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 Words but few Actions 
 

OGER Harrabin, the BBC’s excellent Environment 
Analyst, reported last month that the Public Accounts 
Committee, a government spending watchdog, has 

warned that progress towards protecting the UK’s environ-
ment has been “painfully slow”. 

The committee, made up of MPs, 
pointed out that ministers had first 
pledged a decade ago to improve 
the natural environment within a 
generation but it complained of 
serious delays in tackling “critical” 
issues like air pollution, water 
quality and wildlife loss. 

It said the 25-Year Environment Plan, 
published in 2018, lacked a coherent set of 
long-term objectives or interim targets, but a 
government statement said significant progress 
had been made and its Environment Bill would 
be “transformative”. 

In its report, the committee said the 
Department for Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs (Defra) did not have "the clout to lead the 
rest of government… hold other departments to 
account or manage trade-offs between policy 
areas”. 

Boris Johnson has made several speeches 
recently on the environment, but Labour MP 
Meg Hillier, the committee's chairwoman, told 
the BBC: "If the prime minister is serious about 
protecting the environment, the issue needs to 
be owned by the whole of government.  Where's 
the strong political leadership? It's just not there, 
despite all the words." 

The report said the government had not 
calculated the total cost of delivering its 
environmental goals.  It argued that funding had 
been piecemeal and environmental impacts 
were still not being taken into account in 
spending decisions. 

The committee also said it was not clear 
how much of the additional £1bn promised to 
Defra in the 2020 Spending Review was 
genuinely new money. 

Other departments had struggled to provide 
necessary information about how their own 
proposals would contribute towards the UK’s 
carbon targets or the 25-year plan, it added. 

Matt Shardlow, from insect charity Buglife, 
said: "The environment can’t be put in a box. If 
we are to reverse the decline, there has to be 
action across departments." 

A statement from Defra said: “This govern-
ment has made significant progress in 
protecting the natural environment, improving 
biodiversity and combating climate change." 

It was "ambitious" in its "determination to 
build back greener from the pandemic", 
including enshrining targets for our air and 
water quality and biodiversity in law, the 
statement added. 
 

ELEN Briggs, Environment 
Correspondent at the BBC, 
wrote in another article that a 

landmark review has called for 
transformational change in our 
economic approach to nature. 

The long-awaited review by Prof Sir Partha 
Dasgupta, of the University of Cambridge, says 
prosperity has come at a "devastating" cost to 
the natural world.  The report proposes 

recognising nature as an asset and 
reconsidering our measures of economic 
prosperity.  It is expected to set the agenda on 
government policy going forward. 

At its heart is the idea that sustainable 
economic growth requires a different measure 
than Gross Domestic Product (GDP). 

"Truly sustainable economic growth and 
development means recognising that our long-
term prosperity relies on rebalancing our 
demand of nature's goods and services with its 
capacity to supply them," Prof Dasgupta said in 
a statement.  "It also means accounting fully for 
the impact of our interactions with nature across 
all levels of society." 

COVID-19 has shown us what can happen 
when we don't do this, he added. "Nature is our 
home. Good economics demands we manage it 
better." 

The Dasgupta Review on the Economics of 
Biodiversity was commissioned in 2019 by the 
UK Treasury, the first time a national finance 
ministry has authorised a full assessment of the 
economic importance of nature. 

The report, which has been compared with 
the influential 2006 Stern Review on the 
Economics of Climate Change, sets out the 
ways in which we should account for nature in 
economics and decision-making. 

Recommendations include: 
 ● Making food and energy systems sustain-

able through technological innovations 
and policies that change prices and 
behavioural norms 

 ● Investing in programmes that provide 
community-based family planning 

 ● Expanding and improving access to 
protected areas 

 ● Implementing large-scale and widespread 
investment in nature-based solutions to 
address biodiversity loss 

 ● Introducing natural capital into national 
accounting systems. 

Prime Minister Boris Johnson welcomed the 
review. The UK is co-hosting COP26 - this 
year's UN climate meeting - and also holds the 
presidency of this year's G7. Mr Johnson said: 
"We are going to make sure the natural world 
stays right at the top of the global agenda." 

Sir David Attenborough, who wrote the 
foreword to the review, said: "This 
comprehensive and immensely important report 
shows us how, by bringing economics and 
ecology face-to-face, we can help to save the 
natural world and, in doing so, save ourselves." 

The 600-page review argues that losses in 
biodiversity are undermining the productivity, 
resilience and adaptability of nature. This is in 
turn putting economies, livelihoods and well-
being at risk. 

Commenting on the review, Jennifer Morris, 
of conservation non-profit The Nature 
Conservancy, described it as a "clarion call" to 
world leaders.  "We must tackle the nature crisis 
in conjunction with the climate emergency for 
the sake of our economies, livelihoods, and 
wellbeing - and those of future generations," she 
said. 

The review has been published at the 
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I know that many of you will disagree and 
my e-mail inbox will no doubt be filled with 

comments, but I find tree fungi both 
attractive and fascinating … as this bracket 

fungus illustrates. 
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beginning of a critical year for tackling the 
climate change and extinction crises.  Policy-
makers are looking ahead to the UN Biodiversity 
Conference COP15 in Kunming, China, closely 
followed by the UN Climate Change Summit 
(COP26) in Glasgow in late 2021. 

Biodiversity is declining faster than at any 
time in human history. Since 1970, there has 
been on average almost a 70% decline in the 
populations of mammals, birds, fish, reptiles, 
and amphibians.   

It is thought that one million animal and plant 
species - almost a quarter of the global total - 
are threatened with extinction. 

The idea of being able to put a price on 
nature divides opinion, but accounting for the 
economic value of nature is increasingly guiding 
policy.  While some argue that the assumption 
the natural world has no value is baked into 
current business models, others have doubts 
over whether an ecosystem can be accurately 
represented by financial models. 

Katie Kedward, economist at University 
College London's (UCL) Institute of Innovation 
and Public Purpose, argues that there are 
conceptual problems in trying to capture the 
complexities of nature in financial terms. 

She told BBC News: "There are significant 
uncertainties in estimating nature loss in 
monetary terms and given the uncertainties 
involved price-based tools can't be used as a 
replacement to more important steps to restore 
nature." 

The review is the result of an 18-month 
independent global assessment on the 
economics of biodiversity, led by Prof Dasgupta. 

HM Treasury has said it will examine the 
review's findings and respond formally in due 
course. 

Personally, I am dismayed at the series of 
reports I have read this year (many of which I 
have published in Broadsheet) warning that we 
must quickly change our way of life if we are to 
halt the damage we are causing to our planet.  
Can we please get on with it? 
 

AD news from the Peak 
District where National Trust 
Rangers have been forced to 

fell trees to protect public safety as 
ash dieback continues to spread. 

Last year was a perfect storm for the spread 

of ash dieback across the country, with many 
ash trees across the UK now infected.  In the 
Peak District, National Trust rangers have 
identified several areas, especially in the ash 
dominated White Peak around Ilam and 
Dovedale, that have been severely impacted. 

A warning has been issued to the public to 
watch out for infected trees near footpaths, 
which may be a danger. 

Ted Talbot, countryside manager for the 
National Trust in the Peak District, said: “There’s 
a potential risk to the public if the badly infected 
trees next to footpaths and roads shed limbs as 
the ash ‘dies back’.  We are also concerned that 
trees in ravine areas suffering from the disease 
could fall from the steep slopes and damage 
others beneath them. 

"It is therefore very important that the public 
take note of the signage that local councils and 
the National Trust have put up and follow the 
directions provided. 

"We have also updated our website with 
details of where the work is taking place and 
which paths and roads are affected. We’d 
advise everyone to check our website before 
leaving home so they can plan their route by foot 
or by car accordingly.” 

Rangers have had to resort to felling and 
removing many trees in the interest of public 
safety, such is the scale of the problem. 

Ted added: “We would normally leave dead 
trees in a woodland, as they provide good 
homes for things like bats and fungi. However, 
the scale of the die back here is so big that we 
need to fell and remove many trees for public 
safety. It’s a really sad sight to see, and it is 
going to cost us a lot to keep paths and roads 
safe and open until the disease has passed. 

“If we don’t act now, future generations 
won’t see anything like the kind of countryside 
we see in the Peak District today.” 

 

 big-tree hunter who has, for 
than a decade, has been 
charting some of the largest 

trees in western America, has 
added three sugar pines Pinus 
lambertiana he found in the Sierra 
Nevada mountains to the list of 
tallest known to exist in the world. 

Michael W Taylor recently documented two 

in the Tahoe National Forest west of Lake 
Tahoe in California nearly as tall as the length of 
a football field. At 81.534 m and 81.427 m, they 
are the second and third tallest sugar pines 
recorded.  A third tree, found in the Stanislaus 
National Forest, checks in sixth on the all-time 
list at 77.165 m.  The largest of the three 
measures 3.302 m dbh 

Taylor, a long-time partner of the Sugar Pine 
Foundation in South Lake Tahoe, and partner 
Duncan Kennedy hiked to the trees based on 
satellite sensing data from the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration and U S Geo-
logical Survey. The non-profit organisation 
supports his exploration as it works to combat 
the effects of bark beetles and blister rust in 
western forests. The discoveries help scientists 
learn more about the species. 

Taylor said the tallest sugar pines he has 
found tend to be on the western slope of the 
Sierra Nevada and up into Oregon, where there 
isn’t as much snow. He doesn’t like to give the 
exact location of the trees out of fear that the 
public will “love them to death.” 

“For me, it’s like a new frontier, but it’s also 
a treasure hunt,” Taylor said. 

Taylor also was responsible for finding the 
tallest sugar pine in 2015, the Tioga Tower, 
measuring 83.436 m. In 2006, he co-discovered 
the tallest known living tree on Earth, Hyperion, 
a Coast Redwood in Redwood National Park 
that since has grown to 116.129 m. 

Taylor is a lidar specialist, which stands for 
light detection and ranging. According to NOAA, 
lidar “is a remote sensing method that uses light 
in the form of a pulsed laser to measure ranges 
(variable distances) to the Earth.” 

Kennedy is majoring in environmental 
studies at University of Nevada, Reno and has 
been helping Taylor since he was 13 years old. 

“Given that we know the climate is 
changing, what can we learn from these trees 
that have been around for literally hundreds of 
years, about previous such shifts in the air 
temperature or the water cycle, or any other 
information we need to know?” Kennedy said. 

Kennedy said standing below these trees is 
incredible.  “On one hand, there’s a definite 
sense of accomplishment there. You’ve found a 
tree that probably hasn’t been seen by human 
eyes in a very, very, very long time, if ever, but 
on the other hand, you’re just still humbled by 
how big that tree is, how long you can feel it’s 
been there, how it’s been there through storms 
and fires and generations upon generations.” 

 

HE draft blueprint for where 
thousands of homes could be 
built in Norwich, Broadland 

and South Norfolk over the next two 
decades has been published.   
 Writing on www.edp24.co.uk, Dan Grimmer 
reports that a completely new settlement for 
Norfolk is not included in plan, but is likely to be 
needed in the future, council officers say. 
 The Greater Norwich Local Plan aims to 
focus new building in and around the city and 
along the A11 - what is dubbed the Cambridge 
Norwich Tech Corridor - over the next two 
decades. 

That could pave the way for almost 12,000 
new homes to be built in Norwich itself and 
hundreds more in places such as Hellesdon, 
Drayton, Taverham and Thorpe St Andrew. 

Almost 12,000 homes are earmarked for 
Norwich itself and hundreds more for the fringes 
of the city. With a focus on employment at 
places such as Norwich Research Park, there 
would also be more than a thousand new homes 
in Hethersett and Cringleford, with more than 
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2,600 in Wymondham.  There would also be 
13,505 to the north east of Norwich. 

A contingency for 800 homes in Costessey 
is also included, for if the expected housing is 
not built elsewhere, but there would also be 
more than 4,000 homes in clusters around 
South Norfolk and Broadland, which Green 
councillors are opposed to. 

The plan considers where more than 49,000 
homes could be built in Greater Norwich by 
2038.  While the bulk of that development is 
carried forward from previous plans, work was 
ongoing over where about 10,000 more homes 
could be acceptable and the draft of the plan has 
now been published, with the public able to have 
its say. 

Inclusion in the plan does not mean homes 
will definitely be built, but it does make it more 
likely that suitable applications will secure 
planning permission. 

Shaun Vincent, chairman of the Greater 
Norwich Development Partnership, made up of 
Norwich, South Norfolk, Broadland councils and 
Norfolk County Council, said: "Greater Norwich 
is a great place to live, work and invest. 

"We need to make sure that future growth 
brings benefits for all, while protecting our 
environment and providing for a sustainable 
future.  I would like to thank everyone who has 
helped us move the Local Plan forward during 
our previous consultations, enabling us to get to 
this point." 

Mr Vincent, who is also leader of Broadland 
District Council, added: "It is now time to test the 
soundness of our plan, before we submit it to the 
planning inspectorate for their final 
consideration.” 

The sites plan excludes villages within 
South Norfolk, as those will be addressed 
through a separate housing sites allocation 
document likely to come forward for consultation 
later this year.  That had been a source of 
tension between council leaders during the 
process of drawing up the local plan and Denise 
Carlo, Norwich Green Party councillor, said her 
party would be challenging the plan. 

She said: "One of Broadland and South 
Norfolk councils' favoured proposals that we are 
concerned about is the dispersal of 
development in the countryside.  This would 
mean dormitory villages dependent on private 
cars as the main means of transport at a time 
when the government says we need to make 
walking, cycling, and public transport the natural 
choice for everyday activities. 

"Furthermore, the Local Plan misses 
opportunities to promote renewable energy and 
build zero-carbon developments which we need 
to be making mandatory now." 

Among the sites which had been put forward 
during the process were ones for a new garden 
village in Norfolk.  Sites at put forward as 
potential garden villages were in Silfield, Hethel 
and in Honingham Thorpe.  No such new settle-
ment is proposed at this time, but has not been 
ruled out for the future. 

The draft plan states: "This local plan 
identifies enough sustainable sites and 
locations within and on the edge of existing 
settlements to meet current needs.  Con-
sequently, no new settlement is proposed for 
allocation in this plan. 

"However, with sustainable options for 
settlement extensions diminishing, the 
authorities are convinced that one or more new 
settlements will be required in the longer term, 
particularly if housing needs rise as signalled by 
government." 

The draft plan is available for comment from 
now until 15 March.  The representations made 
will then be considered by a government 

appointed Inspector at the examination of the 
plan. The examination is planned for later this 
year.  People can have their say by visiting the 
website at www.GNLP.org.uk. 

 

AST month, a Chatham House 
report, ‘Food System Impacts 
on Biodiversity Loss’ was 

launched in partnership with The 
United Nations Environment Pro-
gramme (UNEP) and Compassion 
in World Farming during a live 
webinar. 

The event featured several high-profile 
speakers, including Susan Gardner, Director of 
the Ecosystems Division with UNEP; Professor 
Tim Benton, Research Director – Emerging 
Risks, Chatham House; our Global CEO, Philip 
Lymbery; and Jane Goodall PhD, DBE, Founder 
– the Jane Goodall Institute & UN Messenger of 
Peace. 

This report presents the steps needed to 
ensure the preservation of our biodiversity on a 
global scale, raise awareness of our 
environment’s dire circumstances and increase 
the possibility of implementation. It focuses on 
three actions that can combat the looming 
threats of biodiversity loss and climate change. 

Global dietary patterns need to move 
towards more plant-heavy diets. This shift, 
along with the reduction of global food waste, 
would reduce demand and the pressure on the 
environment and land. 

More land needs to be protected and set 
aside for nature. The greatest gains for 
biodiversity will occur when we preserve or 
restore whole ecosystems. Therefore, we need 
to avoid converting land for agriculture. Human 
dietary shifts are essential to preserve existing 
native ecosystems and restore those that have 
been removed or degraded. 

We need to farm in a more nature-friendly, 
biodiversity-supporting way, limiting the use of 
inputs and replacing monoculture with 
polyculture farming practices. Dietary change is 
necessary to enable land to be returned to 
nature, and to allow widespread adoption of 
nature-friendly farming without increasing the 
pressure to convert natural land to agriculture. 

Susan Gardner, Director of Ecosystems 
Division at UNEP, began the event by stressing 
the need to re-evaluate our current food system, 
which is current “aimed at producing more food, 
quickly and cheaply, without taken into account 
the hidden costs to biodiversity…” 

Gardner also spoke about the potential to 
effect change on a personal level:  "We can vote 
with our forks. We can be empowered to decide 
what kind of food system we want to support.” 

Professor Tim Benton, Research Director 
for Chatham House, agreed that a shift in 
perspective is vital to addressing this crisis: 
“We’ve got to get out of this mindset that we’ve 
got to grow more food. It’s about growing the 
right sorts of food – about taking pressure off the 
need to grow more [food] in an intensive way.” 

Philip Lymbery, who spoke next, 
emphasised the importance of reducing our 
reliance on intensive farming, and detailed the 
devastating environmental impacts of industrial 
animal agriculture. 

“Our diets have become out of balance, 
over-dependent on meat and dairy, putting 
ecosystems under ever greater pressure,” he 
said. “In this age of pandemic, climate and 
biodiversity emergency, there is an urgent need 
to end factory farming and reduce the 
consumption of meat and dairy.” 

In addition to explaining how a reduction in 

the consumption of animal products will limit the 
biodiversity loss and environmental degradation 
witnessed worldwide, Philip also highlighted the 
benefits of regenerative farming methods. He 
ended his speech by calling for a mass 
movement to end intensive animal farming: 

“…we need to seize the opportunity of this 
year’s UN Food Systems Summit to move 
toward a global agreement to end factory 
farming. To reset our food system. To 
regenerative, restorative ways of producing 
food. Farming with nature, not against her. For 
all our sakes.” 

The final speaker, Jane Goodall, PhD, DBE, 
Founder – the Jane Goodall Institute & UN 
Messenger of Peace, emphasised the true 
impacts of biodiversity loss and made a plea for 
people think locally as well as globally: “People 
must understand that we cannot disassociate 
ourselves from the natural world. We’re part of it 
and we depend on it, for clean air and water and 
everything else. So, we have to develop a new 
relationship with the natural world.” 

She stressed that, “it’s very clear that we’re 
facing an absolute crisis. We’re reaching a point 
of no return if we don’t take action today.” 
 

 COULDN’T possibly publish this 
edition of our newsletter without 
some kind of comment on the 

news that the HS2 Phase 2a: High 
Speed Rail (West Midlands to 
Crewe) Bill has passed into law 
exactly a year after government 
gave HS2 the green light.   

Needless to say, I find this news most dis-
appointing as it now gives the go ahead for even 
more ancient woodland to be carved up to make 
way for a railway that more and more people are 
questioning the need for.   

I cannot help but conclude that our 
government is giving with one hand and taking 
with the other as, despite the promises of 
reducing pollution etc, it has given the go ahead 
for this monster … not that the opposition would 
do any different of course.   

Yes, I am hugely disappointed.  It will all end 
in tears! 
 

