 

ARE you the type of person who always says thank you? Well, if it's by email, you should stop, 
according to UK officials looking at ways to save the environment.  The Financial Times reports 
that we may all soon be encouraged to send one fewer email a day, cutting out "useless" one-
line messages - such as "thanks".  Doing so "would save a lot of carbon", one official involved 
in next year's COP26 climate summit in Glasgow said, but would it really make a huge 
difference? 

Most people tend to think of the 
internet as a cloud that exists 
outside their computing hardware, 
but the reality is when you send an 
email - or anything else - it goes 
along a chain of energy-burning 
electronics. 

Your wi-fi router sends the signal along 
wires to the local exchange - the green box on 
the street corner - and from there to a telecoms 
company, and from there to huge data centres 
operated by the tech giants. Each of those runs 
on electricity, and it all adds up. 

However, a single email's effect on such 
massive infrastructure is tiny. 

The Financial Times report says the officials 
promoting this idea referred to a press release 
from renewable electricity firm Ovo Energy from 
one year ago.  It claimed that if every British 
person sent one fewer thank you email a day, it 
would save 16,433 tonnes of carbon a year, 
equivalent to tens of thousands of flights to 
Europe. 

The problem, however, is that even if the 
sums involved roughly worked out, it would still 
be a splash in the pond. 

The UK's annual greenhouse gas emissions 
were 435.2 million tonnes in 2019 - so the 
amount in question here is about 0.0037% of the 
national picture - and that's if every single British 
person reduced their email output. 

Mike Berners-Lee, a respected professor on 
the topic whose research was used in the Ovo 
Energy work, told the Financial Times it was 
based on "back-of-the-envelope" maths from 
2010 - and while useful to start conversations, 
there were bigger questions. 

On top of that, the estimate of how much 
carbon an email generates "takes into account 
absolutely everything involved", according to 
Chris Preist, professor of sustainability and 
computer systems at the University of Bristol.  It 
tries to include the energy used by servers, your 
home wi-fi, your laptop - even a very small share 
of the carbon emitted to construct the data 
centre buildings. 

"The reality is that a lot of the system will still 
have impact, whether or not the email is sent," 
Prof Preist explains.  "Your laptop will still be on, 
your wi-fi will still be on, your home internet 

connection will still be on, the wider network will 
still use roughly the same amount of energy 
even with a reduction in volume. 

"There will be a small saving in the data 
centre hosting the email, particularly if it allows 
them to use a few less servers, but the carbon 
saved will be far less than 1g per email." 

Rather than worrying about relatively low-
impact emails, some researchers suggest we 
should turn our attention to services such as 
game and video-streaming and cloud storage 
which have a much larger effect, but the topic is 
immensely complicated, and there is a debate 
about how estimates should be calculated - and 
who should be responsible for it. 

Big tech firms such as Google, for example, 
are already proudly carbon-neutral: they pay 
subsidies for environmental projects to offset 
the carbon they burn providing your emails - and 
other services like YouTube. 

"What really makes a difference is buying 
less kit, and keeping it for longer," Prof Preist 
explains. "But even this is small fry compared 
with your travel, heating your home, and what 
you eat." 

He said consumers should focus their "eco-
guilt" on things that make a difference - and not 
sweat the small stuff. 

"That is the job of the companies providing 
the services, who should be designing their 
systems to deliver services in as energy and 
resource efficient way as possible." 

His advice on email etiquette and thank you 
messages?  "Send an email if you feel that the 
other person will value it, and don't if they won't," 
he said. "The biggest 'waste' both from an 
environmental and personal point of view will be 
the use of time by both of you." 
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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 3 (1305) Land at Wood Green, Salhouse 09/03/2020 1 x Leyland cypress Provisional 

2020 No 4 (1306) Land rear of 48 Spixworth Road, Old Catton 29/04/2020 

T1 oak,                                     
T2 deodar cedar                            
T3 copper beech                      
T4 yew 

Provisional 

2020 No 5 (1307) 66 Charles Close, Wroxham 26/05/2020 1 x Atlas cedar Confirmed 23/11/2020 

2020 No 6 (1308) 19 Millgate, Aylsham 17/08/2020 2 x Scots pine Provisional 

2020 No 7 (1309) 
Lime Tree House, 16b Harvey Lane, Thorpe 
St Andrew. 

28/09/2020 All trees of whatever species. Provisional 

2020 No 8 (1310) Land south of Heydon Road, Aylsham. 08/10/2020 2 x oak Provisional 

2020 No 9 (1311) 
Former Royal Norwich Golf Club, Drayton 
High Road, Hellesdon 

16/10/2020 All trees of whatever species  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 

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

20191982 Bircham Centre, Market Place, Reepham 211 T1 and T2 holly – fell. 31/12/2019 

20201500 2 Millers Way, Horsford TPO 

Oak on property of 2 Millers Way, driveway bordering Millers 
Way, front east side of property. Sketch plan tree marked as 
TPO Works required, (trim back branches overhanging property 
and road side). Crown lift or raise. Crown reduction. Crown thin. 

05/08/2020 

20201513 
Swallow House, Buckenham Road 
Lingwood and Burlingham 

TPO 

T1 ash – fell.                                                                                     
T2 copper beech - spread 20m & height 15m - reduce lower 50% 
of crown by 2m and upper 50% by 1.5m and crown thin by 10%. 
T3 & T4 lime - spread 12m & height 12m - reduce crown by 2m. 
T5 sycamore - spread 10m and height 12m - pollard to 7m.      
T6 lime - reduce by 1.5m. Current spread 10m and height 12m. 

Approved 

20201532 4 Manor Close, Buxton With Lamas TPO 
T1 silver birch - current height 20m reduce to 15m, current width 
12m reduce to 8m. 

Approved 

20201539 
Land to rear of 22 Astley Road, Little 
Plumstead 

TPO 
T1 oak - no reduction in height of 22m but reduce east side of 
crown back from 8m to 3m by removing 5m. 