O that just about completes 
this month’s ramblings from 
your Network Co-ordinator.  It 

is good to be able to get these 
things off my chest. 
 Please remember that we are still under 
“lockdown” and, as frustrating as it may be, our 
activities must be curtailed. 
 Far better to postpone everything until next 
year than for me to be struggling to find a re-
placement for you because you sadly 
succumbed to this deadly COVID-19 virus. 
 In last month’s edition of Broadsheet, I 
commented on the fact that we had just passed 
100,000 deaths due to the pandemic.  As I write 
this, just four weeks later, that death toll has 
surpassed 123,000. 
 Each of those poor souls has been robbed of 
their future and, in the majority of cases, have 
left a grieving family. 
 I cannot help but wonder how many of those 
victims were Tree Wardens meaning that there 
are now even less of us who care about our 
trees, woodlands, forests, wildlife and our 
environment in general. 
 Please make sure that you are around to 
read next month’s Broadsheet!! 
 
  All the best, John Fleetwood

L 

I 

S 

www.GNLP.org.uk


 
 4 

From Tree Planting to CO2-Sucking 
Machines: How Could ‘Negative Emissions’ 

Help to Tackle the Climate Crisis? 
 

An article by Daisy Dunne published on www.independent.co.uk 

 
UST over five years ago, countries reached a deal to keep global warming to below 2°C 
above pre-industrial levels under the historic Paris Agreement, but since then global 
emissions are yet to reach a peak and the path to reaching the Paris goals grows steeper 

year by year.  Cutting back on greenhouse emissions as fast as possible will be crucial to 
meeting the world’s climate goals, but to have the greatest chance of meeting the Paris targets, 
it is likely the world will also have to scale up techniques for removing CO2 from the atmosphere, 
scientists say. 

Methods for removing CO2 from 
the atmosphere range from “natural 
climate solutions”, such as replant-
ing lost forests and restoring land 
and ocean ecosystems, to 
emerging technologies, including 
the idea of using machines to suck 
CO2 directly out of the air.  

Scientists use the term “negative emissions 
technologies” to describe the wide and varied 
group of methods available for removing CO2 
from air. Many of these techniques are still in 
their infancy, and all come with risks and 
challenges. 

“I think most people would agree we're 
going to need some level of negative emissions 
in order to deliver on our targets,” Dr Rob 
Bellamy, a scientist studying climate change 
technologies at the University of Manchester, 
tells The Independent.  

In 2019, the UK set a legal target of reaching 
net-zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050 
and in a landmark report published in Decem-
ber, the UK’s climate advisers laid out a detailed 
plan for how the country will need to change in 
the coming decades in order to meet its target. 

The report made clear that scaling up 
methods for removing CO2 from the atmosphere 
will be key to reaching the 2050 goal. For 
example, the report says that within just five 
years, the UK will need to plant 30,000 hectares 
of new forest every year to be in line with its net-
zero goal – a target it is still a long way from 
achieving. 

“In the UK, you can't actually reach net zero 
without using negative emissions because of 
certain sectors having either difficult-to-abate or 
impossible-to-abate emissions,” says Dr 
Bellamy. Such sectors include aviation, a 
particularly polluting form of transport for which 
there are currently few immediate low-carbon 
solutions on the horizon. 

“Unless we completely shut down those 
sectors, we’ll need negative emissions to get rid 
of the greenhouse gases that they are 
responsible for,” he explains.   

“Natural” solutions for removing CO2 from 
the atmosphere, such as tree planting and 
restoring carbon-rich ecosystems, have seen a 
surge in popularity in recent months. 

Boris Johnson has repeatedly promised to 
make natural solutions a key part of Cop26, a 

crucial round of global climate talks that will be 
held in Glasgow later this year and at a summit 
held earlier this month, world leaders backed an 
ongoing project to create a Great Green Wall of 
new forest stretching across the width of Africa 
just south of the Sahara Desert. When 
completed, it will be the world’s largest living 
structure. 

Research suggests natural climate 
solutions could potentially offset large amounts 
of the world’s CO2 emissions while providing co-
benefits for wildlife and people. 

In addition, these techniques do not require 
new technological innovations, giving them an 
advantage over some of the other types of 
negative emissions technologies that are still in 
their infancy, such as using machines to suck 
CO2 from air. 

Studies suggest solutions to the climate 
crisis that are perceived to be “natural” are also 
more likely to be favoured by the public, says Dr 
Bellamy.  “An extensive amount of research has 
taken place on public perceptions that shows 
that people consistently prefer things that are 
shown to be perceived to be ‘natural’,” he says. 

Tree planting offers the largest potential for 
offsetting CO2 out of the proposed natural 
climate solutions, research suggests. However, 

relying on tree planting to offset large amounts 
of CO2 could come with risks. 

A landmark report into limiting global 
warming to 1.5°C, the most aspirational target of 
the Paris Agreement, warned that planting the 
number of trees required to meet the goal could 
take up large amounts of land, potentially 
reducing the area available for food production 
and wildlife. 

“[Tree planting] may compete with other 
land uses and may have significant impacts on 
agricultural and food systems, biodiversity and 
other ecosystem functions and services,” the 
report says. 

Another concern with “reforestation” is that 
its potential benefits depend greatly on what 
kind of trees are planted and how projects are 
managed, scientists have warned. “Monoculture 
plantations” – forests with just one tree species 
– have been likened to “green deserts” because 
they provide little suitable habitat for wildlife.  

Some environmentalists have also pointed 
out that many countries are still grappling with 
deforestation and may not be able to protect 
new forests from destruction. A report released 
in January found 43 million hectares of forest 
and other critical natural eco-systems were 
destroyed between 2004 and 2017. 
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Among scientists, there is one negative 
emissions technology that has been at the 
forefront of much debate and discussion known 
as “bioenergy with carbon capture and storage” 
(BECCS).  

The first step of BECCS involves growing 
crops and then burning them to produce energy. 
This is the “bioenergy” step. The second step 
involves capturing the CO2 emitted by the crops 
as they are burned and then storing these 
emissions either underground or under the sea. 
This is the “carbon capture and storage” step 

As crops naturally absorb CO2 as they grow, 
it is theorised that this process would lead to the 
net removal of CO2 from the atmosphere. 

Many of the pathways that scientists have 
come up with to show how the world could limit 
global warming to 1.5°C rely heavily on the use 
of this technology in the coming decades and in 
their report setting out how the UK can meet net 
zero by 2050, the UK’s climate advisers say that 
some use of BECCS will be necessary to meet 
the country’s target. 

Despite this, BECCS is still in its early 
stages of development. A handful of projects 
have piloted the technology at a small scale. 
The Drax power station in North Yorkshire is 
among the first in Europe to be trialling BECCS. 

Scientists have also raised a range of 
potential risks associated with the technology. 
Like large-scale tree planting, widespread 
deployment of BECCS would require huge 
amounts of land for the production of the energy 

crops, posing a potential threat to wildlife and 
food production. 

“We’re really talking about potentially 
planetary-scale engineering,” Dr Zeke 
Hausfather, a climate scientist and director of 
climate and energy at the Breakthrough 
Institute, an environmental think tank in 
California, told The Independent. 

Scientists have also questioned whether 
BECCS would truly be able to deliver “negative 
emissions”. This is because the technology 
might have hidden carbon costs that aren’t 
taken into account, it is argued. For example, to 
create the space to produce energy crops, 
cultivators may have to clear trees from their 
land, which would cause additional CO2 to be 
released into the atmosphere. 

There are also issues associated with the 
“CCS” part of BECCS. Carbon capture and 
storage is currently costly and requires large 
amounts of energy to work. 

Sucking CO2 straight from the air may 
sound like science fiction, but is one of the 
negative emissions techniques being seriously 
discussed by scientists. 

Though the technology has not yet been 
shown to work at a large scale, various start-ups 
across the world are developing different 
methods for how it might work.  This includes 
Climeworks in Switzerland, a company that 
aims to capture one per cent of global CO2 
emissions by 2025 through the use of machines 
that are able to capture CO2 directly from the air. 

Advocates for “direct air capture” say that, 
unlike BECCS and large-scale tree planting, 
removing CO2 from the atmosphere with 
machines would require relatively little land. In 
addition, CO2 captured from air could be reused 
in the production of goods such as fizzy drinks, 
it is argued. 

However, the main drawback of the 
technology is it currently comes with large costs 
and energy requirements. One study published 
in 2019 found that, if “direct air capture” were 
rolled out on a global scale, it could require up 
to a quarter of the global energy supply by 2100. 

“It's got an economic hurdle to get over,” 
says Dr Bellamy. 

Some have also argued that further 
development of direct air capture, along with 
other negative emissions technologies, might 
lead to misconceptions about there being a 
“quick fix” to the climate crisis. This might, in 
turn, lead to countries stalling on their commit-
ments to rapidly reduce their greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

It is clear that there is no one technology 
that can act as a silver bullet for solving the 
climate crisis, says Dr Bellamy. 

“There is a bit of a debate about the degree 
to which we’ll need negative emissions,” he 
says, but the “motivation for doing negative 
emissions – which is that efforts to reduce 
emissions haven’t been going that well” remains 
the same. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

Devastation of Boxley Wood by Farmer Langley Beck 
 

 

AIDSTONE Borough Council has released pictures of the carnage a farmer is alleged to 
have wreaked within an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.  Langley Beck of Bell Lane, 
Boxley, Maidstone, has been told by the High Court to stop all work in the designated 

ancient woodland.  The council says he has been using the land as a dump to store and burn 
rubbish, cars, caravans and tractors. 

The pictures show a Transit-
style van left to rust, a skip full of 
rubbish with a pile of old tractor 
tyres nearby, wooden sheets and 
pallets pushing back the tree line, 
hardcore believed to be from 
roadworks and what appears to be 
scorched and felled trees. 

The photographs were taken in September 
2016. The council has been trying to stop Mr 
Beck since then but says he has ignored all its 
enforcement orders despite many visits. 

Frustrated officers finally went to the High 
Court last month and were awarded an interim 
injunction to serve on Mr Beck ordering him to 
stop anyone living in any caravan or mobile 
home on the land, which is also covered by a 

tree preservation order. 
 Mr Beck must also stop using the land 

which is next to the M2 motorway to store 
caravans, mobile homes, cars, storage 
containers, hardcore, rubble, timber, green 
waste, scrap metal or any other waste. 

The order also stops him from processing 
waste, enlarging the area, burning any materials 
and chopping down trees. 
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Improved Countryside Stewardship 
Scheme Opens for 2022 Agreements 

 
 

ARMERS and land managers are being encouraged to apply for Countryside Stewardship 
agreements to help them protect and improve the natural environment, after the new 
scheme opened on Tuesday 9 February.  Through Countryside Stewardship, farmers can 

apply for funding to improve their local environment – from restoring wildlife habitats and 
creating woodlands to managing flood risk. Following close working with industry, changes 
have been made to the scheme this year to broaden out the options available and make it easier 
to apply. 

Countryside Stewardship will 
eventually be replaced with the new 
Environmental Land Management 
scheme and by entering an 
agreement now, farmers will be 
best-placed to benefit from the new 
agricultural policy once it is fully 
rolled out in 2024. 

Farming Minister Victoria Prentis said “An 
improving and expanding Countryside Steward-
ship scheme is a great opportunity to deliver 
environmental benefits on your land and receive 
financial incentives for doing so. I strongly en-
courage farmers to apply for 2022 agreements. 

“We are guaranteeing that anyone who 
enters a new Countryside Stewardship 
agreement will be able to leave early in order to 
join the Environmental Land Management 
scheme once fully rolled out in 2024, so there is 
no reason not to apply today.” 

Following ongoing work with industry 
leaders and customer feedback, some changes 
have been made to the available schemes this 
year, including: 

• New options to help improve air quality, 
reduce ammonia emissions and improve 
water quality. Advice will be available from 
Catchment Sensitive Farming Officers to 
ensure these environmental actions are 
targeted to where they can best benefit 
priority habitats 

• An improved Countryside Stewardship 
capital grant offer, making 67 options 
available which can sit alongside a 
Countryside Stewardship Wildlife offer 

• New wood pasture options in the uplands, 
at payment rates suitable for upland 
application, providing a mosaic habitat of 
grassland, scrub and trees 

• The Countryside Stewardship capital offer 
to be available to Higher Level 
Stewardship agreement holders, where 
the options are compatible 

• Improved woodland options, including 
bringing bracken control and stone wall 
options into woodland management and 
combining Woodland Creation and 
Woodland Maintenance grants 

• Increased number of capital items that 
farmers can apply for using the Rural 
Payments service, covering water capital, 
hedgerows and boundaries and air quality 

• Expanded eligibility criteria for the upland 
option UP2 (management of rough 
grazing for birds), enabling more land 
managers to access this option and 
further improve the upland offer 

Following customer feedback, the Rural 
Payments Agency has further built on 

simplifications to the scheme and introduced 
more functionality to make it easier to apply 
online, simplified Mid-Tier options to make them 
easier to understand and changed the focus of 
Countryside Stewardship inspections for 
domestic agreements to support the delivery of 
environmental outcomes, offering advice and 
allowing things to be put right or paid on smaller 
areas without additional penalties. 

Rural Payments Agency Chief Executive 
Paul Caldwell said “It is easier than ever to enter 
into an agreement. We have worked hard to 
make CS simpler to apply for and for us to 
administer, which has seen the number of 
farmers who enter into agreements improve 
year on year. I’d urge everyone to complete their 
applications promptly and ensure that they don’t 
leave things to the last minute. 

“Countryside Stewardship is an opportunity 
to get into an agri-environment scheme which 
rewards farmers and land managers for their 
vital work to protect our countryside and 
enhance the environment for generations to 
come.” 

Farmers and land managers who are new to 
taking on environmental work or with expired or 
expiring Environmental Stewardship agree-
ments can apply for: 

• Mid-Tier – Farmers and land managers 
can enter five-year agreements for 
revenue and capital payments and 
Wildlife Offer revenue-only agreements. 
These grants will provide a range of 
management options and capital items 
together in order to help deliver on a wide 
range of environmental benefits. 

• Higher Tier – Applicants managing more 
complex land in environmentally signif-
icant sites, commons or woodlands which 
requires support from Natural England or 
the Forestry Commission. These are five 
or 10-year agreements. 

• Capital Grants Manual - for two-year 
agreements. This includes an expanded 
offer with 67 capital items now available 
covering boundaries, trees and orchards. 

Water quality and air quality items can 
also be applied for if you have a Mid-Tier 
Wildlife Offer. 

Woodland support is available. 
• Woodland Tree Health Manual and 

Woodland Management Plan Manual: 
These will sit alongside wider woodland 
creation offers available outside of 
Countryside Stewardship. The Woodland 
Tree Health grant offers help to restore 
and improve tree health. The Woodland 
Management Plant Manual grant helps to 
create a UK Forestry Standard compliant 
management plan. 

• Woodland Creation and Maintenance 
Manual: An integrated 2+10-year agree-
ment to help ensure trees planted under 
the woodland creation grant in the first two 
years of the agreement are maintained for 
a further 10 years. This grant is to support 
new woodland and its longer-term 
maintenance. The maintenance element 
of this scheme is not automatic - the 
customer would have to be eligible. 

The RPA announced in January its best-
ever performance which saw more full 
Countryside Stewardship payments issued 
earlier than before. 

Those new to Countryside Stewardship can 
find out more by attending farm advice events, 
with a schedule of local events due to be 
available on GOV.UK. 

Some items in Mid-Tier and the Capital 
Grants Scheme require support from a 
Catchment Sensitive Farming Officer. Check 
the scheme requirements to see when this 
applies. The Catchment Sensitive Farming 
partnership will support those applications that 
offer the greatest environmental gains in high 
priority water areas to improve water and air 
quality. If your holding is in a high priority water 
area, download and complete a Request for 
Catchment Sensitive Farming Officer Approval 
Form and send it to your local Catchment 
Sensitive Farming Officer, at least six weeks 
before the deadline. 
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EU Timber Regulations and 
England’s Felling Licences 

 
HE Timber and Timber Products (Placing on the Market) Regulations (UKTR) and UK 
FLEGT Regulations apply in Great Britain from 1 January 2021.  Felling licences for cutting 
down trees in England are changing. The approved felling licence document will no longer 

include a due diligence pro-forma for UKTR. However, felling licences will continue to play an 
important role in the timber supply chains, demonstrating that timber harvested in England is 
legally sourced. 

Operators involved in felling 
trees must not place illegally har-
vested timber on the GB market and 
must use a due diligence system to 
gather information on timber, in-
clouding its species, quantity, 
supplier, country of harvest and 
compliance with applicable 
legislation. Traders must continue 
to maintain records of who they buy 
timber or timber products from, and 
any traders they sell them to. 

A due diligence checklist template is 
provided by the Office of Product Safety and 
Standards. It indicates the information that 
operators need to record to demonstrate 
compliance. Please find the checklist template 

and other information on the GOV.UK page 
Regulations: timber and FLEGT licences. 

Did you know felling more than the number 
of trees or the timber volume stated in a felling 
licence may result in enforcement action? 

A felling licence for thinning woodland gives 
permission to the licensee to fell growing trees 
within a woodland or any larger sized group of 
trees. Thinning is a forestry operation usually 
carried out in 5-year intervals for conifer and 10-
year intervals for broadleaf. The purpose of 
thinning is to remove some trees to make space 
for the remaining trees to grow on and may 
include removal of poor form or damaged trees. 

Felling licences for thinning operations do 
not include a condition to restock, on the 
understanding that the volume or number of 
trees to be removed is limited so as not to create 
excessive gaps in the canopy that may require 
restocking. To ensure thinning operations do not 

require subsequent restocking, our guidance is 
that the felling operation must not exceed 30% 
removal of the canopy or 30% of the stand 
volume, evenly distributed across the stand, so 
to allow the canopy to close before the next 
intervention. If you fell over 30% of the canopy 
or volume, then you may be in breach of the 
Forestry Act. 

Prior to felling, if you find you need to fell 
more than 30% of the canopy or total volume of 
the stand, for example, due to a tree health 
issue, then you should consider applying for an 
alternative felling operation type, such as clear 
fell or regeneration felling; this licence will 
contain conditions for replanting or regeneration 
to ensure that woodland cover is maintained for 
future generations. 

Please contact your local woodland officer 
for advice or further information. 

 
 

 

T 

Welcome Two New Tree Wardens 
During February I had the greatest pleasure in welcoming two new Tree Wardens to our Network and 

delivering their introductory training.   
New recruit Tony Baker has joined John Applegate in Hemblington while Stewart Life joins Peter Croot and 

Michael Spinks in Coltishall.  That means that we now have 38 Tree Wardens covering 26 of Broadland’s 64 
parishes (with 5 Broadland parishes not interested in supporting our Network).  That is the highest number of 
Tree Wardens Broadland has ever had (even in the days when Broadland District Council ran the scheme) giving 
us 59% coverage of the district. 