Approved 

20201558 
Charles House, Beech Avenue, 
Taverham 

TPO 

T16 purple leaved Acer - a street lamp is in the middle of the tree 
canopy and the branches have previously broken the lamp. I 
would like to cut away the small branches around the lamp just 
enough to prevent this happening again. The parish council have 
warned me of this problem in the past.                                      
T14 oak - reduce width of canopy by 1.2m as the required 
clearance from the house 

Withdrawn 

20201566 2 Sylvan Way, Taverham TPO 
T1 sycamore - crown lift to 4.5m over 3a Orchard Bank. Reduce 
lower long laterals growing towards 3a Orchard Bank to create 
3m clearance. 

Approved 

20201583 62 Howell Road, Drayton TPO T1 Scots pine and T2 oak - dead, fell Approved 

20201602 20 Barnby Road, Badersfield TPO 
T24 oak - reduce overhang towards house by up to 4m, back to 
suitable growth points. 

Approved 
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20201651 Oakdene, 21 Station Road, Salhouse TPO 

T1 lime - reduce extremity on western portion of the crown by 2m 
and remove major deadwood. Current height 20m.                         
T2 beech - crown lift to 5m and reduce crown by 1.5m. Current 
height 20m.                                                                                         
T3 lime crown lift to 4m.                                                                  
T4 oak - remove major deadwood and crown lift over road to 
5.5m.                                                                                             
T5 oak reduce eastern portion over road by 2m,                           
T6 sycamore – fell. Causing conflict with oak.                                  
G6 horse chestnut and beech - crown lift to 5m. 

Approved 

20201654 
Avenue Edge, 143 Norwich Road,  
Wroxham 

TPO 
Silver birch- reduce height of main stem to height of secondary 
canopy to reduce risk of breakout. (See picture added). 

Approved 

20201657 1 The Waterside, Hellesdon TPO 
T351 walnut - raise crown over lawn allowing 2m clearance.  
T383 beech - raise crown over road allowing 5.2m clearance. 

Approved 

20201661 9 Manor Close, Buxton With Lamas TPO 

T1 oak - full reduction by 4.5m in height and reduce any lower 
branches to maintain shape. Tree is tall and is excessively 
shading garden at 9 Manor close.                                                  
T2 beech - reduction of lateral limbs by 3m and reduce very top 
branches by 4m to match crown. Lateral limbs stretch across the 
garden and over a greenhouse in adjacent property. Tree has 
very one-sided growth due to competition for light.  This 
reduction should help balance the tree 

03/09/2020 

20201667 
The Laurels, 222 Fakenham Road, 
Taverham 

TPO 

T1 - 3.6m lateral reduction (hanging over Fakenham Road), 
5.5m crown lift over road and crown lift over neighbours’ drive. 
T2 - reduce branch off phone line.                                              
T3 - reduce lateral over garage by up to 2.4m. 

Approved 

20201668 300 St Faiths Road, Old Catton TPO 

T1 leylandii - crown lift over training building roof by 2m.                  
T2 beech - reduce by 3m max on east and west tapering-in to 
the top of the tree.                                                                        
T3 & T4 ash - remove.                                                                   
T5 ash - remove canopy to leave trunk.                                       
Group of 3 sycamores – remove. 

Approved 

20201681 
Pheasant House, 1 Pheasant Walk, 
South Walsham 

TPO 

G1 group of Scots pine forming a plantation - silviculturally thin to 
remove dead and diseased, weak and crowded trees to benefit 
remaining trees and allow them to develop. Total volume of 
timber to be removed approx 3.2 m3.                                                                                        
Ash within woodland- raise crown to 3m.                                      
Beech - deadwood and cut back to give clearance to driveway 
so 2.5m radius on driveway side only. 

Split decision 

20201690 179 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 

T1 monkey puzzle tree – remove.                                                
T2 sycamore - remove side branches overhanging and laying on 
neighbouring bungalow roof.                                                           
T3 sycamore – remove. 

Approved 

20201691 94 Fakenham Road, Drayton TPO 

G1 mixed spp - crown lift to 5.5m on west in order to provide 
clearance over planned access driveway for new development.             
G2 mixed spp - reduce eastern portion of trees in order to 
provide clearance from new properties and gardens. 

Approved 

20201699 188 Thunder Lane, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 

Horse chestnut - trim back branches overhanging Thunder Lane 
(outside front of 190 Thunder Lane) by approx 3m to edge of 
footpath adjoining road. Current length to trunk approx. 8.5m 
Trim branches closest to house at 190 Thunder Lane by approx 
2.5m. Trim back 2m to trunk of lower branches overhanging front 
raised garden at 190 Thunder Lane. 

Approved 

20201706 25 Orchard Bank, Drayton TPO Oak - crown raise to approx 5.5m to suitable growing points. Approved 

20201707 3 Oakfield Road, Aylsham 211 
T1 silver birch – fell.                                                                      
T2 & T3 silver birch - reduce height by 3m from 7-8m to 4-5m.  
T4 Eucalyptus - reduce height by 3-4m from 7-8m to 4m. 

Approved 

20201715 6 Plumstead Road,  Thorpe End ? 
T1 cedar - reduce laterals by 1.5m and crown thin by 10%.                                                                                            
G2 and G3 leylandii – remove. 

Approved 
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20201717 12 Bircham Road, Reepham 211 

T1 black cherry Prunus nigra located in corner of front garden 
adjacent to pavement - proposed crown reduction, We would like 
to keep tree but cut it back to a safe overall size (height and 
width) to create a more balanced shape that is suitable to its 
location and still looks attractive. The branches have become 
tall, wide and straggly. After heavy rain the branches are low 
because of how saturated they are. Earlier in the year one small 
branch a third of the way up snapped and fell, though still 
attached to tree. We would therefore like to reduce the crown in 
order to improve safety.                                                              
T2 cherry located in rear corner of back garden, adjacent to rear 
fence - proposed removal as close to ground as possible. We 
propose to replace it with a large shrub. The cherry tree has 
become very big for the size of the garden, overhangs the 
neighbours greenhouse, has roots that are getting close to our 
shed and big raised roots by fence and coming up through ??? 

Approved 

20201723 18 Seton Road, Taverham TPO 

T17 oak - trunk leaning over boundary (there are plans in place 
to build a road) risk that this may destroy new boundary fence 
and risk to road - propose to coppice.                                        
T21 chestnut - this has died and is now leaning towards 
boundary fence to be removed if deemed a risk.                           
T1 oak – split in trunk is weighted with branches and tree 
surgeon has suggested removal of some of these limbs and 
deadwooding to preserve tree.                                                   
T25 oak - leaning limb, recommended to coppice to enable new 
re-growth of the tree.                                                                 
T19 oak deadwooding required and recommended by tree 
surgeon to remove lower branches to promote growth.              
T23 & T27 laurel - some coppicing to promote re-growth and 
reduce excessive shading in some areas.                                   
General woodland to be assessed for thinning of saplings, 
including holly. 

Split decision 

20201726 32 Bircham Road, Reepham TPO 

T1 - reduce 3 lateral limbs by 3m and secondary leader by 
approx 2-3m.                                                                                      
T3 - reduce canopy by 2-3m.                                                      
T2 - reduce loading by approx 2m, to leave the limbs 6-8m. 

Approved 

20201737 
Harrier Barn,Hall Farm Close, 
Halvergate 

211 

Ash - approx 9-10 m high, raise over driveway by re-shaping by 
approx 1.5 m.                                                                                    
3x field maples - approx 5-6 m. raise over driveway by re-
shaping by approximately 1.5 m. 

Approved 

20201743 The Furs, The Havaker, Reedham TPO 

T1 holm oak - has had branch split out. I believe my customers 
contacted your office by e-mail at the time. There is potential for 
more limbs to break out in the future and the customer would like 
to brace the tree to prolong its life and stability. I don't believe the 
tree would benefit from a reduction and believe this is the best 
option, with your backing 

Approved 

20201744 
Chapter Ii, Hemblington Road, 
Strumpshaw 

TPO 

T1 ash – re-pollard to pervious point around 9m leaving some of 
smaller, lower branches to give cover and shape.                      
T2 ash – re-pollard to previous points around 10m again leaving 
some lower branches to give it a shape. 

Approved 

20201745 82 Shakespeare Way, Taverham TPO T3 silver birch – fell. Approved 

20201746 The Granary, 45 School Road, Reepham 211 
I wish to remove an apple tree - old and unattractive.  I propose 
to replace this tree with a magnolia. 

Approved 

20201749 Paddock Cottage, North Street, Blofield TPO 
Sycamore - lower lateral limb + crown lifting to 6m because tree 
is growing downwards encroaching into  garden and causing a 
hazard to young children playing 

Split decision 

20201750 
Evergreen Cottage, 7 Woodland Drive, 
Great Little Plumstead 

? 

Fell one spruce and two conifers to front of property. Trees have 
grown large and are interfering with the horse chestnuts that 
were planted as part of the original Thorpe End Garden Village 
development in the 1930's.  Spruce is beginning to restrict 
access to driveway. No proposal to re-plant any replacement 
trees as they may interfere with the mature horse chestnuts to 
the front of the property. 

Approved 

20201757 Hill House, 2 Skinners Lane, Wroxham ? 

1. dead tree of unknown species covered in dense ivy - reduce 
to 3m height then possibly fell. It overhangs the river and public 
slipway and could endanger users of the public staithe next door. 
2. sycamore - close to riverbank and will become much too large 
for this location in the garden.  Fell.                                              
3. poplar - will become much too big for this location in garden.  
Fell.                                                                                              
4. 7 x alder right on the eroding river bank. Reduce each to one 
main vertical trunk, removing trunks that are extending over the 
river. We hope to defer the day they fall into the river. Some 
have been so reduced before. 

18/09/2020 
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20201760 
Land West of Abbey Farm Commercial 
Park, Church Street, Horsham St Faith 

? 
G1 5 x ash and sycamore and G19 1 x verge tree - full details 
provided within the attached cover letter. 

21/09/2020 

20201762 
The White House, Mill Lane, Great 
Witchingham 

TPO 

Beech TPO 2012 No 45 (1118) - please refer to the report by 
Richard Ravencroft who recommends the tree should be 
dismantled in its entirety as soon as possible due to a branch 
falling into the garden of my neighbour (Gothic House, The 
Street, Lenwade) bringing down a power line and the presence 
of Meripilus giganteus on the roots and base of the tree. The tree 
has also been inspected by Ian Flatters, arboricultural consultant 
for Target Trees who fully agrees the beech should be 
dismantled. Replace with one Liquidamber in the same area. 

Approved 

20201763 6 Lodge Place, Thorpe St Andrew ? 

T1 sweet chestnut - reduce north western canopy from 9m to 7m 
and remove dead wood to redress the weight and visual balance 
following recent wind damage to the northern canopy.               
T2 & T3 oak and T4 & T5 beech - remove dead wood.                                                    

Approved 

20201771 3 Barber Place, Thorpe St Andrew ? 

T1, T2, T3, T4 and T5 sycamore - reduce to a height of 6m in 
order to regenerate as a pollard. Conflict with overhead utilities, 
excessive shading and recent branch failures would all be 
alleviated/eliminated by the proposed work. 

Approved 

20201797 Forge Cottage, The Street, Oulton 211 
Silver birch tree in rear garden and bordering driveway of The 
Forge and rear garden of The Old Post Office. Reduce and re-
shape tree. 