During the Tree Council’s National Tree Warden Advisory Group meeting held via Zoom on 24 February, I 
was pleased to discover that this increase in numbers has been experienced in all regions of the UK as people 
decide that they wish to do something positive about their local environment.  Not only improving it but also 
protecting what they have.  Has the worm finally turned? 

I am hoping that in the future it may be possible for some of us who have “doubled up” in parishes, 
particularly the smaller ones, to cover one of the vacant parishes on their own.  When you consider that in eight 
parishes we have two Tree Wardens and in two parishes we have three, we could actually cover another 22 
parishes, thereby giving us 75% coverage of the Broadland district. 

As you know, I am encouraging us all to work as teams, helping fellow Tree Wardens fulfil larger, more 
demanding projects.  We could remain ”attached” to our existing parishes, but “adopt” another.  Indeed, I am 
currently doing that with James Cleaver (Salhouse) as we both cover Rackheath as we attempt to recruit a 
dedicated Tree Warden for the parish.  Do you fancy giving that a try?  Why not contact me to discuss the 
possibilities? 

Let me reiterate that we are no longer “Parish Tree Wardens”.  That ended with the closure of the Broadland 
District Council scheme.  Now that we are independent, the Network appoints Tree Wardens to parishes 
(welcoming those that parishes find themselves of course). 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/regulations-timber-and-flegt-licences
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/forestry-commission/about/access-and-opening
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Royal Forest 
 

An article published on Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia 
 
 

 ROYAL FOREST, occasionally "Kingswood" (Latin: silva regis), is an area of land with 
different definitions in England, Wales, Scotland and Ireland. The term forest in the 
ordinary modern understanding refers to an area of wooded land; however, the original 

medieval sense was closer to the modern idea of a "preserve", that is land legally set aside for 
specific purposes such as royal hunting, with less emphasis on its composition. There are also 
differing and contextual interpretations in Continental Europe derived from the Carolingian and 
Merovingian legal systems. 

In Anglo-Saxon England, though the kings 
were great huntsmen they never set aside areas 
declared to be "outside" (Latin foris) the law of 
the land. Historians find no evidence of the 
Anglo-Saxon monarchs (c 500 to 1066) creating 
forests. However, under the Norman kings (after 
1066), by royal prerogative forest law was 
widely applied.  

The law was designed to protect the venison 
and the vert, the "noble" animals of the chase – 
notably red and fallow deer, the roe deer, and 
the wild boar – and the greenery that sustained 
them. Forests were designed as hunting areas 
reserved for the monarch or (by invitation) the 
aristocracy.  

The concept was introduced by the 
Normans to England in the 11th century, and at 
the height of this practice in the late 12th and 
early 13th centuries, fully one-third of the land 
area of southern England was designated as 
royal forest; at one stage in the 12th century, all 
of Essex was afforested and on his accession 
Henry II declared all of Huntingdonshire forest. 

Afforestation, in particular the creation of the 
New Forest, figured large in the folk history of 
the "Norman yoke", which magnified what was 
already a grave social ill: "the picture of 
prosperous settlements disrupted, houses 
burned, peasants evicted, all to serve the 
pleasure of the foreign tyrant, is a familiar 
element in the English national story.  

“The extent and intensity of hardship and of 
depopulation have been exaggerated", 
observed H R Loyn. Forest law prescribed harsh 
punishment for anyone who committed any of a 
range of offences within the forests; by the mid-
17th century, enforcement of this law had died 
out, but many of England's woodlands still bore 
the title "Royal Forest". During the Middle Ages, 
the practice of reserving areas of land for the 
sole use of the aristocracy was common 
throughout Europe. 

Royal forests usually included large areas of 
heath, grassland and wetland – anywhere that 
supported deer and other game. In addition, 
when an area was initially designated forest, 
any villages, towns and fields that lay within it 
were also subject to forest law. This could foster 
resentment as the local inhabitants were then 
restricted in the use of land they had previously 
relied upon for their livelihoods; however, 
common rights were not extinguished, but 
merely curtailed. 

The areas that became Royal Forests were 
already relatively wild and sparsely populated, 
and can be related to specific geographic 
features that made them harder to work as 
farmland. Prosperous, well-farmed areas were 
not generally chosen to be afforested; if they 
were, they tended to lose the status fairly 

rapidly. In the Scots Highlands, a "deer forest" 
generally has no trees at all. 

In the South West of England, forests ex-
tended across the Upper Jurassic Clay Vale. In 
the Midlands, the clay plain surrounding the 
River Severn was heavily wooded. Clay soils in 
Oxfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Huntingdon-
shire and Northamptonshire formed another belt 
of woodlands. 

In Hampshire, Berkshire and Surrey, 
woodlands were established on sandy, gravelly 
acid soils. Marshlands in Lincolnshire were 
afforested. Upland moors too were chosen, 
such as Dartmoor and Exmoor in the South 
West, and the Peak Forest of Derbyshire. The 
North Yorkshire moors, a sandstone plateau, 
had a number of Royal Forests. 

William the Conqueror, a great lover of 
hunting, established the system of forest law. 
This operated outside the common law, and 
served to protect game animals and their forest 
habitat from destruction. In the year of his death, 
1087, a poem, "The Rime of King William", 
inserted in the Peterborough Chronicle, 
expresses English indignation at the forest laws. 

Offences in forest law were divided into two 
categories: trespass against the vert (the 
vegetation of the forest) and the venison (the 
game). The five animals of the forest protected 
by law were given by Manwood as the hart and 
hind (red deer), boar, hare and wolf. (In 
England, the boar became extinct in the wild by 
the 13th century, and the wolf by the late 15th 
century.)  

Protection was also said to be extended to 
the beasts of chase, the buck and doe (fallow 
deer), fox, marten, and roe deer, and the beasts 
and fowls of warren: the hare, coney, pheasant, 
and partridge. The rights of chase and of warren 
(ie to hunt such beasts) were often granted to 
local nobility for a fee, but were a quite separate 
concept. 

Trespasses against the vert were rather 
extensive: they included purpresture, assarting, 
clearing forest land for agriculture and felling 
trees or clearing shrubs, among others. These 
laws applied to any land within the boundary of 
the forest, even if it were freely owned; although 
the Charter of the Forest in 1217 established 
that all freemen owning land within the forest 
enjoyed the rights of agistment and pannage. 

In addition, inhabitants of the forest were 
forbidden to bear hunting weapons, and dogs 
were banned from the forest; mastiffs were 
permitted as watchdogs, but they had to have 
their front claws removed to prevent them from 
hunting game. 

Disafforested lands on the edge of the forest 
were known as purlieus; agriculture was 
permitted here and deer escaping from the 

forest into them was permitted to be killed if 
causing damage. 

Payment for access to certain rights could 
provide a useful source of income. Local nobles 
could be granted a royal licence to take a certain 
amount of game. The common inhabitants of 
the forest might, depending on their location, 
possess a variety of rights: estover, the right of 
taking firewood, pannage, the right to pasture 
swine in the forest, turbary, the right to cut turf 
(as fuel), and various other rights of pasturage 
(agistment) and harvesting the products of the 
forest. Land might be disafforested entirely, or 
permission given for assart and purpresture. 

The justices of the forest were the justices 
in eyre and the verderers. 

The chief royal official was the warden. As 
he was often an eminent and preoccupied 
magnate, his powers were frequently exercised 
by a deputy. He supervised the foresters and 
under-foresters, who personally went about pre-
serving the forest and game and apprehending 
offenders against the law. The agisters super-
vised pannage and agistment and collected any 
fees thereto appertaining. The nomenclature of 
the officers can be somewhat confusing: the 
rank immediately below the constable were 
referred to as foresters-in-fee, or, later, wood-
wards, who held land in the forest in exchange 
for a rent, and advised the warden. They exer-
cised various privileges within their bailiwicks. 
Their subordinates were the under-foresters, 
later referred to as rangers. The rangers are 
sometimes said to be patrollers of the purlieu. 

Another group, called serjeants-in-fee, and 
later, foresters-in-fee (not to be confused with 
the above), held small estates in return for their 
service in patrolling the forest and apprehending 
offenders. 

The forests also had surveyors, who deter-
mined the boundaries of the forest, and 
regarders. These last reported to the court of 
justice-seat and investigated encroachments on 
the forest and invasion of royal rights, such as 
assarting. While their visits were infrequent, due 
to the interval of time between courts, they 
provided a check against collusion between the 
foresters and local offenders. 

Blackstone gives the following outline of the 
forest courts, as theoretically constructed: 
● Court of attachment, sometimes called the 

Forty-Day Court or Woodmote. This court was 
held every forty days, and was presided over 
by verderers and the Warden, or his deputy. 
The foresters attached persons who had 
committed crimes against the forest law and 
brought them before this court to have them 
enrolled; however, it did not possess the 
power to try or convict individuals, and such 
cases had to be passed upwards to the swain-
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mote or the court of justice seat. 
● Court of regard, held every third year to 

enforce the law requiring declawing of dogs 
within the forest. 

● Swainmote or Sweinmote was held three 
times a year: the fortnight before the feast of 
St Michael, about the feast of St Martin, and 
the fortnight before the feast of St John the 
Baptist. It was presided over by the Warden 
and verderers, the foresters and agisters 
being in attendance. The first two occasions 
were to regulate agistment and pannage, 
respectively; the third was for the purpose of 
trying offenders before a jury of swains, or 
freemen of the forest. (The name of the court 
is sometimes said to be derived from swine, 
probably a misapprehension through its 
regulation of pannage.) 

● Court of justice-seat or eyre was the highest 
of the forest courts. It was to be held every 
three years, to be announced forty days in 
advance, and was presided over by a Justice 
in Eyre. It was, in theory, the only court that 
could pass sentence upon offenders of the 
forest laws. 

In practice, these fine distinctions were not 
always observed. In the Forest of Dean, swain-
mote and the court of attachment seem to have 
been one and the same throughout most of its 
history. As the courts of justice-seat were held 
less frequently, the lower courts assumed the 
power to fine offenders against the forest laws, 
according to a fixed schedule.  

The courts of justice-seat crept into disuse, 
and in 1817, the office of Justice in Eyre was 
abolished and its powers transferred to the First 
Commissioner of Woods and Forests. Courts of 
swainmote and attachment went out of 
existence at various dates in the different 
forests. A Court of Swainmote was re-
established in the New Forest in 1877. 

Since the conquest of England, the forest, 
chase and warren lands had been exempted 
from the common law and subject only to the 
authority of the king, but these customs had 
faded into obscurity by time of The Restoration. 

William I, original enactor of the Forest Law 
in England, did not harshly penalise offenders. 
The accusation that he "laid a law upon it, that 
whoever slew hart or hind should be blinded," 
according to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle is little 
more than propaganda. William Rufus, also a 
keen hunter, increased the severity of the penal-
ties for various offences to include death and 
mutilation. The laws were in part codified under 
the Assize of the Forest (1184) of Henry II. 

Magna Carta, the charter forced upon King 
John of England by the English barons in 1215, 
contained five clauses relating to royal forests. 
They aimed to limit, and even reduce, the King's 
sole rights as enshrined in forest law. The 
clauses were as follows (taken from translation 
of the great charter (Magna Carta)): 
● (44) People who live outside the forest need 

not in future appear before the Royal 
Justices of the Forest in answer to general 
summons-es, unless they are actually 
involved in proceedings or are sureties for 
someone who has been seized for a forest 
offence. 

● (47) All forests that have been created in our 
reign shall at once be disafforested. River-
banks that have been enclosed in our reign 
shall be treated similarly. 

● (48) All evil customs relating to forests and 
warrens, foresters, warreners, sheriffs and 
their servants, or river-banks and their 
wardens, are at once to be investigated in 
every county by twelve sworn knights of the 
county, and within forty days of their enquiry 
the evil customs are to be abolished 

completely and irrevocably. But we, or our 
chief justice if we are not in England, are first 
to be informed. 

● (52) To any man whom we have deprived or 
dispossessed of lands, castles, liberties, or 
rights, without the lawful judgement of his 
equals, we will at once restore these. In cases 
of dispute the matter shall be resolved by the 
judgement of the twenty-five barons referred 
to below in the clause for securing the peace 
(§ 61). In cases, however, where a man was 
deprived or dispossessed of something 
without the lawful judgement of his equals by 
our father King Henry or our brother King 
Richard, and it remains in our hands or is held 
by others under our warranty, we shall have 
respite for the period commonly allowed to 
Crusaders, unless a lawsuit had been begun, 
or an enquiry had been made at our order, 
before we took the Cross as a Crusader. On 
our return from the Crusade, or if we abandon 
it, we will at once render justice in full. 

● (53) We shall have similar respite [to that in 
clause 52] in rendering justice in connexion 
with forests that are to be disafforested, or to 
remain forests, when these were first 
afforested by our father Henry or our brother 
Richard; with the guardianship of lands in 
another person's `fee', when we have hitherto 
had this by virtue of a `fee' held of us for 
knight's service by a third party; and with 
abbeys founded in another person's `fee', in 
which the lord of the ̀ fee' claims to own a right. 
On our return from the Crusade, or if we 
abandon it, we will at once do full justice to 
complaints about these matters. 

After the death of John, Henry III was 
compelled to grant the Charter of the Forest 
(1217), which further reformed the forest law 
and established the rights of agistment and 
pannage on private land within the forests. It 
also checked certain of the extortions of the 
foresters. An "Ordinance of the Forest" under 
Edward I again checked the oppression of the 
officers, and introduced sworn juries in the forest 
courts. 

In 1300 many (if not all) forests were 
perambulated and reduced greatly in their 
extent, in theory to their extent in the time of 
Henry II. However, this depended on the 
determination of local juries, whose decisions 
often excluded from the Forest lands described 

in Domesday Book as within the forest. 
Successive kings tried to recover the "purlieus" 
excluded from a forest by the Great 
Perambulation of 1300. Forest officers 
periodically fined the inhabitants of the purlieus 
for failing to attend Forest Court or for forest 
offences. This led to complaints in Parliament. 
The king promised to remedy the grievances, 
but usually did nothing. 

Several forests were alienated by Richard II 
and his successors, but generally the system 
decayed. Henry VII revived "Swainmotes" 
(forest courts) for several forests and held 
Forest Eyres in some of them. Henry VIII in 1547 
placed the forests under the Court of Augment-
ations with two Masters and two Surveyors-
General. On the abolition of that court, the two 
surveyors-general became responsible to the 
Exchequer. Their respective divisions were 
North and South of the river Trent. 

The last serious exercise of forest law by a 
court of justice-seat (Forest Eyre) seems to 
have been in about 1635, in an attempt to raise 
money. 

By the Tudor period and after, forest law had 
largely become anachronistic, and served 
primarily to protect timber in the royal forests. 
James I and his ministers Robert Cecil and 
Lionel Cranfield pursued a policy of increasing 
revenues from the forests and starting the 
process of disafforestation. 

Cecil made the first steps towards abolition 
of the forests, as part of James I's policy of 
increasing his income independently of 
Parliament. Cecil investigated forests that were 
unused for royal hunting and provided little 
revenue from timber sales. Knaresborough 
Forest in Yorkshire was abolished. Revenues in 
the Forest of Dean were increased through 
sales of wood for iron smelting. Enclosures were 
made in Chippenham and Blackmore for 
herbage and pannage. 

Cranfield commissioned surveys into assart 
lands of various forests, including Feckenham, 
Sedgemoor and Selwood, laying the foundat-
ions of the wide scale abolition of forests under 
Charles I. The commissioners appointed raised 
over £25000 by compounding with occupiers, 
whose ownership was confirmed, subject to a 
fixed rent. Cranfield's work led directly to the 
disafforestation of Gillingham Forest in Dorset 
and Chippenham and Blackmore in Wiltshire. 
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Additionally, he created the model for abolition 
of the forests followed throughout the 1630s. 

Each disafforestation would start with a 
commission from the Exchequer, which would 
survey the forest, determine the lands belonging 
to the crown, and negotiate compensation for 
landowners and tenants whose now-traditional 
rights to use of the land as commons would be 
revoked. A legal action by the Attorney General 
would then proceed in the Court of Exchequer 
against the forest residents for intrusion, which 
would confirm the settlement negotiated by the 
Commission. Crown lands would then be 
granted (leased), usually to prominent courtiers, 
and often the same figures that had undertaken 
the commission surveys. Legal complaints 
about the imposed settlements and 
compensation were frequent. 

The disafforestations caused riots and 
Skimmington processions resulting in the 
destruction of enclosures and reoccupation of 
grazing lands in a number of West Country 
forests, including Gillingham, Braydon and 
Dean, known as the Western Rising. Riots also 
took place in Feckenham, Leicester and 
Malvern. The riots followed the physical 
enclosure of lands previously used as 
commons, and frequently led to the destruction 

of fencing and hedges. Some were said to have 
had a "warlike" character, with armed mobs 
numbering hundreds, for instance in 
Feckenham. The rioters in Dean fully destroyed 
the enclosures surrounding 3,000 acres in 
groups that numbered thousands of 
participants. 

The disturbances tended to involve artisans 
and cottagers who were not entitled to 
compensation. The riots were hard to enforce 
against, due to the lack of efficient militia, and 
the low born nature of the participants. 
Ultimately, however, enclosure succeeded, with 
the exceptions of Dean and Malvern Chase. 

The Forest of Dean was legally 
reestablished in 1668. A Forest Eyre was held 
for the New Forest in 1670, and a few for other 
forests in the 1660s and 1670s, but these were 
the last. From 1715, both surveyor's posts were 
held by the same person. The remaining royal 
forests continued to be managed (in theory, at 
least) on behalf of the crown. However, the 
commoners' rights of grazing often seem to 
have been more important than the rights of the 
crown. 

In the late 1780s a Royal Commission was 
appointed to inquire into the condition of Crown 
woods and those surviving. North of the Trent it 

found Sherwood Forest survived, south of it: the 
New Forest, three others in Hampshire, Windsor 
Forest in Berkshire, the Forest of Dean in 
Gloucestershire, Waltham or Epping Forest in 
Essex, three forests in Northamptonshire, and 
Wychwood in Oxfordshire.  

Some of these no longer had swainmote 
courts thus no official supervision. They divided 
the remaining forests into two classes, those 
with and without the Crown as major landowner. 
In certain Hampshire forests and the Forest of 
Dean, most of the soil belonged to the Crown 
and these should be reserved to grow timber, to 
meet the need for oak for shipbuilding. The 
others would be inclosed, the Crown receiving 
an "allotment" (compensation) in lieu of its 
rights. 

In 1810, responsibility for woods was moved 
from Surveyors-General (who accounted to the 
Auditors of Land Revenue) to a new 
Commission of Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenues. From 1832 to 1851 "Works and 
Buildings" were added to their responsibilities. 
In 1851, the commissioners again became a 
Commissioner of Woods, Forests and Land 
Revenues. In 1924, the Royal Forests were 
transferred to the new Forestry Commission. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Call to Protect 'Magical Marshes' 
up for Sale for £500,000 

 
An article by Dan Grimmer published on www.eveningnews24.co.uk 

 
 

 HAVEN for nature in Norwich has been put up for sale for half a million pounds and 
community campaigners are calling for whoever buys it to protect the urban wilderness.  
Sweetbriar Marshes, land next to the River Wensum on either side of the A140 Sweet 

Briar Road ring road, is home to birds, insects, amphibians, and rare flowers across its 90 plus 
acres. 

The freehold for the two lots are 
up for sale for £500,000, with Brown 
and Co, but community groups and 
nature champions are keen to help 
make sure the marshes are 
protected. 

The eastern parcel is a designated Site of 
Special Scientific Interest and much of the area 
is a designated County Wildlife Site. 

Lucy Galvin, chair of the Marlpit Community 
Centre, which is next to the site, said she was 
hoping the marshes could be sold in one lot 
rather than separately and to somebody who 
would manage it well. 

She said: "The city of Norwich is incredibly 
lucky to have these magical marshes within its 
boundary.  They have lain almost untouched for 
generations as they are too wet to intensively 
farm or build on and so are a treasure trove of 
nature, wildness and peace. 

"There is much scope to protect them, and 

manage access in a careful way which retains 
and enhances their special qualities.  It is 
important that the two parts of the marshes are 
kept together, and managed for wildlife and to 
keep this incredible natural corridor and 
beautiful untouched landscape.” 

In addition community groups are calling for 
anybody interested in helping to protect the 
marshes and anyone with stories of the marshes 
to get in touch. 

Liam Calvert, chair of the Wensum 
Residents Association, said; “Together with the 
other community groups in the area, we are 
calling for stories of the marshes and anyone 
interested in helping to protect them to get in 
touch.  We’d love to hear from you if you’d like 
to be part of protecting this wonderful haven for 
nature on our doorstep.” 

The river Wensum wraps round more than 
half the flood plain site and Jonah Toney, 
operations director of the Norfolk Rivers Trust, 
said: “The Wensum is one of the most important 
chalk rivers in the country with an amazing 

variety of wildlife including otters, kingfishers, 
brown trout and water voles. 

"To keep it a natural floodplain and a 
naturally functioning river is really important. It is 
rare and precious to have such a wonderful river 
in an urban environment.” 

The 26-mile Marriott’s Way, is just to the 
north of the marshes and Maddy Goodall, co-
chair of the Friends of Train Wood and Marriott’s 
Way community group said: “These wild 
marshes are an incredible sight for the many 
users of the Marriott’s Way and Riverside Path, 
and a key part of what makes this area of 
Norwich so beautiful. 

"They're also a remarkable part of the wider 
Wensum Nature Reserve, allowing many - 
including local schoolchildren - to see and learn 
about the area's distinctive flora and fauna.” 

People who want to share their stories or get 
involved with the campaign to protect the 
marshes should email 
sweetbriarmarshes@gmail.com 

A 
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It’s Time for the Government to Act 
on International Forest Destruction 

 

An article by Tessa Corina published on www.politicshome.com 

 
HE UK has announced a series of restorative tree-planting programmes at home, but we 
still play a large role in their destruction abroad.  In just 13 years, an area almost double 
the size of the UK – around 43 million hectares – was wiped out due to deforestation, 

according to the WWF. These figures come weeks after a joint investigation by the Bureau of 
Investigative Journalism, Greenpeace Unearthed, ITV News and the Guardian found that one 
million tonnes of soya used by UK livestock farmers to produce chicken and other food could 
be linked to deforestation in the Amazon. So, although pictures of burning rainforests may seem 
far removed, these statistics clearly demonstrate the UK’s role in driving this destruction. 

Announcements of tree-planting 
initiatives around the globe were a 
key feature of 2020. At home, Boris 
Johnson has reeled off several 
announcements relating to tree 
planting and restoration initiatives 
on British soil, and nature-based 
solutions have been centre stage in 
the run up to COP26.  

However, amidst this increasing focus, 
dialogue on deforestation abroad has been 
relatively muted by com-parison, despite being 
a major source of greenhouse gas emissions. 

When trees are felled and either burned or 
left to rot, the carbon that was stored inside them 
enters the atmosphere as carbon dioxide. 
Preserving existing mature trees can offer 
greater benefits to the climate than felling and 
replanting, as well as being rich in biodiversity, 
mature trees sequester far more CO2 than 
younger ones, offering irreplaceable ecological 
functions. 

As highlighted by Global Canopy’s latest 
Forest 500 report, governments, financial 
institutions and companies have made multiple 
major collective commitments over the last 
decade which aimed to eliminate commodity 
driven deforestation by 2020.  

However, two-thirds of tropical deforestation 
is still linked to commodities that can cause 
wide-scale deforestation (also known as forest-
risk commodities). As we enter the UN Decade 
on Ecosystem Restoration, and the UK seeks to 
become a global leader in the fight against 
climate change, calls are intensifying for the 
Government to be more ambitious about 
decreasing our contribution to environmental 
destruction overseas. 

January saw news that, following consult-
action last year, the Prime Minister is 
considering a ban on soya which has been 
grown on illegally deforested land. Through the 
Environment Bill, companies would be required 
to conduct due diligence on their supply chains 
and report on it annually.  

The Prime Minister also announced that the 
UK would spend at least £3bn of international 
climate finance on nature and biodiversity over 
five years, which includes support for projects to 
maintain forests and tackle the illegal timber 
trade and deforestation.  

Though these announcements illustrate the 

government’s understanding of the need to act 
on our overseas footprint, many believe that 
they have not gone far enough.  

Campaigners have argued that the 
government needs to recognise legal 
deforestation as a problem too, and that simply 
siphoning off a portion of international climate 
finance funds that were already committed to 
tacking the climate crisis is not enough. 

Action is required from other sectors of 
society too. Recent research has highlighted the 
unique role that banks could play to encourage 
an increase in supply of soft commodities – such 
as palm oil, soy, beef and timber products which 
are responsible for the majority of deforestation 
caused by commercial agriculture – 
that are deforestation-free or forest 
restorative.  

More businesses must take 
greater responsibility for ensuring the 
resilience, traceability and 
sustainability of their supply chains, 
but action must take place alongside 
engagement with those communities 
affected by deforestation, especially 
Indigenous peoples, whose 
knowledge and stewardship are 
critical to delivering real progress, and 

whose human rights must be protected. 
Though the government can be 

commended for their tree-planting initiatives, the 
threat to those rich forest habitats that already 
exist must not be ignored. If the government 
wants to lead by example, it must step up and 
go further to address the UK’s international 
contribution to climate change, and provide 
proposals that live up to the scale of the 
challenge.  

As the UK prepares to host COP26 this 
year, we must act to prevent the import of 
habitat destruction, and encourage other major 
economies to implement ambitious plans, to 
achieve a true global green recovery. 

T 
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The Amazon Lost an Area of Primary Forest 
Larger Than Israel in 2020, New Analysis Finds 

 
 

An article by Morgan Erickson-Davis published on https://news.mongabay.com 
 
 

HE AMAZON basin lost more than 2 million hectares of primary forest cover in 2020, 
according to a new satellite data analysis released in January. The authors say this 
probably eclipses loss in 2019 when 1.7 million hectares was deforested and is likely even 

a conservative estimate, meaning that the actual area of forest lost may be larger still. 

The analysis was produced by 
researchers Matt Finer and Sidney 
Novoa at the Monitoring of the 
Andean Amazon Project (MAAP), 
an initiative of a US-based Amazon 
Conservation and Peru-based 
Conservación Amazónica along 
with partners ACEAA in Bolivia and 
EcoCiencia in Ecuador. 

The data MAAP used for their analysis 
came from the Global Land Analysis and 
Discovery (GLAD) lab at the University of 
Maryland (UMD), which compiles preliminary 
satellite data on tree cover changes in the 
tropical parts of the world in near-real time. 
While GLAD data are subject to change after 
UMD crunches the dataset more thoroughly 
later this year, MAAP’s estimate for Amazon 
primary forest loss for 2019 ultimately came out 
low (1.3 million hectares vs. the final tally of 1.7 
million) “indicating that if anything the alerts may 
be conservative,” Finer said. 

In other words, the Amazon may have lost 
significantly more than 2 million hectares of 
primary forest last year, but even at 2 million 
2020 was likely a banner year for deforestation. 

“Across the Amazon, even though 2019 
made more graphic headlines with the fires, our 
early estimates indicate that 2020 was actually 
worse in terms of both deforestation and fires,” 
Finer said. 

In addition to a broad overview of the 
Amazon region, MAAP’s analysis looks into 
what’s happening on the ground in very specific 
regions. 

“Deforestation often gets very impersonal, 
stripped down to just numbers,” Finer said. 
“Here we want to highlight where this deforest-
ation is actually happening and what it really 
looks like” 

Brazil lost the most primary forest of any 
Amazon country, with much of this loss focused 
in the southern Brazilian Amazon along the 
agro-industrial corridor that’s become known as 
the “Arc of Deforestation” due to years of 
extensive clearing for cattle pasture, soy fields 
and timber. MAAP’s analysis reveals that many 

areas were initially deforested in the first half of 
2020 and then set ablaze in July and August, 
which follows the pattern of “slash and burn” 
cultivation common in the tropics. 

The analysis shows fires increasingly 
invaded standing primary forest starting in 
September. Such events were not isolated to 
the Brazilian Amazon region, with catastrophic 
fires breaking out in other parts of the country. 
In October and November vast fires swept 
through the Pantanal, the world’s largest tropical 
wetland, most of which lies in Brazil; sources 
say fires started to clear cropland grew out of 
control, and that the situation was fostered by 
weakened environmental regulations. 

For the second year in a row, Bolivia was 
racked by heavy fire activity. MAAP estimates 
the beleaguered Chiquitano dry forests in the 
eastern part of the country lost another 260,000 
hectares of primary forest cover. Once con-
sidered the planet’s “best-preserved tropical dry 
forest,” the Chiquitano is home to a bevy of 
wildlife, including the most mammal species in 
the ecoregion – 26% of which are threatened 
with extinction. 

To the north, MAAP shows a wall of 
deforestation advancing deeper into the 
Colombian Amazon. This clearing, driven 
largely by the expansion of cattle pasture as well 
as coca crops for the cocaine trade, is invading 

protected areas, including Chiribiquete National 
Park which MAAP estimates lost around 500 
hectares in 2020. Colombia’s largest national 
park, Chiribiquete was expanded in 2018 in an 
effort to better protect the region’s forest and the 
Indigenous communities and wildlife that 
depend on it. 

In Peru, deforestation continues in the 
country’s midsection. In previous analyses, 
MAAP found forest loss in the region was driven 
primarily by the expansion of cattle pasture and 
small- and medium-scale cropland. 

However, the MAAP team also found one 
“positive” note: a drop in forest loss in southern 
Peru. For years, gold deposits under the 
rainforest around Puerto Maldonado have lured 
hungry prospectors to the region, and an area of 
rainforest the size of New York City has been 
destroyed since 2009 as they dredged, scoured, 
crushed and sieved the earth beneath. But 
government intervention appears to have 
worked, with MAAP finding illegal mining-related 
deforestation in the Peruvian Amazon declined 
78% after a major crackdown dubbed 
“Operation Mercury” in early 2019. 

After years of forest loss, “gold mining 
deforestation finally wasn’t a major hotspot in 
southern Peru [in 2020] thanks to Operation 
Mercury,” Finer said. 

T 
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Why Keeping One Mature Street Tree is Far Better for 
Humans and Nature Than Planting Lots of New Ones 

 
An article published on https://theconversation.com 

 
 

HANKS to Victorian street planners, many British streets were designed to be full of big 
trees and, with 84% of the population living in urban areas, most people are more likely to 
encounter trees in the streets than they are in forests.  The UK is one of the least densely 

wooded countries in Europe (at 13% coverage compared to the EU average of 38%) and, as 
such, its street trees are even more valuable. 

This became all too clear as the 
UK first entered lockdown in spring 
2020, when many people spent 
more time on their local streets and 
in parks. Online tree app Tree Talk 
saw a 50-fold increase in users as 
people fell in love with their local 
street trees. 

They were quite right to do so. The wood of 
street trees stores carbon, while their roots and 
crowns support wildlife and slow rainfall, 
reducing urban flooding. Transpiration and 
shade from their canopies reduce temperatures 
in heatwaves, while pollution-trapping leaves 
lower the prevalence of asthma. 

If these ecosystem services were not 
enough, having trees on our streets reduces 
crime rates and improves mental health and 
wellbeing. One mature street tree can have a 
net ecosystem service value of thousands of 
pounds. 

Sadly, the UK has an unhealthy street tree-
felling habit. Up to 60 trees per day are chopped 
down to make way for buildings and 
infrastructure, such as roads or sewers. Felling 
rates could also rise as development 
accelerates and governments relax planning 
rules to aid post-pandemic economic recovery. 

It is larger street trees which are most often 
the victims of development because they are a 
challenge for city planners. 

Large species like London planes, beech 
and oak need expensive, carefully engineered 
tree pits to help them grow safely surrounded by 
concrete and to prevent their roots from pushing 
up pavements. Such costs are more than offset, 
though, when we value nature.  A single mature 
oak produces hundreds of thousands of litres of 
oxygen per year and supports thousands of 
species of birds, insects, lichen and fungus. 

Residents and councils regularly clash over 
urban tree-felling. However, when Sheffield City 
Council entered into a contractor programme a 
few years ago, which felled more than 5,000 
trees, the protests made international news. 

Councils are wary of street tree issues now, 
and often try to manage PR by claiming felling 
is mitigated by planting several smaller trees to 
replace each large one removed. When local 
authorities like Swansea City Council claim 
development will result in “more trees” they are 
of course right, but it is not the full story. 

Just as any child would understand they 
were being ripped off if given a 2p piece and a 
1p piece to replace a pound coin, removing 
large species trees and replacing them with 
small ones results in a net loss of ecosystem 

services. 
Joe Coles, the urban tree campaigner 

responsible for the Woodland Trust’s work in 
Sheffield, describes this as a form of green-
washing. “If we value green infrastructure to the 
same level as grey then large street trees will 
become far too valuable to lose”, he tells me. 
“Until there is acceptance that large trees, taking 
decades to reach maturity, have significant 
value – a fact based on scientific evidence – we 
will continue to see spurious but convenient 
assertions that higher numbers of small 
replacement trees are adequate compensation 
to facilitate development.” 

Size really matters with trees. The annual 
net ecological benefit of planting a large species 
tree is 92% greater than planting a small one. 
Mature street trees do everything from having a 
positive effect on infant birth weight in lower 
socio-economic demographics, to increasing 
resilience to major life events among people 
who live within sight of them. Consumers spend 
more on streets that are lined with large trees. 

Large street trees are the most valuable 
green infrastructure asset cities have and when 
that value is overlooked, disasters happen. 
Even winning the UK’s “tree of the year” 
competition in 2020 couldn’t save Hackney’s 
Happy Man Tree from being felled in 2021 to 
make way for a new housing development. 

More than 25,000 petitioners objected to the 
removal of the healthy, 150-year-old London 

plane, with even the developers admitting it 
would have been avoidable had earlier 
consultation taken place. 

There is hope for change in the form of tree 
strategies which set policies to guide develop-
ment and planning and which require 
community consultation. They are a valuable 
tool for stewarding urban trees for future 
generations. 

Bristol, perhaps the UK’s flagship green city, 
has adopted a tree replacement standard to 
ensure planting new trees meaningfully offsets 
the loss of carbon and ecosystem services 
where felling cannot be avoided. Tree 
replacement standards ensure an adequate 
number of trees are planted to offset each lost 
and quantifies the financial contribution 
developers must make if they choose to fell. 

Even tree-war epicentre Sheffield has 
moved forwards, bringing people together to 
develop a new street tree partnership working 
strategy that values street trees for the benefits 
they bring to people, the city and the 
environment. 

These strategies allow local authorities to 
mandate that developers value tree size and the 
total canopy cover in a city. The idea is to 
prevent the use of “stem counts” to hide the 
removal of large trees and their replacement 
with smaller trees that are less valuable in terms 
of carbon storage, ecosystem services and 
even human well-being. 
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Watchdog 'Satisfied' with Sheffield Council's 
Response to Damning Tree-Felling Report 

 
An article by Chris Burn published on www.yorkshirepost.co.uk 

 
HE Local Government and Social Care Ombudsman had given the council three months 
to respond to its recommendations from an investigation published in October which 
found the authority had misrepresented expert advice and acted at times with a “lack of 

honesty” during the city’s years-long tree-felling saga. 

One of the key findings of the 
Ombudsman’s report was that the 
council had incorrectly told people 
its contractor Amey would consider 
14 potential solutions to save trees 
before making removals when this 
was not the actual policy. 

However, it added that the council was now 
working in a “far more open and transparent 
way” on the issue, having engaged in mediated 
talks with campaigners that led to a new 
approach being introduced in 2019. 

The Ombudsman has now confirmed it is 
satisfied with the council’s response to 
recommendations made in the 25-page report, 
which the local authority accepted in full when it 
was published. 

The recommendations had included making 
an unreserved public apology, sharing details of 
how it would act more transparently in regard to 
its future tree strategy and considering how it 
can be more open and transparent across all of 
its services. 

Councillor Mark Jones, cabinet member for 
environment, streetscene and climate change at 
Sheffield City Council, said today the ruling was 
a “very welcome outcome”. 

“We accepted the findings of the report and 
recognised that our approach needed to 
change,” he said.  "Now we look forward to 
working with residents and stakeholders to 
deliver a future-proof strategy for the city's street 
trees and building on this new position by 
increasing inclusive discussions with all our 
citizens.” 

However, Paul Selby, from the Sheffield 
Trees Action Groups, said he feels that despite 
the ruling of the Ombudsman many unanswered 
questions remain about the conduct of the 
council during the saga and an independent 
inquiry is still needed. 

The Ombudsman’s investigation was 
sparked by a complaint by member of the public 
Alan Robshaw relating to the controversial 

removal of eight trees on Rustlings Road, 
Sheffield, in November 2016. 

The removal, which involved council con-
tractors accompanied by police officers arriving 
on the street at 5am, came despite the 
authority’s Independent Tree Panel 
recommending only one tree for removal. 

Thousands of trees were removed and 
replaced with saplings under the council’s £2bn, 
25-year Streets Ahead highways improvement 
contract with Amey which started in 2012. 

Felling work was paused in spring 2018 as 
growing protests against the work attracted 
international condemnation when dozens of 
police officers and private security guards were 
sent to support the operations and multiple 

arrests were made. 
The council also made attempts in 

court - in legal action that was “positively 
agreed” by then-leader Julie Dore - to 
have a number of demonstrators jailed for 
breaching a protest injunction, with two 
given suspended jail sentences. 

A new policy has since been 
introduced following lengthy talks with 
campaigners and hundreds of previously 
at-risk trees have now been saved from 
the axe. 

Cllr Jones said a new long-term 
strategy designed to sustainably and 
carefully manage street trees in 
accordance with best practice is in the 
process of being finalised. 

“The new shared vision, which we 

revealed last March, focuses on six outcomes 
that ensure Sheffield's street trees are well 
maintained and sustained now and for the 
future. We consulted with the public last summer 
and will use that feedback to finalise the strategy 
in the coming weeks." 