Approved 

20201803 Crofts, 3 Cromer Road, Aylsham 211 

Indian bean Catalpa bignonioides – fell.  Tree has previously lost 
its top (or has been topped) and there is a 50cm deep cavity at 
the base with possible brown cubicle heartwood rot. A survey 
was carried out in June 2019 by Norwich Norse Environmental 
Ltd and they stated the condition of the tree was poor.   

Approved 

20201804 18 Barnby Road, Badersfield TPO 
Cornelian cherry in back garden.  25% crown reduction as 
creating too much shade. 

Approved 

20201815 98 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 Conifer – fell. Approved 

20201821 Wood Lodge, Park Road, Wroxham 211 
T1 ash - remove due to ash dieback - 6.5m high.                          
T2 holly - remove due to excessive shading - 9.5m high.              
T3 ash - remove due to ash dieback - 9.9m high. 

Approved 

20201824 
The White House, 33 Wroxham Road, 
Coltishall, 

211 

T1 conifer - reduce height from approx 5.5 to approx 4m.              
G1 cherry x 2 & 1 poplar - reduce branches encroaching house 
from 16m high to 14m and from 10-14m wide to 8-12m.                 
T3 yew - reduce crown by 0.5m from 2.8m high and 1.5m wide to 
2.3m high and 1m wide.                                                                  
G2 ash & willow - reduce sections back to the boundary by 2m to 
eliminate risk of branch failure.  Height 12m and width 8m.          
T4 sycamore - current height 12m, current width 6m. Crown 
reduce by 2m and raise clear of building by 2m. 

Approved 

20201826 5 Cromer Road,Aylsham 211 T1 sycamore – fell. Approved 

20201827 
1 St Margarets House, Staithway Road, 
Wroxham 

211 

T1 cedar - approx 14 to 15m high, situated close to house and 
recent high winds caused several limb failures.  Reduce crown 
by 4 to 4.5m to avoid further damage.                                             
T2 Acacia - approx 7m high and 12m spread, crown reduce by 2-
3m and crown raise to 2.5-3m. 

Approved 

20201828 45 Low Road, Hellesdon TPO Cherry – fell. Approved 

20201833 
Beech House, 16 Cromer Road, 
Aylsham 

211 Beech – fell.  Replacement to be planted. Approved 

20201835 26 Rosemary Road, Sprowston TPO 

T11 Scots pine – fell.                                                                       
T22 common oak - reduce laterals by up to 2m; current width 
7m, reduce to 5m.                                                                              
T27 & T35 common beech - crown raise to 4m.                       
T36 common beech - reduce laterals from 9m to 5.5m wide.      
T37 common beech - reduce crown by 1.5m; current height and 
width 13m/6.5m, reduce to 10m/5m.                                                 
T38 common beech - reduce laterals by 2m; current height and 
width 10m/8m, reduce to 7m/5m.                                                    
T39 common beech - reduce crown by up to 2m; current height 
and width 12m/8m, reduce to 10m/6m;                                          
T40 common beech - crown raise to 5m.                                          
T41 copper beech - reduce crown by 1.5m, current height and 
width 14m/7m, reduce to 12m/5.5m.                                                 
T44 common oak - reduce laterals by up to 2m; current width 7m 
reduce to 5m.                                                                                 
T46 common oak - reduce laterals by 1m, reduce width from 6m 
to 5m. 

06/10/2020 

20201837 39 Charles Close, Wroxham 211 2 x silver birch – fell. Approved 
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20201844 105 Taverham Road, Taverham TPO 

T5 and T6 Thuja – low amenity value.  Fell for development 
purposes and replace with apple Malus evereste and               
Sargent's cherry Prunus sargentii.  Replanting to be at the front 
of 103 Taverham Road. 

Approved 

20201845 
The Rectory, 9 Lawn Crescent, Thorpe 
End 

211 

T1 horse chestnut - re-pollard; current height 10.6m with a width 
of 4m to each cardinal point - pollarding will leave tree approx. 
4.6m above ground level.                                                             
T2 horse chestnut - fell and replace with mature horse chestnut. 

Approved 

20201846 20 College Close, Coltishall TPO 
T1 oak - current height 14m by 12m wide; reduce crown by 2.5-
3m due to a recent wind shear failure in the upper crown. 

Approved 

20201848 62 Nursery Close, Acle TPO 

T1 Macrocarpa - current height 15-16m, spread 13-14m.  4-4.5m 
reduction on extended limbs to reduce end weight and reduce 
risk of further failures.  Remove dysfunctional limb at 4m which is 
displaying fibre buckling. 

Approved 

20201849 60 Charles Close, Wroxham 211 

T1 crab apple - crown raise to 2m and reduce to 2.5-5m on 
lateral branches. Current height 4m, spread 8-9m.                      
T2 & T3 beech and oak (neighbours’ trees) - current height 12m; 
reduce overhanging limbs back to boundary by 3m. 

Approved 

20201850 24 Breck Farm Lane, Taverham TPO Hawthorn – dead.  Remove. Approved 

20201851 
5 Pavilion Mews, Saint Andrews Park, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO 3 x limes - re-pollard to previous points. Height 6 to 8m. Approved 

20201861 Lakeside, Roman Drive, Brundall TPO 

T1 Siberian elm - reduce height from 14 to 11 m and radial 
crown spread by from 7 to 4m to produce a more balanced 
crown following recent limb failure.                                              
T2 oak - fell 

03/11/2020 

20201866 
Chapel Bungalow, 89A Drayton High 
Road, Drayton 

TPO 
T1 oak - crown thin by a maximum of 20% and reduce crown by 
approx 15%. This would reduce the height to approx 15m and 
the width of the crown to around 12 – 13.5m. 

Approved 

20201867 3 Malthouse Yard, Reepham 211 

T1 hazel - crown reduce by no more than 3m back to previous 
pollard points. Lower crown raised to 4.5m over terrace and 
around 1m over roof and garden wall. Remove dense epicormics 
to rear of stem to reduce pressure on wall.                                   
T2 pear – reduce crown over garden room and terrace by 1m.      
T3 cotoneaster stem in conflict with gable end - reduce to ground 
level and reduce remaining side laterals to give clearance 1m 
from building fabric.                                                                          
T4 sycamore - reduce peripheral crown over boundary of No 3 
by 1.5m and raise crown to 5.5m over driveway. 

Approved 

20201875 
Riverview Cottage, 47 High Street, 
Coltishall 

211 

T2 Salix alba - pollard from 30m in height to  20m.                     
T4 Salix alba - currently approx 15m in height. Reduce to a 
monolith with a final height of approx 2m due to leaning stem 
and decay within main stem at approx 1m in height.                        
T5 Salix alba - reduce primary lateral stem facing towards house 
from approx 22 to 15m in height (nearest suitable growth points) 
to reduce wind loading and to balance the tree. Reduce stem 
closest to neighbouring property (No 45) from approx 22 to 15m 
in height to maintain weight distribution.                                       
T6 Salix babylonica - remove secondary lateral limbs (approx 
7m) from over water in order to reduce weight maintaining 
arched feature over public footpath.                                                 
T7 Salix babylonica – fell. 

Approved 

20201877 
The Manor House, Church Street, Old 
Catton 

TPO 

T1 elm - reduce crown by 1.5m all over increasing to 2.5m on 
south side to reduce the over-extended branch. From approx 16 
to 14.5m in height, from 12 to 8m north / south spread, and from 
10 to 8.5m east / west spread. 

Approved 

20201878 
Great Witchingham Church, Heath Lane, 
Great Witchingham 

TPO 

G1 x 7 lime - remove lower epicormic growth up to first main 
branches. Current height 22m.                                                           
T1 & T2 lime - current height 22m. Reduce away from house 
giving clearance of approx 2m. 

Approved 

20201879 School House, The Street, Oulton 211 Fir – fell. Approved 

20201886 Lion House, 5 Unicorn Yard, Aylsham 211 
W1 corkscrew willow in rear garden adjacent to neighbour's 
boundary - current height 6m, pollard to 4m.                                  
A1 rowan - reduce height from approx 7m to 5m and reshape. 

Approved 

20201887 
31 St Andrews Avenue, Thorpe St 
Andrew 

TPO 

T1 cherry - reduce northern portion of crown by 1.5m from 
current spread 5.5m to 4m, crown lift on eastern portion of crown 
to a height of 2.5m over pathway and 5m over road and reduce 
branch growing over driveway on south-western aspect of crown 
by 1.5m. 

Approved 
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20201891 28 Barnby Road, Badersfield, TPO 

T74 cherry - crown reduce by approx 25%. Reduce height by 
3.5m from 15m to 11.5m; northern spread by 3m from 12m to 
9m; southern spread by 2m from 10m to 8m; western spread by 
4.5m from 12m to 7.5m; and eastern spread by 4m from 10m to 
6m. Crown raise to 5 m over road. 

21/10/2020 

20201896 96 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 
Oak - remove deadwood, broken branches/hangers and rubbing 
branches. Crown lift to 5m over driveway entrance and public 
pedestrian footpath. 

Approved 

20201899 69 Spixworth Road, Old Catton 211 Portuguese laurel – fell. Approved 

20201906 24 South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew 211 
Self-seeded hornbeam with old historical damage to lateral 
branch.  Remove part of damaged branch only to allow tree to 
regenerate closer to main trunk. 

Approved 

20201909 
Woodfold, 24 Woodland Drive, Thorpe 
End 

211 T1 Robinia pseudoacacia – fell. Approved 

20201914 56 Mulberry Court, Taverham YPO 
T339 oak - cut back by 2-3 m along boundary (to bring in line 
with fence) and visitors parking space. 

22/10/2020 

20201915 
Paradise House, Schoolhouse Lane, 
Aylsham 

TPO T8 beech – fell. Approved 

20201917 7 Saint Edmunds Road, Taverham TPO 

T1 oak - lateral reduction of branch growing over garden 
(towards bird table) by up to 3.6 m to suitable growing point. 
Elsewhere reduce lower branches over garden toward house by 
up to 2.4m to suitable growing point. Approx radial reduction 
from 11m to 7.4m.                                                                        
T2 oak - lateral reduction of branch growing over fence into 
neighbours’ garden (no 5) of up to 3.6 m to suitable growing 
point.  Elsewhere reduce lower branches over garden toward 
house by up to 2.4 m to a suitable growing point. Approx radial 
reduction from 11 m to 7.4 m.                                                     
T3 beech - lateral reduction of lowest branch growing over fence 
into the neighbours’ garden (no 5), of up to 2.4 m to suitable 
growing point. Elsewhere reduce lower branches over garden 
toward house by up to 2.4 m to suitable growing point. Approx 
radial reduction from 11.5 m to 7.9 m. 

19/10/2020 

20201921 55 Charles Close, Wroxham TPO 

T1 oak - raise canopy to 5.5m.                                                     
T2 sycamore – fell.                                                                         
T3 oak - crown thin by 5m by removing internal epicormic growth    
G4 birch - reduce height from 6m to 5m, by removing new 
growth from old reduction points. 

12/10/2020 

20201922 
5, 6 & 7 Pavilion Mews, St Andrews Park, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO 
T3, T4 & T5 limes - current height 6m approx, re-pollard to 
previous points at 3m high. 

Approved 

20201951 6 Library Close, Blofield TPO 

T1 sycamore - pollard to a height of 6m. Compression fork with 
crack leading to base of tree on stem leaning toward 
neighbouring property. Heartwood exposure near base of tree. 
Current height of tree around 20m.                                                   
T2 & T3 lime - reduce southern aspect of tree by 3m (current 
spread in southern aspect 7m. 