Mr Selby said: “I, and all street tree 
campaigners, are delighted with Sheffield 
Council’s future approach to street trees, as set 
out in the Sheffield Street Tree Strategy, drafted 
jointly with campaigners and independent 
experts. The council officers we are working with 
are brilliant and some of the best in the council. 

“However, they cannot airbrush away what 
happened in the past. There is no evidence that 
the council has learned any real lessons from 
what occurred. Freedom of Information 
questions asked in the autumn revealed that no 
Lessons Learned Review has been held. 

“Campaigners were taken to court for 
peacefully protesting. The council spent nearly 
£2 million pounds in court costs and contract 
delays, felling around £55 million of their own 
street tree assets unnecessarily, simply to meet 
contract obligations to have perfectly straight 
kerb lines. 

“I am a public servant myself, working for 
central government. If my own department 
behaved like Sheffield Council behaved 
between 2015 and 2018, there would have been 
a public inquiry called at the behest of the 
National Audit Office. I remain ashamed of my 
own local council who have done nothing to truly 
address the concerns set out in the LGO report.” 
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Mob Killing of Malagasy Officer Spotlights 
Risks Faced by Forest Guardians 

 
An article by Malavika Vyawahare and Rivonala Razafison 

published on https://news.mongabay.com 
 

 MALAGASY law enforcement officer was hacked to death by a mob during a 
confrontation over illegal logging 93 miles from the capital, Antananarivo, on 20 January. 
Two civilians were killed when another officer fired into the crowd.  The deadly encounter 

spotlights risks faced by those safeguarding some of the world’s most precious forests in a 
country where the grip of law and order is tenuous. 

Lahatra Rahajaharison, 41, a 
chief warrant officer with the 
gendarmerie, and three others had 
gone to the village of Amparibolana 
in Madagascar’s north-eastern 
Alaotra-Mangoro region to arrest 
suspected illegal loggers when 
they were ambushed. The village 
borders a community-managed 
forest. 

Madagascar, a mega-diverse island off 
Africa’s eastern coast, has haemorrhaged 
forests in recent decades. It lost 2,700 square 
miles of forests in just 14 years from 2004-17, 
according to a recent WWF report. With much of 
its woodland outside the bounds of legal 
protection, community management is often put 
forth as a desirable conservation strategy.  

At the front line of the struggle to preserve 
its natural riches, but at the lowest rung of the 
enforcement apparatus, are forest guards and 
law enforcement officers like Rahajaharison. 
While communities conduct forest patrols, they 
cannot arrest violators and have to rely on the 
gendarmerie, a military arm responsible for 
internal security. Attempts to self-regulate 
sometimes spark tensions within communities, 
many of which have traditionally relied on 
forests for everything from firewood to food. 

The regional office of the environment 
ministry for Alaotra Mangoro, DREDD, called in 
the gendarmerie after the local association 
overseeing the forest raised the alarm about 
persistent violations. 

The squad of two gendarmes and two forest 
patrolmen apprehended two men illegally 
logging in the forest. On their return to the 
village, they were accosted by a crowd of angry 
villagers along with some Zazamena, a 
Malagasy term for trained bands enlisted by 
community members for protection, especially 
against cattle raiders. 

Faced with an agitated mob, the agents 
released the two men. Despite this, one of the 
mercenaries attacked Rahajaharison with a 
machete, fatally wounding the officer. According 
to a senior gendarmerie official, the crowd 
attempted to snatch his gun and chased after 
the remaining three. The other gendarme officer 
present opened fire after his colleague was 
assaulted, killing two civilians. 

It is not clear what incited the villagers to 
turn on the state agents, but trouble has been 
brewing for years over access to the forest. 

Management of the forest spread across 

5,000 acres was transferred to Fivoarana 
Fitarikandro, a community forestry group, or 
vondron’olona ifotony (VOI), in 2017. “At the 
beginning, it had nearly 120 members, including 
residents of Amparibolana. Then, they left little 
by little and have become our adversaries,” said 
Mickael Razafindramaro, president of Fivoarana 
Fitarikandro. 

Nearly all of Amparibolana’s 300 residents 
continue to farm in the forest. “Almost half of the 
forest cover is now destroyed,” Razafindramaro 
said. “They destroy the forest for beans, maize, 
and rice cultivation.” 

The VOI repeatedly flagged the unlawful 
activities with the DREDD, and the accused 
were summoned to the DREDD office in the 
regional capital Ambatondrazaka last year. 
They did not appear. “We as forest 
administration, have to rely on the police for any 
intervention, and hence, asked the gendarmerie 
to assist us in bringing these people from their 
village to the court,” said Marc Behaja 
Rajaonarivo, director of DREDD, Alaotra-
Mangoro. 

The two forest guards and gendarme were 
captured and forced to kneel as they negotiated 
with the villagers, photos circulated on social 
media appear to show. Only when additional 
gendarme forces arrived were they let go. 

“This was not only about murder, but it was 
also like a rebellion,” said Njatoarisoa 
Andrianjanaka, commander-in-chief of the 
national gendarmerie.” The Zazamenas pretend 
to form a private security agency in the 
countryside. They pretend to be a little govern-
ment within the government, and they resist 
when they face the gendarmes who represent 
the government.” 

Government officials say they have “zero 
tolerance” for environmental crime, but the 
uneven exercise of power complicates matters 
on the ground. Cattle raiding by armed groups 
has led to heightened insecurity, especially in 
rural Madagascar, where much of the 
population lives. With the government failing to 
reign in the menace, groups like Zazamena 
have risen to fill the void, increasing the 
possibility of violent confrontations. 

The deteriorating law-and-order conditions 
imperil even legally recognized protected 
forests in the country. Most of them are 
managed by NGOs that also do not have the 
authority to arrest criminals and rely on 
government security forces, including the 
gendarmerie. 

While Madagascar’s protected area network 
has expanded significantly in the past 15 years 
covering more than 17 million acres today, many 
forests remain outside its fold. Because of its 
high endemicity, even small pockets of forest 
are believed to be of crucial importance for 
preserving the island nation’s unique bio-
diversity. Local communities often have even 
less power and resources than NGOs, under-
cutting their ability to take on outsiders 
exploiting forests in their care or aggrieved 
community members. 

“We have already warned that the perpe-
trators of these crimes will not get out so easily,” 
Baomiavotse Vahinala Raharinirina, minister of 
environment and sustainable development 
(MEDD), told local media outlets. “We refuse 
this type of treatment to our people who ensure 
the protection of the forest and the common 
home,” she said. 

The police made 21 arrests in connection 
with the case, including the head of the fokotany 
where the attack took place, who was allegedly 
part of the mob. The police have also charged a 
schoolteacher for a Facebook post that the 
police say incited hatred against gendarmes. 

It is not only state agents who face hostility 
in the line of duty; environmental activists in 
Madagascar are frequently at the receiving end 
of threats. Madagascar’s own record of 
protecting the rights of campaigners is muddy. 

Ten days after the attack, the situation in 
Amparibolana remains tense, with security 
forces stationed in the area to prevent further 
violence but some locals worry about what 
would happen once they leave. “The govern-
ment should create a military base in the area. 
Everyone should be stricter with the 
environment protection,” Razafindramaro of the 
VOI said. “Forest is a heritage to be left for the 
next generations.” 
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France on Hunt for Centuries-Old 
Oaks to Rebuild Spire of Notre Dame 

 

An article by Kim Willsher published on www.theguardian.com 
 

RENCH experts are combing the country’s forests for centuries-old oaks to rebuild the 
Notre Dame spire that was destroyed by fire.  The ferocious blaze in April 2019 brought 
the cathedral’s 96 metre lead and wood spire, a landmark of the Paris skyline, crashing 

on to the stone roof-vaults. 

Immediately afterwards French 
President, Emmanuel Macron, said 
the 850-year-old cathedral would be 
rebuilt by 2024, but there were 
questions over whether the spire, 
added in 1859 by the architect 
Eugène Viollet-le-Duc, would be 
reproduced with a “contemporary 
gesture” as the president had 
hinted. 

Last July, Macron announced the spire 
would be reconstructed exactly as it was. This is 
expected to require up to 1,000 oaks aged 
between 150 and 200 years old. The trees must 
be straight, 0.5 to 0.9 m in diameter and 
between 8 and 14 m tall. They must be chopped 
down by the end of March before the sap rises, 
otherwise the wood will be too humid. Before 

being cut into beams, the trunks will be allowed 
to dry for up to 18 months. 

Dominique de Villebonne, the deputy 
director of the National Forests Office (ONF) told 
Le Parisien: “This is about ancient forestry 
heritage, not 20-year-old trees, but those that 
are very old, including plantations ordered by 
former kings to build ships and ensure the 
grandeur of the French fleet.” 

She added: “At the same time as leaving 
other trees to stand for a long time, we are also 
planting new ones so future generations can 
create their own exceptional works.” 

A number of private forest owners have 
offered to donate trees to the reconstruction 
project. “It will be a matter of pride if some of our 
trees are used for Notre Dame,” said Jean-Paul 
Mével, who owns a 250-hectare (620-acre) 
forest in Brittany. “It also shows how our forests 
are well maintained and are an asset for the 
country.” 

Philippe Gourmain, of the forestry 
professionals group France Bois Forêt, who is 
coordinating the search for suitable oaks, said: 
“We will be using a little of France’s history to 
remake this historic wooden structure.” 

Work to restore the cathedral is not 
expected to begin until the beginning of 2022. 
Carpentry experts say rebuilding Notre Dame as 
it was will take 2,000 m³ of wood, requiring about 
1,500 oaks to be cut down. The cathedral’s roof 
contained so many wooden beams it was called 
la forêt (the forest). The roof’s support included 
25 triangular structures 10 m high and 14 m 
across at the base, placed over the stone vaults 
of the nave. 

Since 2019, work has concentrated on 
stabilising the structure and removing the 
scaffolding around the spire – which was 
undergoing renovation at the time of the fire – 
that collapsed and fused on to the stone 
structure below. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Misunderstanding Led to Cutting 
Down of Beloved Walnut Trees 

 

An article by Katy Sandalls published on www.eadt.co.uk 
 

HE cutting down of walnut trees, which led to widespread condemnation in a Suffolk town, 
was the result of a misunderstanding.  Mid Suffolk District Council has confirmed that 
walnut trees planted by the late headmaster of Stowmarket Middle School, Mike Arbon, 

on Walnut Tree Walk in the town should not have been cut down.  

Three trees were cut down with 
another two cut back as a result of 
a misunderstanding between 
Suffolk County Council and Mid 
Suffolk District Council.  

Highways teams from Suffolk County 
Council were called to the road last October to 
look at an overgrown buddleia which it 
recommended be cut.   However, the letter sent 
to the Mid Suffolk District Council did not specify 
which vegetation was to be cut back.  

When Suffolk County Council returned to 
the site in December the buddleia had been cut, 
though not by Mid Suffolk District Council.  This 
was not communicated to Mid Suffolk District 
Council. Instead, their team arrived in January 

and with no buddleia overhanging, thought the 
job referred to the trees which they cut instead.  

Mid Suffolk District Council said that it would 
be replacing the walnut trees during the 
redevelopment of the middle school site. 

Sharri McGarry, from Stowmarket Eco 
Futures welcomed that more trees would be 
planted, but had concerns about the actions 
taken. 

"This is also about communication with local 
people about when trees will be felled and why 
– trees have a community value, and their 
destruction causes community grief," said Ms 
McGarry. 

Jessica Fleming, Mid Suffolk District 
Council's cabinet member for environment and 
waste, said: “Following an investigation into the 
circumstances surrounding this issue, I can see 

that between Suffolk County Council and Mid 
Suffolk District Council some misunderstanding 
clearly took place which, very regrettably, led to 
two trees being cut back and three cut down 
along Walnut Tree Walk. 

"Extra procedures have now been put in 
place to prevent anything similar from 
happening again." 

Andrew Stringer from the Green and Liberal 
Group at Mid Suffolk District Council said the 
loss of the trees felt like a "betrayal". 

“We have in the past worked with the 
Conservatives to bring forward initiatives like the 
Tree for Life Programme that supplies fruit trees 
to mark the arrival of new-born children," said Mr 
Stringer. 

Mid Suffolk District Council later issued a 
formal apology

F 
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Mulberry Tree Campaigners 
to Take Council to High Court 

 
 

An article by Rachael Burford published on www.eastlondonadvertiser.co.uk 
 
 
 

AMPAIGNERS backed by Dame Judi Dench are taking Tower Hamlets Council to the High 
Court in a bid to save the East End’s oldest tree.  Developers want to move the Bethnal 
Green Mulberry Tree, which survived the Great Fire of London and being bombed during 

the Blitz, to make way for a block of flats. 

Edmund Bonner, who was 
Bishop of London during the reign 
of Henry VIII, is said to have planted 
the famous black mulberry tree 
more than 400 years ago in his 
gardens next to what is now 
Victoria Park. 

The tree was later incorporated into the 
grounds of what became the former London 
Chest Hospital, where it survived being bombed 
down to almost a stump in 1941 in an explosion 
which killed 30 people.  The picture below 
shows how nurses from the London Chest 
Hospital celebrate the tree sprouting three years 
after it was bombed. 

However, Tower Hamlets Council has 
granted planning permission for the site to be 
turned into almost 300 flats. 

Developer Crest Nicholson said it will dig up 
and replant the elderly tree at the front of the 
development, but campaigners say the move 
will kill the black mulberry, which is already split 
and scarred. 

Dame Judi said: “The thought of the 400-
year-old Bethnal Green Mulberry Tree being 
dug up to build a block of flats fills me with 

horror. 
“This pandemic has taught us that we 

should respect nature not destroy it. Please 
support the campaign to save the Bethnal 
Green Mulberry so that this beautiful old tree 
can live and flourish in the East End of London 
for generations to come.” 

The East End Preservation Society and 
chair of the East London Garden Society 
Geoffrey Jude have been fighting for more than 
three years to save the tree and have now been 
granted a judicial review to challenge the 
council’s decision to grant planning permission. 

They have raised more than £10,000 to fund 
the legal action. Those donating more than £100 
receive a cutting of Shakespeare’s Mulberry 
Tree, which was planted in Stratford Upon Avon 
by the poet in 1610. It was cut down in 1770 but 
David Garrick rescued a cutting which flourishes 
to this day. 

Mr Juden said: “After three years of 
campaigning, we are overjoyed that our case 
has been granted a Judicial Review by the High 
Court.  We understand there is currently a 
pressing need for genuinely affordable housing 
in Bethnal Green but we also recognise a 
responsibility to future generations. 

“The pandemic has taught us we must show 
respect for nature and in future we should avoid 
building densely-crowded housing. We want the 
development to be done in a sensitive and 
humane way – so that it does not damage the 
historic mulberry tree and the heritage of the 
hospital building.” 

Crest Nicholson has said it wants to bring 
the currently “derelict site” back to active use 
and there will be “extensive tree planting” in the 
new development. 

A spokesman said: “We are committed to 
delivering a high quality development, including 

affordable housing, public amenities and 
environmental improvements for the local 
community and strongly support the council’s 
approach to deliver much needed housing in." 

The mulberry tree will be picked up by the 
entire root base of the tree and “replanted it in 
its entirety”. Cuttings will be donated to schools 
and communities. 

A Tower Hamlets Council spokesman said 
the tree would be moved to the front lawn of the 
new development where it could be accessed 
and seen by the public. 

A spokesman added: “The council will be 
defending its decision in the High Court.” 

 

C 
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AONB, Woodland Trust, Residents and 
Parish Council Object to Crook O' Lune 
'Ancient Woodland' Caravan Park Plans 

 
An article by Nick Lakin published on the Lancashire Post website 

 
LANS to extend the Crook O' Lune Caravan Park near Lancaster have been met with many 
objections, and an investigation has been launched into whether the site is considered 
ancient woodland.  Carnforth based Pure Leisure Group Ltd had previously applied to 

extend the caravan park with 19 extra static caravans to the north of the site, together with the 
retention of earthworks that have already been done. 

Planning permission was origin-
ally granted by Lancaster City 
Council on June 1 2020, but Pure 
Leisure said that due to procedural 
issues on the council’s part, the 
company was asked to make a 
fresh application and the original 
permission was rescinded in July. 

During that period, it said that earthworks 
were undertaken on the site in preparation for 
construction, but ceased at the council's 
request. 

An investigation has now been launched 
into whether the site should be considered 
ancient woodland, which could affect any future 
planning outcome. 

Forest of Bowland AONB said the proposal 
within woodland to the north east of Eagle's 
Nest Wood will have an adverse impact on the 
local landscape character, in particular for 
residents and visitors travelling into the AONB 
along the A683 to the Crook o' Lune and AONB 
gateway village of Caton.  It said the proposed 
site will also be more visually intrusive from the 
A683 than the existing Crook o' Lune caravan 
park. 

"The existing caravan park benefits from 
good screening due to local topography and 
substantial woodland vegetation, something 
which is much less achievable at the proposed 
site," a spokesperson for the AONB said in a 
statement on the council's planning website. 

"It is noted that both GMEU (Greater 
Manchester Ecological Unit) and Woodland 
Trust consider the site to have many or all of the 
characteristics to suggest the site contains 
ancient semi-natural woodland.  The proposed 
development has the potential to have 
significant adverse impacts on biodiversity of 
the site and surrounding woodland and 
therefore is unsuitable for a development of this 
nature. 

"In conclusion, given the above comments, 
the AONB Partnership wishes to object to this 
proposal.  Finally, it is also noted that some of 
the site has been subject to earthworks 
(principally the woodland meadow/glade) during 
2020.  Should the council be minded to refuse 
consent, then the applicant should be required 
to reinstate and restore this area of this site to a 
species-rich meadow." 

Many residents have also objected to the 
proposals on grounds of road safety, visual 
amenity and the loss of habitat.  Some said the 

planning application was permitted by the 
council with very little substance or 
transparency and with a distinct lack of 
appropriate consultation. 

The Woodland Trust said: "This area of 
woodland appears on the first edition OS 
1:10,000 map and the OS Six-inch series 
published in 1847, 1895, 1919 and 1931.  The 
woodland is therefore of historical and 
ecological importance and likely to be ancient 
woodland. 

"We understand that a submission has 
recently been made to Natural England to 
assess whether this area of woodland warrants 
ancient woodland status, in which case 
measures must be implemented as part of any 
proposals to ensure Eagle's Nest Wood is 
suitably protected. 

"Until such a point that Natural England has 
concluded its investigation into the antiquity of 
the site, we request that this application is not 
afforded planning permission.  As such, we will 
maintain a holding objection to this application." 

The Greater Manchester Ecological Unit 
said that the submitted ecology report appears 
to have been undertaken after the clearance of 
the site has been undertaken.  It said that the 
site clearance was undertaken without the 
discharge of the relevant planning conditions 
related to a previous permission for the site, 
which did not take into account the ecological 
value on the site. 

However, Natural England said that the 
proposed development will not have significant 
adverse impacts on the Morecambe Bay and 
Duddon Estuary Special Protection Area (SPA), 
the Morecambe Bay Special Area of 
Conservation (SAC), the Morecambe Bay 
Ramsar site and the Lune Estuary Site of 
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), and has no 
objection. 

It added: "Natural England strongly advises 
that you take into account the views of the 
Forest of Bowland AONB Partnership when 
making your decision on this application." 

Quernmore Parish Council has also 
objected to the proposal.  It said: "This 
development, for the siting of 19 mobile homes, 
should be considered as a major development, 
will have a significant adverse impact on the 
landscape character and amenity within the 
Forest of Bowland AONB. 

"Such a major development is considered to 
be incompatible with the Policies included in the 
Lancaster Development Plan and other local 
Planning Policies.  The proposed development 

will significantly alter a natural meadow within an 
'Ancient Woodland' which should be retained for 
amenity and wildlife value. 

"There would be a significant impact on 
local wildlife.  Significant works have already 
commenced and have destroyed parts of the 
site.  The area needs to be reinstated. 

"The existing entrance to the Scarthwaite 
Caravan Park and other properties is 
considered to be unsuitable to cope with the 
additional traffic which will be generated by this 
development.  This junction is already con-
sidered to be dangerous and any increase in 
traffic will exacerbate the issue. 

"The Parish Council also questions whether 
there is a demand for additional static caravans 
at this location. 

"This development is unlikely to increase 
employment in the area for 'residents', will put 
an additional strain of local services, and will 
significantly affect the rural character of the area 
and impact on local residents and visitors. 

"Quernmore Parish Council would like to 
see this application refused despite the previous 
planning history of the site." 

David Owen, Planning & Development 
Manager at Pure Leisure, told the Lancaster 
Guardian: "Planning permission was originally 
granted by Lancaster City Council on the 1 June 
2020 for an additional 19 static holiday pitches. 

"Due to procedural issues on the council’s 
part, the latter concluded on 9th July 2020 that 
they wanted us to make a fresh application and 
rescinded the permission granted under 
reference 18/00463/CU. 

"During the intervening period various 
permitted enabling works were undertaken in 
preparation of construction.  All works ceased 
voluntarily at the council’s request. 

"The development land in question was the 
former home - a log cabin - and garden of Mrs 
Joan Whitehead, which is in line with both the 
original and current application. 

"There is a due process currently being 
followed and that is the correct and proper way 
to deal with such matters. 

"The application is the subject of input by 
various specialists and agencies and there is an 
established mechanism for the local planning 
authority to receive factual responses from all 
parties." 

The new application was received by the 
council in November 2020 and is awaiting 
decision by the planning committee. 
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UK Woodland Values on the Rise 
 
An article by Elisabeth Jeffries published on https://realassets.ipe.com 
 

OODLAND values in the UK might be rising partly in response to environmentally 
motivated pressures, a report suggests. Values rose by 39% to an average of £15,962 
per hectare in 2020 in a year of “astonishing” pricing, says the study by surveyor John 

Clegg & Co and forestry management/harvesting company UPM Tilhill. 

The market, which is small by 
international standards, saw a 58% 
increase in total value from 
£126.5m in 2019 to £200.18m in 
2020, the highest value traded on 
record. Forty of the 61 properties 
transacted were sold above guide 
price. Of these, the average price 
paid was 48% above guide. 

This shift is accompanied by a cluster of 
newcomers from institutional investment firms in 
a market historically populated by smaller 
entities and individual landowners. Economic 
conditions have prompted the search for safer, 
uncorrelated assets, of which forests are one 
example with an attractive profile.  

“Forestry investment can reach a 7-9% 
nominal internal rate of return,” says Ed Daniels, 
head of forestry at John Clegg. This provides 
one explanation for the attention from this 
group. Demand in the sector has thus 
increased, pushing values up. 

“Institutional investors have been slowly 
building up a position in the market,” says 
Daniels. “There’s lots of financial capital looking 
for assets with real returns. Alternatively, money 
in the bank is zero and discount rates are low. 
This is also an excellent opportunity for sellers.” 

Daniels envisages a slow transfer of such 
forestry assets to institutional investors. The 
lower discount rate suggests investors are 
attaching a lower risk to the investment, and 
thus willing to pay a higher price for the asset, 
he notes.   

Scarcity of land relative to buyer numbers 
has also played a part in rising values in the 
commercial market. Emily Norton, head of rural 
research at Savills, says: “Competition for land 
is affecting prices. In addition, more wood is 
needed for pallets in the freight industry 
because more products are distributed due to 
rising delivery services. This is increasing the 
value of timber crop.” Similarly, greater wood 
use in housebuilding has increased demand. 

Trickling into the conventional economic 
landscape affecting the market, however, is a 
rivulet of enquiries from organisations 
integrating ESG considerations into their 
investments.  These have increased numbers of 
potential buyers. Daniels sees three groups of 
investors affected by the carbon-sequestration 
function of the asset, some overlapping with the 
institution-al investment category.  

“Firstly, there are investment firms 
specialising in sustainability,” he says. 
“Secondly, there are very-long-term investors 
who keep their holdings for 25 years or more. 
Thirdly, corporate responsibility programmes 
are looking for carbon offsets.” 

The pension fund of a major utility, for 
example, has been looking at investing in 
forestry – an example of a newcomer in the 

second category in the UK. Of course, most 
drivers in the forestry market run counter to 
these ESG concerns.  

Olly Hughes, managing director for Forestry 
at specialist investment firm Gresham House, 
says: “ESG is not a core driver but is influential 
because it makes people consider allocating 
towards these markets because this has 
particular benefits.” 

Commercial woodland is grown to be cut 
down rather than storing carbon – although UK 
industry codes recommend growing two trees 
for each tree felled to maintain stocks. To 
incentivise carbon storage, the UK Woodland 
Carbon Code (WCC) awards carbon credits for 
plantation requiring change of land use, that is 
not existing forestry. To stimulate interest, such 
land purchases are accompanied by a tax 
incentive. 

The government has pledged to support 
30,000 hectares of tree planting annually by 
2025 to contribute to net-zero emissions by 
2050. Meanwhile, its new Environmental Land 
Management scheme piloted following the UK 
departure from the EU might also encourage 
new woodland in the agricultural sector. Such 
instruments could motivate longer-term 
investors to claim green credentials but, as 
Daniels points out, “existing funds invest in 
commercial forestry as an alternative real 
asset”. He says: “Government pledges don’t 
affect the commercial planting market.” 

New policies on asset manager disclosure, 
such as the Taskforce for Climate-related 
Financial Disclosures (TCFD), might also attract 
potential buyers interested in new plantation. 
These would look at the physical and transition 
risk that an existing carbon-intensive asset 
could lose value because of climate change, 
and consider ways to neutralise this through 
carbon storage. Such investors might wish to 
influence the development of forestry that 
further incorporates the carbon factor, and 

therefore push for new woodlands visualised by 
policy makers. 

Carbon pricing would help, as Olly Hughes 
points out. “What is exciting about the next 
round of planting is the value of the additional 
carbon storage, since credits are attached to 
new planting,” he says. However, he indicates 
significant barriers to delivering the scale of 
planting the government visualises. 

“An investor has to look at comparable land 
use value and consider the approval and 
planning process of changing land use. All new 
planting is a combination of commercial forestry 
and broadleaf and natural forest biodiversity 
habitat – a combination, not one or the other. 
The question is what is more appropriate 
where?” 

Moreover, calculating carbon values 
throughout the supply chain would be an 
intricate task. As a result of the new 
environmentally-friendly policies, there is, 
however, a sense that the sector has the 
opportunity to change paths. “We have seen a 
significant change in 2020 in how people look at 
this market,” says Daniels. Considerable efforts 
are needed before carbon values are 
systematically attached to transactions, as 
environmental campaigners would like. “You 
can add extra value through the WCC system 
but there’s an element of hope value at the 
moment. It’s early days.” 

Introducing the concept of natural capital, 
which accounts for carbon sequestration and 
biodiversity, into trading activities would 
certainly change valuations. But currently price 
shifts affected by ESG concerns are limited to 
conventional patterns of supply and demand, 
rather than environmental accounting. 
“Arguably it’s just talk, investment activity that 
may or may not prove long-term,” says Norton. 
“The role of ESG in the market is still up for 
grabs.” 
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Support Bex Cross 
 

HEN I recruited Bex Cross as our Tree Warden for Hellesdon, I had no clue just how 
good she would be.  She was bubbling with enthusiasm and I must admit that I worried 
if that could put people off by that.  In addition, some of her ideas were a bit “whacky” 

to say the least!  Bex doesn’t exactly look like your average Tree Warden.  For a start she wasn’t 
even born when many of us first took on the role!! 

Well, I am delighted to say that 
all my fears were totally unfounded 
and recruiting Miss Bex Cross has 
to be one of the best things I have 
done for Tree Wardening and, in 
particular, for our Network. 

Those of you lucky enough to have met and 
worked with Bex will know just how well she gets 
on with people … and also how difficult it is to 
keep pace with her.  Don’t try to compete 
because you’ll lose! 

Well, my Pocket Dynamo, as I like to call 
her, has decided that the COVID-19 lockdown 
doesn’t have to be a brake on her Tree 
Wardening activities – although she has still 
managed to plant more trees that most of us. 

Bex has decided that she can still raise 
funds for the Tree Council and has chosen to 
cycle 30 miles on 1 May 2021 dressed as a tree.  
Like I said, she does have some whacky ideas!!!  
Whacky or not though, surely she deserves all 

our support. 
Bex has set herself a target of £250 and as 

I write this on 10 February, she has already 
raised £75 of that target. Please visit 
www.justgiving.com/fundraising/bex-cross to 
support this worthwhile idea 

Bex has written the following message on 
the site. 

Trees do so much for us, not only do they 
provide oxygen for us to breathe, they help 
clean our air and store carbon. Trees are 
effective air filters and species such as the 
London Plane are efficient in filtering harmful 
pollutants from our air. Their roots provide flood 
control and prevent soil erosion. Trees are 
crucial for wildlife; they provide food and 
habitats. In addition, they provide us with shade, 
wind breaks and immeasurable benefit to our 
mental health and overall wellbeing! 

We need to protect trees! Too many are 
being cut down. We also need to plant more 
trees. The UK only has 10% forest cover, this is 
very low! We need the right trees planted in the 

right places. The Tree Council uses expert 
knowledge to ensure we are working alongside 
nature to plant, protect and care for Trees 
effectively. Working with nature to create a 
healthier environment for wildlife and people! 

Being a Tree Warden is a role that I love. It 
involves studying and surveying sites, 
communicating with different groups including 
local councils, planning and writing up 
proposals, staging community events, planting 
and aftercare. Our local Tree Warden Network 
has also set up and nurtures a bio-secure tree 
nursery and we are involved in TPO matters. I 
have seen first-hand the excellent work that the 
Tree Council and its national Tree Warden 
Scheme does!  

Trees are essential to wildlife and for people 
- for our mental and physical health. The Tree 
Council does amazing work to support nature. 
Please support the Tree Council! 

So go on.  Visit the site now and support our 
colleague and the Tree Council.  Please give 
generously.  You know it makes sense!! 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Allow me to Introduce Sarah Burston 
Project Co-ordinator for Broadland District Council 

 
ITH all the comings and goings at Broadland District Council these days it is somewhat 
difficult to keep track of who we should co-ordinate with.  Just who should we consult 
regarding help and advice?  Well, luckily Mark Symonds recently put me in contact 

with Sarah Burston who is Project Co-ordinator North, so please allow me to introduce her. 

Sarah joined Broadland District 
Council last August from Norfolk 
County Council where she spent 
eighteen months as Environment 
Projects Manager (Heritage) and 
was heavily involved with NCC’s 
Tree Strategy. 

Educated at Southampton University. Sarah 
gained a BSocSc, 2:1 Hons, in Politics and 
International Relations in 1996.  She then spent 
17 years with the RSPB, based in Norwich, 
firstly as Regional Fundraising Manager before 
becoming Eastern England Regional Projects 
Manager and then moving on to the County 
Council. 

Sarah knew little about Tree Wardens until 
Mark Symonds mentioned us during a 
conversation and he then recommended that I 
speak to her and explain what we do and what 
we have to offer in the way of assistance with 
her projects. 

What projects?  Well, Sarah has taken over 
responsibility for Broadland District Council ’s 

new country park being created between 
Felthorpe and Horsford.  That’s the project that 
Annie Sommazzi was managing prior to her 
move to North Norfolk. 

It's hoped the new 140 acre park will help 
bring people in and around the city closer to 

nature. 
Broadland District Council purchased the 

site from the landowners earlier this year, and it 
is hoped, when it's completed the park will be 
comparable to Whitlingham Country, in Trowse. 

The Council have £1m to spend on the park, 
generated from business rates, contributions 
from developers and the community 
infrastructure levy. The park has the potential for 
a woodland play area and various other 
activities such as walking and cycling routes. 

It will also feature various types of terrain, 
ranging from fenland to woodland to attract 
nature lovers.  Sarah has managed the initial 
planting and is now making great progress. 

I put her in touch with our Tree Wardens for 
Horstead and Felthorpe, Peter Harrold and 
Judith Specker respectively. 

Sarah recently staged a bioblitz weekend 
and is keen to repeat it, so if that’s of interest to 
you look out for further news in Broadsheet. 

So, on behalf of the Broadland Tree Warden 
Network and all of our Tree Wardens, I send a 
hearty (if somewhat belated) welcome Sarah 
and we all look forward to working with you.

W 

W 

http://www.justgiving.com/fundraising/bex-cross
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1000s of Trees and Plans to 'Rewild' Land 
as Arden Forest Plan Unveiled in Solihull 

 
An article by David Irwin published on www.msn.com 

 
NEW Arden Forest with thousands of trees providing a "continuous" wildlife corridor is 
to be created in Solihull.  A huge programme of planting is planned across the borough, 
as part of a project named after the sprawling woodland which once covered great 

swathes of the region.  Details of the ambitious initiative were announced last month and follow 
the council's commitment last year to plant a quarter of a million trees within ten years. 
Although a spokesman has confirmed the Arden Forest scheme was intended to help build to 
the 250,000 targets rather than being in addition.

 Laying out the vision, Cllr Andy 
Mackiewicz, cabinet member for 
climate change, planning and 
housing, said the aim was to create 
interconnected habitats across the 
borough. 

"It also links with our message to 
government on planning reform that better 
protection needs to be lent to Solihull’s green 
belt, in the light of the legal obligations we face 
on an ongoing basis to provide land for housing 
needs, and for development to have better 
green infrastructure. 

"To achieve this vision the council will work 
closely with residents and landowners to 
explore opportunities for tree planting and 
rewilding of land." 

Furthermore, he argued that the importance 
of proposals had been made even more 
apparent by how many residents had drawn 
comfort from green spaces during the 
lockdowns of the past 10 months. 

"Nature has been a lifeline for many, if not 
all of us, during the pandemic.  Now more than 

ever as part of our recovery, both economic and 
social, I believe we must invest in nature." 

The project will build on the work of the 
flagship Wildlife Ways project, which also put 
great emphasis on "linking up" green spaces 
which have become increasingly fragmented - 
creating problems for wildlife. 

While the Green Party, Solihull's official 
opposition, has welcomed more tree-planting it 
has raised concerns about whether there will be 
proper compensation for those areas of 
vegetation to be cleared to make way for 
thousands of new homes. 

Cllr Max McLoughlin, planning spokesman, 
said: "Tree planting is an essential part of 
addressing the climate emergency. My concern 
is that we won’t be planting enough, and we 
won’t see net gains in tree planting. 

"The CO2 just from the building of the homes 
in the Local Plan would need 2.7 million trees to 
absorb.  Just as important are habitats. We have 
to respect where established species are living. 
Changing an environment overnight can leave 
them nowhere to live.  I’m confident these issues 
will be addressed in time.” 

Further detail is expected in due course, 

with council scrutiny boards and the borough's 
independent Climate Change Commission 
expected to feed into the process. 

In centuries gone by, large parts of the 
region were covered by a massive woodland 
which stretched from Stratford-upon-Avon in the 
south all the way up to Tamworth, Staffordshire.  
Solihull was among the areas which would have 
been planted thick with trees before the creation 
of major conurbations.  In fact, the leafy 
surroundings are said to have inspired the 
setting of Shakespeare's As You Like It. 

Although as cities grew and populations 
expanded, much of the famous forest was 
cleared.  Today only remnants survive in smaller 
pockets of trees and field boundaries. 

Late last year, a planning committee heard 
that Cut Throat Coppice, near Solihull town 
centre, was a surviving part of the once 
sprawling green space. 

Memory of the forest also lives on in the 
names of businesses, buildings and villages - 
including the borough's own Hampton-in-Arden 
and Henley-in-Arden, just over the border in 
Warwickshire. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Proposed Felling of 114 Trees at Former Hospital Site 
 

An article by David Hannant published on www.edp24.co.uk 
 

LANS to remove 114 mature trees to make way for the redevelopment of a former hospital 
site have been poorly received by neighbours and campaigners.  Outline permission is 
already in place for a residential development on the site of the former David Rice Hospital 

in Drayton, with up to 29 homes permitted to be built there. 

Now plans have now been 
lodged to build 12 properties on 
part of the site, with the flexibility to 
be used either as six-bed 
rehabilitation units for people with 
onset dementia or three or four 
bedroom family homes. 

However, if they go ahead, the plans would 
see 114 trees removed from the woodland area 
off Drayton High Road included in the site and 
there are also fears a passageway planned in 
the layout will pave the way for further develop-
ment at a later date, eating further into the 

Wensum Valley. 
Michael Rayner, planning consultant for the 

Norfolk branch of the Campaign for Protection 
of Rural England (CPRE Norfolk), said: "It would 
be a tragedy to lose such a significant number 
of trees which home all sorts of wildlife.   

“We are also very suspicious of the way the 
layout could open up more of the site for 
development.  The woodland as it is a really well 
used and loved amenity which will certainly not 
be as attractive." 

Joy Ramsey, who lives opposite the site 
and is Broadland Tree Warden for Drayton, is 
also among those objecting to the latest plans. 

She said: "This valuable ecologically rich 

site will be decimated by the construction of the 
proposed buildings which are not in keeping 
with existing houses.  “People use the area for 
recreation.  It is a fabulous site overlooking the 
Wensum Valley. Removing so many trees 
would just decimate it." 

However, papers submitted with the 
application argue that fewer trees are set to be 
removed than originally thought and that 
additional greenery will be planted to mitigate for 
the loss. 

Attempts were made to contact the 
applicant and the agents for the scheme. 

Broadland Council will decide the 
application in due course. 

A 

P 
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Flower Power! The Movement to Bring 
Back Britain's Beautiful Meadows 

 

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

 
N a perfect summer day, the bees drone and a million flowers dance as a dozen people 
move across the meadow, cutting hay with a rhythmic swish of scythes. As children play, 
the haymakers pause for refreshments of cake and cider.  This would resemble a scene 

from a long-lost rural idyll if the scythes were not Austrian carbon-steel and the children were 
not identifying flowers on smartphones. After a century in which more than 97% of Britain’s 
wildflower-rich meadows were destroyed, meadowland is making a comeback. 