15/10/2020 

20201952 
Glenlyn, 7 Copeman Road, Little 
Plumstead 

TPO 
T1 silver birch - fell and replant with Amalanchier 'Robin Hill' 
12cm girth. 

15/10/2020 

20201953 
Ivy Cottage, 13 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe 
St Andrew 

211 T1 beech – fell. Approved 

20201955 69 Hall Lane, Drayton TPO 

T1 & T2 sycamore and T3 oak- reduce crown by 50%.                 
T4 Lawson cypress - strip off growth suppressing T3 or pollard to 
small stump.                                                                                     
T5 oak – fell.                                                                                 
T6 oak - remove branches overhanging boundary.                           
T7, T8 & T9 Lawson cypress - pollard to half current height.              
T10 Douglas fir - reduce height by 60%.                                            
T11 larch - reduce by 40%.                                                               
T12 Douglas fir - remove broken branch.                                                
T13 & T14 Lawson cypress - pollard by 50%. 

07/10/2020 

20201965 Crofts, 3 Cromer Road, Aylsham 211 2 x Lawson cypress - reduce height by 5m from 16m to 11m. Approved 

20201966 24 Thunder Lane, Thorpe St Andrew 211 T1 sycamore – fell. Approved 

20201969 
Little Plumstead Hospital, Broadland 
Clinic Admission Unit, Hospital Road, 
Little Plumstead 

TPO 
T3 oak - reduce height from 10m to 8m.                                      
T9 beech - current height 16m. Crown reduce by up to 4m back 
to viable growth points. 

Approved 

20201971 14 Barnby Road, Badersfield TPO Sycamore - remove epicormic growth extending onto road. 19/10/2020 
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20201973 Redwoods, 3 Hartwell Road, Wroxham 211 

T1 plum - current height 7m, spread 9m to reduce by 2m. Crown 
raise to 3m.                                                                                 
T2 beech & T3 lime - crown reduce by 3m and crown raise to 3m 
reducing end weight and height. Current height 15m.                      
G4 x 5 conifers - height 9-11m all suppressed and tall for stem 
diameter. Remove.                                                                            
T5 holly- remove. Current height 8-9m. Replant.                            
T6 sycamore - crown reduce by 3m, current height 12m.                 
T7 sycamore - reduce overhanging limbs back to the boundary. 
Largest limb 2m over garden.                                                         
T8 conifer - height 8m. Remove. 

Approved 

20201974 14 Barnby Road, Badersfield 211 Scots pine – fell and replant with suitable tree. Approved 

20201978 
192 Plumstead Road East, Thorpe St 
Andrew 

TPO 
T1 sweet chestnut - reduce height by approx 3m from 18 to 15m 
removing split and damaged branches. Remove branches off 
phone lines running through the tree by 1m. 

21/10/2020 

20201979 
Barneswood House, Hall Drive, 
Salhouse 

211 T5 ash and T7 Norway spruce – fell. Approved 

20201980 
29 Garden Cottage, The Avenues, 
Wroxham 

211 

T1 oak - raise crown over road by 3.5m for clear vehicle access. 
Crown reduce by 3-3.5m to reduce wind throw. Current height 
15m with a spread of 18m.                                                             
T2 pine - current height 16m, spread 18m. Crown reduce by 3-
3.5m.                                                                                              
T3 copper maple - current height 6m, spread 4m. Pollard to 2.5m 

Approved 

20201985 
Ghost Hill Wood, Shakespeare Way, 
Taverham 

TPO T123 sycamore - thin crown by 15%. Approved 

20202003 
Woodside, 14 White Lion Road, 
Coltishall 

211 

T1 & T5 sycamore and T2 horse chestnut - crown lift and remove 
lower branches over road.                                                                           
T3 oak: remove lowest limb that hangs over road.                                           
T4 sycamore – remove. 

Approved 

20202011 32 Plumstead Road, Thorpe End 211 
Oak - reduce crown to below previous lopping points which 
would be a re-pollard or fell and replant. 

26/10/2020 

20202019 11 Haverscroft Close, Taverham TPO 

Oak in rear of garden of Mrs Ginn at 11 Haverscroft Close is 
heavily overshadowing bungalow of Mrs Grosse of 5 Haverscroft 
Close and is in need of having a few limbs cut back. plus the tree 
is growing heavily on the left hand side ddu to other trees grown 
alongside it on the right hand side so in my opinion needs this 
work to balance the tree out. 

26/10/2020 

20202021 The Hollies, 43 Waterloo Road, Hainford TPO T1 tulip tree – fell. 26/10/2020 

20202022 
The Glebe House, Norwich Road, 
Reepham 

211 T1 Thuja – fell. Approved 

20202023 2 Barberry Close, Taverham TPO T10 oak – fell. 26/10/2020 

20202029 Redwood, 92 Charles Close, Wroxham TPO 

T1 wellingtonia Sequoiadendron giganteum – Fell . A recent 
structural survey of the property shows th location and size of 
tree is causing structural damage and removal has been 
recommended. In addition, tree shows signs of several large 
weakened unions likely caused by storm damage and previous 
management of tree. In the event of these unions failing, severe 
damage to property is likely. Although tree is a beautiful 
specimen, the risk it is posing is now high.  Tree does not 
suggest many feasible options for retention as lower growth is all 
of a long pendulate nature  Any kind of considerable height 
reduction would create more exposure to these already weak 
limbs. I would be keen to meet with the TO to discuss any other 
options that may be available. I propose we lower all branches 
with conventional rigging practice and then use a mobile crane to 
safely lift the stem away in sections to reduce the risk of damage 
to property etc.  

27/10/2020 

20202030 
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 the garden. 
Due to tree’s form and good vitality removal of this limb will be 
inconsequential to the shape of the crown. 