The miraculous properties of 
meadows – and even, improbably, 
cutting them with scythes – are 
being cherished again. The charity 
Plantlife has led the creation of 
5,000 hectares (12,000 acres) of 
wildflower-rich meadows since 
2013 – including 90 meadows to 
mark the 60th anniversary of the 
Queen’s coronation, in a campaign 
initiated by Prince Charles.  

Scores of grassroots meadow groups have 
also sprung up, inspired by everything from 
Poldark’s scything scenes to books by the 
Cumbrian hill farmer James Rebanks and the 
West Sussex landowner Isabella Tree. Wild-
flowers are returning to not just rural, but urban 
communities and this year, the government’s 
Green Recovery Fund will create another 500 
hectares of meadows, with trainee “meadow 
makers” learning the skills of meadow 
maintenance. 

Even Trevor Dines, Plantlife’s botanical 
specialist, was taken by surprise when he 
created his own meadow on a small field he 
bought near his home in north Wales in 2015. 
The field had been what farmers traditionally 
describe as “improved” – its grass fertilised and 
grazed so intensively that delicate wildflowers 
disappeared. The field had about 20 species of 
plant. (Many intensively farmed grass fields are 
now sown with just one rye-grass species.) 
Dines stripped off this sward to expose the soil 
and spread fresh hay containing local wildflower 
seeds from a flower-rich meadow six miles 
away. This “natural seeding” technique has 
been a key principle of the coronation meadows, 
of which his is one. 

Dines cut the grass once a year in late 
summer and removed the cuttings, because if 
cut grass is left on the fields, it cycles nutrients 
back into the soil, and nutrient-rich soils mean 
that aggressive grass species smother more 
delicate wildflowers. Then, last spring, Dines sat 
down to record what was there: 98 species of 
plant and, on a single day in late May, 2m 
individual flowers. They produced, he 
calculated, 1kg of nectar-sugar a day, which 
could support 83,000 bees. “The transformation 
has been absolutely astonishing,” he says. “I 
don’t think people appreciate the bags of sugar 
being produced in these fields.” 

Meadows are, as Dines puts it, “crucibles” 
of biodiversity. Up to 40 plant species are found 
in a square metre of chalk downland meadow. 
These plants support a tumult of other life; a 

typical suite of meadow plants provides food for 
1,400 invertebrate species. “Pollinators such as 
bees are really important, but it’s the aphids, 
thrips, grasshoppers, bugs and beetles living on 
plant matter, that’s the real powerhouse of 
biodiversity in these areas.” 

Meadows are crucial sanctuaries during an 
extinction crisis, but also offer numerous 
practical benefits. For a start, they are better for 
livestock health. If livestock eat species-rich 
meadow grass, they take in natural herbal 
medicines, such as bird’s foot trefoil, which 
reduces gut parasites. (Bird’s foot trefoil also 
supports 150 invertebrate species.) More 
diverse meadows supply more minerals too. 
“We’re giving our livestock a really nice varied 
diet, which is what they want,” says Dines. 

The name “water meadow” gives a clue to 
another practical function: valley-bottom 
meadows hold flood water (and new estates – 
often named after the meadows they destroy – 
have been foolishly built on them) and, Dines 
says, meadows excel at storing carbon; 
grasslands in Britain store more carbon than 
any other habitat. “What’s really exciting is that 
the biggest levels of carbon sequestration 
happen when you convert an arable field into a 
species-rich pasture,” says Dines. Once 
established, a meadow is a stable store of 
carbon; plough it up, and the carbon is released. 

Helen Baczkowska of Norfolk Wildlife Trust 
is another meadow maker. Working with 
farmers, she is restoring lost meadows by re-
seeding them with hay from roadside verges, 
virtually the last sanctuary for wildflowers in 
parts of lowland Britain. 

Meadows were celebrated by the 
Romantics. “Among the meadows hay cocks / 
’Tis beautiful to lie / When pleasantly the day 
looks / And gold like is the sky,” wrote the rural 
poet John Clare in the 1800s. Their destruction 
is often blamed on the “dig for victory” campaign 
during the second world war, but the loss, says 
Baczkowska, was because meadows ceased to 
have an economic function. “For a long-time 
grasslands were really needed to feed cattle 

and working horses on mixed farms in winter,” 
she says. Since the 30s, farms have fed grain to 
their livestock and, of course, moved away from 
horse power. “Even those meadows that weren’t 
ploughed up became in very poor condition 
because there was no incentive to manage 
them,” she says. 

During the second half of the 20th century 
and into this one, the destruction of meadows 
quietly continued. Now, however, Baczkowska 
sees a new awakening to their beauty and 
importance, and believes this has intensified 
since the start of the pandemic. “I’ve seen a real 
change in the last 10 years. People are looking 
more and more to what they can do on their local 
patch. Not just gardens but playing fields, parish 
grounds and commons. Pollinator strips and 
wildflower strips are so easy to deliver, and 
when people marry it with using local seed, 
that’s great.” 

Most meadow-makers buy wildflower seeds 
for the initial creation. However, Baczkowska 
explains, commercially produced seed is grown 
to be harvested on the same day, so new 
knapweed flowers, for instance, will flower 
together and go to seed in the same week. 
Hand-collecting local seed – as Norfolk Wildlife 
Trust does in partnership with Norfolk Farming 
and Wildlife Advisory Group, a charity run by 
farmers – gives meadows a much longer 
flowering season, making them more useful to 
pollinators, and more beautiful. “Keeping local 
seed types going will give you this resilience to 
climate change. It’s not just the diversity of 
species; diversity of genetics is really 
important,” says Baczkowska. 

The individuality of different meadows is 
their strength. On Landseer park, in the heart of 
urban Ipswich, wildflower-rich chalk banks 
created by the charity Buglife and an inspiring 
young conservationist, David Dowding, an 
Ipswich borough council ranger, are now home 
to scarce butterflies such as the dark green 
fritillary. Off the busy A19 between York and 
Selby is Three Hagges, a “woodmeadow” 
created in 2012 by Ros Forbes Adam, whose 
family has farmed the area for 350 years. 

Forbes Adam cheerfully admits she “hadn’t 
a clue” when she began creating what she and 
her husband originally planned as a new wood 
on a 10-hectare barley field. She obtained a 
Forestry Commission grant to plant trees but, 
crucially, also secured an agreement to make 
meadows on 40% of the site. What emerged is 
what ecologists call “wood pasture” or “wood-
meadow”, a mosaic of grass and woodland that 
was once widespread in ancient Britain and still 
occurs in Scandinavia and eastern Europe. 

More than 1,000 invertebrate species have 

O 

http://www.theguardian.com/


 
 23 

now been recorded, including 34 bee species, 
26 butterfly species and 43 hoverfly species, 
none of which were found on the old barley field. 
Three Hagges, which is open to the public, has 
been a sanctuary for people, too: there are 
school visits and 90 volunteers help manage the 
site. 

“My eureka moment of believing we had 
done the right thing,” says Forbes Adam, “was 
when Meg Abu Hamdan, who records butterflies 
here, told me: ‘When I walk through the gate of 
Three Hagges, I step into my 25 acres of hope’ 
and also when I held my first pygmy shrew, 
came across wood anemone flowering and saw 
my first marbled white butterfly.” 

Forbes Adam has since created a charity, 
the Woodmeadow Trust, which is advising more 
than a dozen other community groups and 
landowners on woodmeadow projects, from 
Yorkshire to London. “It’s really exciting that we 
are starting to inspire other people,” says Forbes 
Adam. “Our aspiration is a woodmeadow in 
every parish.” 

Can it really be wise to lose productive food-

producing fields to flowers though? “We have to 
look at the bigger picture,” argues Forbes Adam. 
“It brings huge numbers of pollinators to the 
landscape, which benefit all the neighbouring 
farmers.” 

Some rewilders may scorn this careful 
“management” for not allowing nature to run 
free, but Dines points to his results. “I started 
with a field with hardly any flowers. I’ve got 9m 
flowers on a summer’s day. Are you going to tell 
me that’s not rewilding? I’ve put the wild back 
into that field. Unfortunately I only own a few 
acres, but if every farmer did one little meadow, 
we’d soon bring wildlife back.” 

So how do you make your own meadow? 
If you don’t have a garden, join local groups 

(or your parish council) that manage parks, 
playing fields, church yards or school grounds. 
Encourage them to create pollinator strips or 
allow areas of long grass in summer. Many 
people still see long grass as untidy, but will be 
won over if it is filled with flowers and framed by 
short grass or mown paths. 

Any lawn or verge can be rewilded. Some 

remove turf and top-soil before sowing. Or just 
scuff up existing sward with a spade and a rake 
to make space for new seed. I use Emorsgate 
Seeds for native wildflowers, but if you can find 
a local seed source, that is even better. 

Add native yellow rattle seeds to lawns. The 
rattle parasitises the grass and enables other 
wildflowers to grow. 

Plantlife urges people to sign up to “No Mow 
May”. Ideally a wildflower meadow should be cut 
(with grass cuttings removed) in late summer. 
But creating a mosaic of long and short grass in 
a garden is best for diversity. Leave grass 
cuttings in a sunny corner for grass snakes. 

Every Flower Counts. Take part in this plant 
survey and Plantlife will give you your own 
personal nectar score, so you can see how 
many bees your wilder lawn is feeding. 

Wildflowers for the Queen: A Visual 
Celebration of Britain’s Coronation Meadows by 
Hugo Rittson Thomas was published by 
Wildflower Press on 4 February.  

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

'A World of Sound Opens up': How 10 
Minutes in Nature Reaps Rewards 

 

An article by Tim Dowling published in The Guardian 
 
 

IR David Attenborough’s latest advice for restoring our damaged relationship with nature 
is reassuringly straightforward. “One of the simplest things that you should do if you get 
the chance, when you get the chance, is just naturally to stop,” he told the Call of the Wild 

podcast. 
I am wandering through 

Horsenden Wood in far West 
London, looking for a good place to 
stop. Although it’s a tightly circum-
scribed parcel of nature – 10 acres 
in total and all that remains of the 
ancient forest that once dominated 
these parts – I am, in truth, a little 
bit lost. Walking in aimless circles 
will do that to you. I could not, at 
this moment, even point in the 
general direction of my car. 

Once I discover a place where I can’t see 
anything but trees – mostly oak and hornbeam, 
according to a sign I’ve passed three times – I 
consult Sir David’s instructions again. “Sit 
down,” he said. “Keep quiet. Wait 10 minutes. 
You’ll be very surprised if something pretty 
interesting didn’t happen within 10 minutes. 
Doing that in a woodland, if you haven’t done it, 
is extraordinary. Don’t get too impatient either.” 

I am a little impatient, because the log I’m 
sitting on is wet. Occasionally I have to pretend 
to look at my phone when a dog walker passes 
near, because a middle-aged man sitting by 
himself and being very quiet looks, I think, a bit 
suspect. If people believe I’ve just stopped to 
check my emails, they will be reassured: he’s 
only working from nature. In the meantime I train 
my ears to listen. 

The first thing I recognise is a firm bedrock 

of noise, a churning, white-water rush 
that underpins the whole symphony. 
This is the A40, about a mile south. It’s 
annoying, but also sort of comforting. 
In the 30 years I’ve been in the UK I’ve 
always lived within earshot of this river 
of traffic. Its sudden absence during 
that first, panicked lockdown was 
slightly unsettling. 

Next: birds.  Lots of them. 
“Speaking for myself, then you’ll 
realise how ignorant you are,” Sir 
David said, “how you can’t actually 
recognise what that birdcall is, which 
you ought to be able to, I certainly 
ought to be able to do.” 

My wife can identify many different birds 
from their calls. I, on the other hand, know the 
names of about a dozen common skirting board 
profiles. This does not, I can assure you, help to 
break the ice at parties. 

I do my best. I know the bark of the crow, 
and the cries of parakeets, but after 10 minutes 
a complex world of sound opens up, featuring 
calls I only describe: fluting tweets, short 
harmonica chirps, a distant swanee whistle, and 
the long, whining fall of a siren. That turns out to 
be an actual siren, a police car heading east. 

Then, finally, a woodpecker starts 
drumming in the tree directly above me. I’ve only 
recently learned that woodpeckers peck not just 
to drill for insects, but also to communicate with 
one another. They have no call but pecking.  

Sure enough, in the distance another 

woodpecker answers. I am reminded that I once 
saw a woodpecker pecking a metal mobile 
phone mast. At the time I thought he was being 
an idiot, but the sound was amazing. 

At some point the dominant birdcalls die 
down and a sub-layer of quieter birds can be 
heard from the undergrowth. I watch a squirrel 
dig for a nut that he clearly remembers burying, 
if not exactly where. Eventually, he finds it. 

I’ve spent more time in parks and woodland 
during lockdown than in any other year of my 
life, but always walking and always talking, 
because the outdoors is the only place you’re 
allowed to see other people. Sometimes I get 
told off for not saying enough, for falling silent 
and looking around instead of asking the kind of 
questions that mark you out as a good listener. 
However, this kind of listening – alone, on a wet 
log – I could get used to. 
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Dr Jo’s Corner 
 

The column by Jo Parmenter, our Tree Warden for Reedham  

 
 

Wildflower of the Month 
Common Sorrel Rumex asetose 

 
ILDFLOWERS are a little thin on the ground as we move into the coldest part of the 
winter, but luckily, Common Sorrel can be found year-round in semi-natural grassland, 
woodland margins and along hedge-bases.  Actually, although it isn’t in flower at the 

moment, this is an easy time of year to find it as it looks healthy, green and glossy when many 
of the other plants growing nearby are looking a bit tatty.   

The key features to look for are 
the habit, which is clump-forming 
(the closely-related Sheep’s Sorrel 
Rumex acetosella is rhizomatous 
and runs about), the large, broadly 
arrow-shaped leaves (don’t 
confuse it with cuckoo-pint Arum 
maculatum, which is pushing fresh 
new leaves through around now) 
and the taste.  

If you nibble a tiny bit, it will taste pleasantly 
lemony and, in fact, makes a nice addition to a 
salad, or that French classic cream of sorrel 
soup. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

W 

Please note that the Network’s 
tree planting budget for        

2020 – 2021 has now closed. 
No more orders can be taken. 
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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 6 (1308) 19 Millgate, Aylsham 17/08/2020 2 x Scots pine 
Appeal upheld 10/02/2021. TPO not 
confirmed.  Trees may be removed. 

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

28/09/2020 
All trees of whatever 
species. 

Confirmed with modifications on 
24/02/2021 

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 

2020 No 10 (1312) 92 Links Avenue, Hellesdon 14/12/2020 T1 oak Provisional 

2020 No 11 (1313) Redwood, 92 Charles Close, Wroxham 15/12/2020 T1 Wellingtonia Confirmed – 16/02/2021 

 
 

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 

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

20201760 
Land West of Abbey Farm Commercial 
Park, Church Street, Horsham St Faith 

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

21/09/2020 

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 

20202120 
Field adjacent to Church Road, Little 
Witchingham 

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

Approved 

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. 

Withdrawn 

20202266 
Land at Haveringland Hall Park, 
Haveringland 

TPO 

T1 stand of leylandii - fell. Hedge has not been managed and 
has become too large for the space. There are also some gas 
pipes running under them that need to be sorted. I've suggested 
a native hedge to be put nearby. 

Withdrawn 
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20202284 
The Cottage, 148 Thunder Lane, Thorpe 
St Andrew 

TOP 
T1 multi-stemmed beech - carry out 20% crown reduction and 
10% crown thin.                                                                                       
T2 beech- carry out 20% crown reduction and 10%crown thin.  

Approved 

20202300 Oak House, 16A Hurn Road, Drayton TPO 

T1 pine - reduce crown spread to SE/SW direction to allow 4m 
clearance from property and interference of neighbouring 
property and reduce shading. Re-balance complete crown 
including over the road.                                                                  
T10 oak - tidy split limbs back to nearest growth points. 

Approved 

20202322 6 Bulwer Road, Buxton TPO 
T1 oak - reduce crown by 3-3.5m to reduce weight and to create 
a smaller crown. Current height 12m, current spread 16m-18m. 

Approved 

20202323 Forge Cottage, Beech Road, Wroxham 211 
T1 chestnut - reduce height by 3-3.5m and remove epicormic 
growth.  Current height 16m.                                                             
T2 holly – remove. 

Approved 

20202327 3 Bulwer Close, Buxton TPO 
T1 yew - crown reduce 2-2.5m. Current height 9.5m and spread 
8m. 

Approved 

20202406 33 Church Road, Cantley TPO 
G1 row of limes behind 4 Oak Tree Close - reduce height from 
18m to 10m. 

Refused 

20202409 Grafters Lodge, Marsh Road, Halvergate 211 Removal of tree numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 & 7. Approved 

20202411 32 Carter Road, Drayton TPO 
T1 silver birch - crown lift to 4.5m and reduce limbs towards 26 
Bone Road by 1.5m, from spread of 5m to 3.5m. 

Approved 

20210014 
Broadland Business Park, Old Chapel 
Way, Postwick 

TPO 
T3927 oak - reduce in height by ⅓ of height on previous pollard.                                                                                              
T3892 lime - reduce back to approx0.5m below previous 
reduction point to remove decayed area in main stem. 

Approved 

20210016 6B Westbourne Road, Coltishall TPO 

T1 to T7 common limes Tilia europea - large and mature.  
Reduce by 2-3m over extended limbs from 8-9m to 6m in line 
with previous reduction points. Removal of deadwood & 10% 
crown thin.                                                                                         
T8 common lime Tilia europea – fell.                                               
T9 to T14 common limes Tilia europea -- pollard back to 
previous growth / pruning points, leaving some secondary 
canopy to provide screening for neighbouring property                  
G2 - selective reduction of over-extended branches on group of 
3 silver birch in order to maintain healthy shape and form and 
provide clearance from structures. 

20/01/2021 

20210034 5 The Meadows, Aylsham TPO 
T1 oak - remove epicormic growth on main structural hubs and 
stem to clear roof of the neighbouring property by approx 2-3m 
by removal of the droppers. 

Approved 

20210046 
St Mary's Church, The Street, South 
Walsham 

TPO 
T2 sycamore - remove deadwood and crossing branches. Raise 
canopy to 4m. (T1 sycamore - permission granted) 

Approved 

20210063 4A The Street, Brundall TPO 

T1 beech in G4 - current dimensions 19x8m; reduce all sides to 
6.5m.                                                                                                
T2 beech in G4 - current dimensions 11x6m; reduce all sides by 
1.5m. 

Approved 

20210065 4 The Street, Brundall TPO 
G3 lime x 4 - re-pollard from 8x3m to approximately 4m in height 
to facilitate more light to properties 

Approved 

20210073 66 Woodland Drive, Old Catton TPO Birch – fell. Approved 

20210079 
Keys Hill Lodge, Keys Hill Drive, 
Wroxham 

211 
T1 oak - reduce stem from 13-14m in height to 7-8m to prevent 
failure and it falling into driveway of no.51 

Approved 

20210080 Spindrift, 20 Lower Street, Salhouse 211 
T1 holly – remove,                                                                          
T2 fir - current height 7-8m and spread 5m, reduce crown by 1-
1.5m to shape and balance and crown raise to 3-3.5m. 