27/10/2020 

20202033 6 Station Road, Foulsham 211 

T1 willow mass growing on neighbours' boundary fence line to 
north - pollard back to a height of 2m where all growth shall be 
removed to allow its regeneration in the coming spring.                
T2 pussy willow with the low limb which extends out from the 
ground from adjacent tree - cut back to point of origin. Remaining 
tree shall then be sided up to reduce conflict over boundary line. 
Remaining trees/hedge along same eastern boundary will also 
be cut back to a vertical line to the full height of the trees thus 
reducing conflict over the garden boundary. 

Approved 
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20202036 
Caledonian House, 2 Pheasant Walk, 
South Walsham 

TPO 
T1 oak - proposed reduction of adjacent conifers will leave oak 
leader exposed.  A 4m reduction is proposed to alleviate 
exposure. Current height is around 12m. 

28/10/2020 

20202038 Rowangarth, Heydon Road, Aylsham TPO 
T2 oak - cut back damaged branch and rebalance north side of 
the tree. 

28/10/2020 

20202040 42 Springfield Road, Taverham TPO 
Oak - crown thin by 25% to allow light into garden and reduce 
sail weight. 

27/10/2020 

20202043 12 Belmore Close, Thorpe St Andrew  TPO Beech - remove broken bough . Withdrawn 

20202060 78 Blue Boar Lane, Sprowston TPO 
T3 oak - raise 3m over driveway and entrance to driveway, 
remove deadwood and detached hanging branches. 

30/10/2020 

20202073 7 Walnut Close, Taverham TPO 
Reduce upper branch approx 5m from main dwelling and lower 
branch approx 3.5-4m from garage back from fence line. 

03/11/2020 

20202074 19 Park Road, Wroxham 211 T1 cherry – fell and re-plant. Approved 

20202082 15 Stanmore Road, Thorpe St Andrew 211 
T1 false Acacia - current height approx 9m, reduce over garden 
and driveway by 2m to re-shape crown canopy.                         
T2 conifer – fell. 

10/11/2020 

20202083 Hollywell House, 4 Bells Loke, Brundall TPO 

T1 oak - reduce eastern portion of crown from 7m to 5.5m in 
order to reduce impact on house and likelihood of branch failure 
and remove deadwood.                                                                     
T6 oak - reduce northern portion of crown near house and 
southern portion near neighbouring house from 6.5 to 5m and 
remove deadwood. 

03/11/2020 

20202086 
Blickling Hall, Estate Barn, Blickling 
Road, Blickling 

211 
T1 poplar - fell.                                                                               
T2 holly - remove leaning stem to preserve the rest of the tree. 

Approved 

20202090 Edgewood, 2 The Avenue, Wroxham 211 Leyland cypress and Western red cedar – fell. Approved 

20202093 
Bridge House, 2 The Street, Burgh And 
Tuttington 

211 
T1 willow & T2 walnut - 15-20% crown reduction Reduce height 
from 12m to 10m.                                                                                                     

04/11/2020 

20202102 6 Library Close, Blofield TPO T1 & T2 sycamore and T3 holly - fell 09/11/2020 

20202104 Dellhouse, 47C The Street, Brundall TPO T1 ash - fell. 09/11/2020 

20202105 
The Little House, 77 Spixworth Road, Old 
Catton 

211 

T1 bay - reduce from 4.5m to 2.5m.                                                   
T2 apple - reduce from 4m to 2m.                                                    
T3 quince - reduce from 4.5m to 2m.                                               
T4 cherry - remove north-western branch originating at 4m.            
T5 sycamore - reduce eastern canopy to the boundary line. 

09/11/2020 

20202106 
The White House, 66 Spixworth Road, 
Old Catton 

211 

T1 horse chestnut - remove remaining section of storm damaged 
branch.                                                                                               
T2 beech - crown lift to 3m, reduce southern canopy from 9m to 
7m.                                                                                                     
T3 mulberry - crown lift to 2m.                                                       
T4 - elm – fell (dead). 

09/11/2020 

20202108 1 The Maltings, Millgate, Aylsham 211 
Ash - prune 2 overhanging branches back from car park. Both 
approx 5m from ground and 7m long and need to be reduced by 
4m to suitable growth points. 

05/11/2020 

20202120 
Field adjacent to Church Road, Little 
Witchingham 

Hedge 
Removal of 200m hedge and replant increasing length along 
west boundary. 

10/11/2020 

20202121 30 Belmore Road, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 
T1 oak - raise by approximately 5m by removing 2 branches on 
northern aspect, one at approx 6m, one at approx 10m, back to 
the primary growth point and deadwood complete crown area. 

10/11/2020 

20202122 11 Spinney Road, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 
G1 sycamore x 3 - fell and replace with more suitable single 
specimen. 

10/11/2020 

20202125 
8 Saint Andrews Avenue, Thorpe St 
Andrew 

TPO T1 false acacia – fell. 10/11/2020 

20202127 2 Holly Bank, Sprowston TPO Oak – fell (dead). 11/11/2020 

20202131 The Woodrow, Holt Road, Cawston TPO 
T1 & T2 oak - remove storm damaged limbs, overall crown 
reduction from 17m to 15m. 

10/11/2020 

20202134 56B Thunder Lane, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 
T1 oak - reduce crown by approx 3m from a height of 13m to 
10m and reduce radial spread from 13-8m to 10-6m. 

22/11/2020 

20202136 14 Yew Court, Sprowston TPO 
T1 & T2 oak - remove major dead wood overhanging garden and 
reduce crown from 6m to 4m radial spread over garden. 

12/11/2020 

20202139 Southerly, 35 Charles Close, Wroxham 211 26 x Lawson cypress – fell. 12/11/2020 
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20202143 
Wherry House, 300 St Faiths Road, Old 
Catton 

TPO 

T1 & T2 oak - remove ends of lowest branches away from 
Training centre roof by 1.5m clearance. Uplift portion of lowest 
branch to 3.5m clearance to allow commercial vehicles to pass 
along drive without damage. 

18/11/2020 

20202147 The Waterside, Hellesdon TPO 
T356, T357, T359, T360, T361 & T362 beech - reduce height to 
21m from 24-25m and a lateral reduction of 3m.                             
T367 & T368 alders - fell. 

19/11/2020 

20202148 177 Kingswood Avenue, Taverham TPO 

T1 oak - crown reduce by 2m from 9-9.5m to 7-7.5 overall.                 
T2 oak monolith - recent scaffold branch failure and following 
removal of ivy covered stem and crown a large cavity has been 
found at the base of the scaffold branches. 

16/11/2020 

20202151 6 Western Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew 211 

T1 conifer – fell.                                                                              
T2 Prunus - remove dead/diseased areas and re-shape to 
extend life.                                                                                      
T3 willow & T4 eucalyptus - prune to re-shape for tree health and 
over-crowding and manage size.                                                  
T5 corkscrew hazel - prune to manage size and remove 
damaged, diseased and overcrowded branches.  Possibly 
coppice if advised by tree surgeon.                                                    
T6 oak - prune and re-shape to remove damaged, diseased and 
overcrowded branches. 

16/11/2020 

20202154 Burgh House, Burgh Road, Aylsham 211 Ash on southern boundary with Norwich Road – fell. 12/11/2020 

20202158 
Field between The Street & Church 
Lane,Burgh, Aylsham 

211 Ash on southern boundary with Church Lane – fell. 12/11/2020 

20202163 
Hall Cottages, Low Road, Great Little 
Plumstead 

Hedge 
Hedgerow part removal to form new access to replace an 
existing access directly adjacent to Hall Cottages. 

17/11/2020 

20202166 Spindrift, 20 Lower Street, Salhouse 211 

T1 yew - fell due to proximity to house and conservatory. Current 
height 5m.                                                                                       
T2 box - reduce to ground level to coppice overgrown hedgerow. 
Current height 4.5-5m.                                                                   
T3 & T4 conifers - remove supressed current height 5m trees. T5 
holly – remove.  Current height 3.5m. 

17/11/2020 

20202170 
Former Langley Prep School, Yarmouth 
Road, Thorpe St Andrew 

211 

Clear a 5 m wide strip to the north, east and west of the main 
block of school buildings to help define the woodland boundary. 
All trees with a stem diameter greater than 150mm at 1.5m will 
be retained. All other trees and shrubs will be removed at ground 
level. Any coppice stools will be re-coppiced. 

18/11/2020 

20202171 The Grange, The Street, Heydon 211 Beech – fell. 17/11/2020 

20202172 133 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 

T1 lime - fell due to honey fungus infection                                         
T2 beech - reduce branch touching Telecom wire on northern 
portion of crown by 1m to provide clearance.                                  
T3 laurel - reduce from 6m to old pollard points at around 3m. 

18/11/2020 

20202173 26 The Avenue, Wroxham 211 
T1 oak - remove to ground level. Current height 11m.                     
T2 oak - remove 2 boughs over drive wall. Tree height 9m. 

17/11/2020 

20202178 21 Juniper Way, Taverham TPO T1 oak - height 10m width 9m.  Remove and replant. 17/11/2020 

20202179 
Thorpe End Garage, 77 Plumstead Road, 
Great Little Plumstead 

211 

G1 leylandii & G3 Lawson cypress - fell, low amenity value.                                            
T2 willow - pollard to 4.5m, current height 12m.                             
T4 cherry - prune back lowest branch over path by 3m to parent 
branch union to provide clearance. 

18/11/2020 

20202183 4 Dawsons Lane, Foulsham, Dereham 211 

Linear group of mature & and sycamore (once boundary hedge). 
Current height of trees 18m - reduced to 1 to 1.5 m to enable 
coppiced stumps to regenerate and be maintained as boundary 
hedge again. 

19/11/2020 

20202186 12 Colkett Drive, Old Catton TPO 

T8 & T9 beech - peripheral crowns pruned back by 1.5m and up 
to 2.5m on heavy over-extended limbs.  Lower crowns to be 
raised to 3.5m on all point to ease access.  Storm damaged 
branches from Septembers high winds shall also be addressed 
within the crowns of both trees. Resulting crown spreads to be 
no less than 20m, currently 25m. No height reduction. 

19/11/2020 

20202192 15 New Street, Cawston 211 Conifer – fell. 18/11/2020 

20202203 Halcyon, 196 Norwich Road, Wroxham TPO 
T1 Quercus robur (oak) - crown clean removing hanging or 
snapped branches and reduce end weight by 3m maximum.                                                                                          
T2 holly - reduction down to 1.8m fence height. 

23/11/2020 

20202214 
Norton House, 17 Green Lane North, 
Thorpe End 

211 
1x Larix  - selective crown reduction due to excessive weight on 
branches. 

24/11/2020 
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20202221 151 Wroxham Road, Sprowston TPO 

T1 & T2 Monterey cypress - reduce back from property to clear 
by 2m, crown lift over drive to 5m.                                                   
T3 lime – Re-pollard at existing knuckles / reduce from 12 to 9m.                 
T4 oak - reduce and lift overhanging branches to 5m.                     
G1 mixed conifers 7 broadleaf trees - crown lift over drive to 5m. 
G2 lime/ yew - crown lift over main road to 5.2m and drive to 5m 

24/11/2020 

20202223 
Norton House, 17 Green Lane North, 
Thorpe End 

211 Dead plum – remove. Approved 

20202225 
Land at Haveringland Hall Park, 
Haveringland 

TPO 

T1 possible Bhutan pine - small height reduction from 6m to 5m. 
Reduce elongated stems and tuck in sides to balance tree. It 
appears the tree is leaning due to prevailing winds. Resident is 
worried it will fall over and loves the tree. 

25/11/2020 

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) Decision 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. 

 
 
 