Approved 

20210082 
The Hollies, 13 Parkside Drive, Old 
Catton 

211 
Leylandii - current approx height 20m, reduce to a height of 6m. 
Holly - fell and re-plant. 

Approved 

20210092 
Garth En Wold, 36 Woodland Drive, 
Thorpe End 

211 

T1 silver birch - remove 2/3 branches hanging towards property. 
T2 holly - reduce height to 2m approx.                                           
T3 hedge - dying, remove and replace.                                             
T4 horse chestnut – remove 

Approved 

20210094 Benvenuto, 24 Lower Street, Salhouse 211 

Oak - carry out a 4-6m crown reduction to help reduce future 
wind damage. To raise crown by 5m to remove epicormic 
regrowth and excessive shading. To remove limb on south side 
to balance tree and avoid splitting in heavy winds. 

Approved 

20210100 1 Kingsdale, Lingwood TPO 

T1 oak - height 25m.  Reduce longer laterals by 2-3m and 
remove larger diameter deadwood. Crown radius currently 7m.                                     
T2 oak - current height 25m.  Tip back southern side by approx 
2-3m and remove all damaged and larger diameter deadwood. 
Crown radius 6.5m. 

20/01/2021 
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20210101 15 Earnshaw Court, Thorpe St Andrew 211 

T1 whitebeam – 1.5m crown reduction and crown lift to 3m to 
reduce impact on parking, neighbouring building and garden all. 
Current spread 5m reduce to 3m.                                                     
T2 cherry – 2.5m reduction of northern portion of crown over 
close/ parking area in order to provide adequate clearance for 
vehicles. Current spread 5m reduce to 3m.                                   
T3 sycamore - crown lift to 6m and reduce western portion of 
tree by 1.5m in order to balance slight crown bias caused by 
suppression from neighbouring tree and to reduce impact of 
excessive shading and conflict on garden and outbuilding. 
Current spread on western portion of crown 7m reduce to 5.5m. 

Approved 

20210102 
The Old Hermitage, 36A High Street, 
Coltishall 

211 T2 & T2 sycamores - re-pollard. Approved 

20210112 
1 The Stables, Hospital Road, Little 
Plumstead 

TPO 

T1 & T2 sycamore – fell.                                                                
T3 sweet chestnut - reduce over-extended branch on south-
easterly side of crown by 2m (from 7m to 5m) in order to reduce 
end loading. 

21/01/2021 

20210113 Ollands Farm, Ollands Lane, Heydon 211 

T1 oak – fell.                                                                                      
T2 cherry - remove overgrown hedging plants from internal of the 
tree. Current height approx 9m.                                                  
T3 beech - crown lift to 2.5m, remove two branches. Current 
height approx 17m.                                                                           
T4 hawthorn - fell. Current height approx 4.5m.                                 
G1 roadside trees x 12 mainly ash - crown clean, crown raise 
paddock side by approx 3m and roadside to approx 4m. Remove 
intertwined overgrown hedge growth and fell one tree with ash 
die back. Current varying heights from approx 6m to 18m. 

Approved 

20210115 Rasdens, The Street, Halvergate 211 Crab apple - pollard to 2.5 m. Approved 

20210119 15 Birchwood, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 

T1 oak - 1.5m reduction of eastern, northern and southern 
portions of crown and a 2.5m reduction on lower scaffold branch 
growing on western portion of crown with a focus on reducing 
end loading to alleviate the chances of failure to give a height of 
18.5m and crown spread of 14.5m (current height 20m and 
spread 17m). Pruning of storm damaged branches back to 
parent unions. 

Approved 

20210120 16 Birchwood, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 

T1 silver birch - crown lift to 2.5m and reduce over extended 
branches by 1.5m.                                                                         
T2 Norway maple - reduce over extended branches by 2m.          
T3 oak - prune back storm damaged branches to parent unions. 
Reduce over extended branch on south-eastern portion of crown 
by 2m and reduce northern portion of crown by 1.5m in order to 
reduce the increased exposure caused by storm damage.          
T4 cherry - reduce northern portion of crown by 1m in order to 
balance the crown and alleviate conflict with neighbouring 
Portuguese laurel.                                                                        
T5 Prunus spp - reduce extremities on southern and north-
eastern portions of crown by 2m back to parent branch unions. 

Approved 

21210124 Ridge Cottage, Beech Road, Wroxham 211 T1 hazel - current height 6.5m, reduce by 2-2.5m. Approved 

20210136 21 Broadgate, Taverham TPO 
TP8 & TP9 oaks - to be lopped, as per the work to TP7 in same 
row adjacent to Fakenham Road. 

25/01/2021 

21210137 
Edgewood, 16 South Avenue, Thorpe St 
Andrew 

TPO 

T1 Douglas fir - reduce extremities of crown by 2-3m, crown 
clean, remove a maximum of 10% of branches making sure no 
major branches are removed and left for natural bracing, removal 
of major deadwood and pruning of snapped out branches back 
to parent unions/main stem. 

Approved 

21210144 
Sir George Morse Park, Laundry Lane, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO 
T5 oak - crown lift of 3m, retrenchment by drop crotching of 
branches of 2m (average branch length of 9m) and crown thin to 
a maximum of 15%. 

Approved 

20210147 16 Gowing Road, Hellesdon TPO 
T1 beech - reduce height by 20% from 10.5m to 8.5m and width 
12m to 9.7m. 

20/01/2021 

20210148 101 The Paddocks, Old Catton TPO Oak - reduce overhanging branches by 1-2m. 20/01/2021 

20210149 1 Manor Close, Buxton TPO Sycamore - reduce by 2-3m about 8 branches. 20/01/2021 

20210150 14 Harvey Lane, Thorpe St Andrew 211 

T1 holly - reduce height by 20% from 10.5m & width 4.5m to 
height 8.5m and width 3.6m.                                                             
T3 oak reduce height by 40% from 10.5m & width 7.5m to 
height 6m and width 4.3m. 
T4 sycamore crown lift to 6m to remove low lateral limb 
overhanging Harvey Lane 

Approved 
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20210151 101 Fakenham Road, Taverham TPO 

T1 birch - reduce by 20% height from 12m to 9.7m and width 
from 7.5m 6m. Reduce large secondary limb by 50%, removing 
around 3.6m in length.                                                                      
T2 birch – fell. 

20/01/2021 

20210152 Grove House, Blickling Road, Aylsham 211 

Oak - reduce by approx 2.5m (height and spread is approx 25m) 
Lateral limbs to be reduced by 2.5m approx. Sympathetically re-
shape crown to maintain amenity value. Remove deadwood.          
Conifer in rear garden - reduce height from 15m to 12m approx. 

Approved 

20210154 26 Mayton Avenue, Frettenham TPO T2 oak – fell. 20/01/2021 

20210157 
The Stables, Ranworth Road, South 
Walsham 

TPO 

T1 & T2 oaks -crown raise to 7m to allow traffic / plant to pass 
through without causing damage. Crown clean and deadwood. 
Reduce lower and middle lateral branches on northern side of 
crown from 7m to 5m to balance out crown, reduce risk of 
damage on adjacent buildings and residents’ vehicles. 
(Branches have snapped and fallen on building in the past).        
T2 oak - dismantle and fell due to excessive rot in main union. 
One major limb has already failed, leaving two precarious limbs. 
The heartwood was found to be extremely dry and rotten. The 
residual wall has, in parts, failed. Ganoderma spp are present. 

27/01/2021 

20210165 Burgh House, Burgh Road, Aylsham 211 
T1 & T2 sycamores - reduce lateral limbs by approx 2.5m from 
adjoining property to suitable pruning points. Limbs are currently 
approx 4-6m long. 

Approved 

20210167 
First Taverham Scout Headquarters, 
Sandy Lane, Taverham 

TPO 

T1 goat willow - pollard adjacent to neighbours’ property. Current 
height approx 9m.                                                                       
T2 beech - cut back low branch overhanging neighbours’ garage 
T3 sycamore - clear fallen tree.                                                    
T4 cherry – fell.                                                                           
T5 oak - reduce lower branch overhanging doctors’ surgery.         
T6 oak - reduce lower branch overhanging car park. 

26/01/2021 

20210171 13 Birch Court, Sprowston TPO 

T1 oak - reduce northern and western portions of crown by a 
maximum of 3m from a radius of 7m to 4m due to extensive 
dieback, remove all unstable deadwood, reduce larger pieces of 
deadwood back to safe habitat stubs. Current height 12m.         
T2 pine - crown lift to 5m in order to alleviate impact on garden. 

Approved 

20210187 Holly Gate, Mill Hill, Salhouse TPO 
H1 holly - current height 8m, reduce and cut back hedge to 4m. 
T1 Eucalyptus - current height 16m, crown reduction to 7m. 

02/02/2021 

20210188 50 Springfield Road, Taverham TPO Silver birch – fell. 01/02/2021 

20210189 21 Blacksmiths Way, Old Catton YPO 

T1 oak - current measurements: trunk Dbh 1.8m, canopy height 
18m, canopy spread east-west 15m & canopy spread north-
south 15m. Remove major deadwood overhanging garden and 
recreation ground. Redude west facing upper canopy by 1-2m to 
leave east-west spread of 14m. Upper canopy limb south-west 
facing, approx 8m high has visible bark damage. Reduce by 1-
2m to leave approx 2.5m. 

08/02/2021 

20210191 1, 3 & 5 Mill Close, Aylsham TPO 

T0090 silver birch & T0092 rowan – fell.                                 
T0107 rowan & T0111 red oak - prune back from building for 
max 1.5m clearance from property reducing back to appropriate 
pruning/ growth points.  

01/02/2021 

20210193 4 The Boulevard, Thorpe End 211 
T1 oak: current height 25m approx, current width 26m approx, 
crown reduce by 3m and crown raise from 4m to 6m. 

28/01/2021 

20210199 7 Ashgrove, Drayton TPO T1 oak – fell. 29/01/2021 

20210206 6 Library Close, Blofield TPO T1 hornbeam – fell. 02/02/2021 

20210207 177 Norwich Road, Wroxham TPO T3 & T4 lime – fell. 02/02/2021 

20210208 Blickling Hall, Blickling Road, Blickling 211 
T1 oak - reduce height by half.                                                   
T2 oak, T3 & T4 horse chestnut – fell. 

02/02/2021 

20210209 
Tree Tops, 18 Woodland Drive, Thorpe 
End 

211 Dead conifer in front garden- remove. Approved 

20210211 
Chapter Ii, Hemblington Road, 
Strumpshaw 

TPO 
T1 ash - remove lowest large limb that overhangs fruit trees and 
is growing into the adjacent sycamore. Currently fungus growing 
on underside of limb, which indicates white rot. 

02/02/2021 

20210212 Meadowside, 29 Church Lane, Wroxham 211 Hedge formed by 5 conifers - reduce height from 2.4m. 02/02/2021 

20210213 19 Westwood Drive, Hellesdon TPO 
T1 oak - reduce lower branch to south-east at 4m over garden of 
adjacent property by 2.5m to leave remaining length of 5m. 

02/02/2021 
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20210218 
Beaverswood, 9 Ringland Road, 
Taverham 

TPO 

T1 sycamore - pollard at approx. 5-6m.                                       
T2 sycamore - pollard at approx. 5m.                                         
T3 lime – pollard at 5m. Tree previously pollarded.                         
G1 limes - remove heavily leaning lime located within group near 
driveway entrance. Remove one low limb from another lime. 

03/02/2021 

20210219 The Chestnuts, Low Road, Freethorpe TPO G1 4 x willow - current height 10-12m. Pollard to around 5m.  03/02/2021 

20210226 18 High Street, Cawston 211 T1 & T3 apple, T2 pear, G1 - budlea x 2 – remove. 04/02/2021 

20210229 Jewels Lane, Cawston Road, Aylsham TPO T1 oak - reduce to leave as pollard stem at approximately 4-5m. 05/02/2021 

20200236 
Beech Hill, 10 Plumstead Road, Thorpe 
End 

211 
Apple - old and overgrown.  Remove old, diseased and crossing 
branches, thinning crown to reduce risk of wind damage. 

08/02/2021 

20210244 11 Stanmore Road, Thorpe St Andrew 211 2 x yew – fell. 01/02/2021 

20210245 6 Stanmore Road, Thorpe St Andrew 211 Yew - reduce height by 1m to 5.5m and leave width of 4.5m. Approved 

20210254 81 Moore Avenue, Sprowston TPO T1 oak - veteranize tree with coronet cuts at 8m. 10/02/2021 

20210256 
Crescent Lodge, 7 Lawn Crescent, 
Thorpe End 

211 2 x horse chestnut - pollard back to previous points. 04/02/2021 

20210257 
Spinney Lodge,16 White Lion Road, 
Coltishall 

211 
T1, T5, T6 & T8 sycamore, T2 lime and T3, T4 & T7 oak - crown 
lift to no more than 4m and reduce branches back from utilities.                                                                           

09/02/2021 

20210259 Jewels Lane, Cawston Road, Aylsham TPO T1 oak - reduce to leave as pollard stem at approximately 4-5m. 05/02/2021 

20200269 Highfield, 30 Holman Road, Aylsham 211 

Vehicles that are parked near this group of trees get covered in a 
sticky substance. Most likely Aphid droppings. There are 3 
sycamores in a tight cluster.  I recommend removing T1, leaving 
the other 2 trees alone. 

10/02/2021 

20210280 16A Harvey Lane, Thorpe St Andrew 211 T73 lime – fell and re-plant. 12/02/2021 

20210282 Little Manor, 37 Chapel Street, Cawston 211 Conifer – large.  Fell. 12/02/2021 

20210295 3 Mackintosh Close, Blofield TPO 

T1 oak - reduce crown by 2m by 'drop-crotching', crown lift to 5m 
and thin crown by 20% by removing deadwood and crossing or 
undesirable branches.  Reduce current crown radius 10m to 8m. 
T2 oak – remove deadwood and reduce overextended branch 
growing on western portion of crown by 4m to parent growth 
point.  Current length of branch 10m. 

17/02/2021 

20210299 Calthorpe House, 40 Old Road, Acle TPO Removal of dead holly trees. Approved 

20210301 Oaklands, 6 The Green, Freethorpe TPO 

Oak - appears to be healthy, but there are 2 lower, lateral, 
branches that concern our client with their proximity to building. 
(photograph provided unfortunately does not depict these very 
well). Neither of the branches are an integral part of the trees 
framework however we are not proposing to completely remove 
these, instead shorten their length. We also propose that a 
subtle reshape of the tree would be appropriate, a light tip 
reduction to simply balance the trees shape aesthetically. 

17/02/2021 

20210303 11 Oakfield Road, Aylsham TPO 
T1 silver birch - reduce current height of approx 14m by 2.5m 
with a lateral reduction of 2.5m and shaping. 

17/02/2021 

20210307 
The Hollies, 13 Parkside Drive, Old 
Catton 

TPO 

Replanting has been recommended with one of the following: 
hornbeam, red robin, holly, Portuguese laurel, holly oak, Acer, or 
cherry. Replant with standard tree species Leylandii causes 
excessive shading for property numbers 13 (the applicant) and 
11 (neighbour) and presents a lower amenity value than that of 
the proposed replanting.  Specifics in terms of numbers, position 
and size can be provided by Crown Tree Services. 

18/02/2021 

20210317 Field House, Heydon Road, Aylsham TPO 
Norway spruce, highlighted in pink, to right of T1 and T2 - 
uprooted in recent windstorm and now rests on adjacent Norway 
spruce. Fell. 

22/02/2021 

20210320 
Old School Chapel, 1 Banningham Road, 
Aylsham 

211 Silver birch – fell. 10/02/2021 

20210329 
Aylsham High School, Sir Williams Lane, 
Aylsham 

211 
T1 sycamore - reduce canopy by 2-3m. Current height is 15m. 
Final spread would be 12m. 

11/02/2021 

20210331 22 Lower Street, Salhouse 211 

T1 plum - current height 8m, current spread 11m. Remove 
extended limb over street. Reduce remaining crown to 4-5m.     
T2 conifer - current height 8m. Reduce by 2.5-3m to clear ‘phone 
lines. 

15/02/2021 

20210334 
71A Plumstead Road , Great Little 
Plumstead 

TPO 

Oak overhanging garage, driveway and garden blocks almost all 
sunlight into garden. Any car parked under the tree suffers from 
tree sap, bird droppings, falling twigs/branches and acorns falling 
on it. I would like to discuss options for pruning the tree. 

24/02/2021 
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20210336 Quercus, 229 Norwich Road, Wroxham TPO 

T1 oak - deadwood and raise crown over neighbouring garage. 
T2 lime - remove smaller stems to base to reduce loading on 
included unions. Pollard remaining larger stem to 4 to 5m.         
T3 larch - fell due to low amenity value. 

24/02/2021 

20210339 80 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 Fir – remove. 15/02/2021 

20210342 Knoll House, Blickling Road, Aylsham 211 

T1 robinia - reduce by approx 4m. Current height 14m.               
T2 conifer - reduce to hedge.                                                         
T3 chestnut & T4 lime - deadwood and remove any damaged 
branches.                                                                                      
T5 chestnut - crown raise to 6m approx. 

15/02/2021 

20210358 Fir Tree House, 86 Mill Road, Blofield TPO 

T1 Acer - fell due to conflict with neighbouring building.            
G2 ash, Acer & birch - crown lift to 4m and deadwood.              
T3 poplar – poor specimen.  Fell.  Bark necrosis at base of tree 
and evidence of declining health.  Felling will benefit cherry 
growing alongside.                                                                      
T4 cherry - crown lift to 5.5m over highway and reduce branch 
growing over outbuilding on northern portion from 6m to 4m.     
T5 beech – crown lift to 5.5m over highway and 3.5m over 
garden.                                                                                          
T6 holly - reduce height from 8m to  5m. 

26/02/2021 

20210359 
Strumpshaw Community Hall, Mill Road, 
Strumpshaw 

TPO 

Oak (T1) - Crown lift to provide 5m of clearance from ground 

level on the southern portion of the crown by removing the 2 

lowest branches overhanging the allotments. Reduce lower 

lateral branches on the southern portion of the crown by 

1.5-2m (current southern radius 9m). Remove deadwood. 

26/02/2021 

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. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Well Done … but we can do Better! 

Now that our 2020-2021 Broadland District Council funded planting season has closed, I can report that this 
Network has planted 622 trees and 809 hedging plants.  When one considers that just 13 of you requested 
funding from our planting budget, it really is a case of well done … but we surely can do very much better!!! 

I know that I am gaining a reputation for never being satisfied (thanks Crootie old friend!) but we really can 
improve on this.  Yes, I am aware that if we were allowed to plant on privately owned land or private land with 
public access, then we could have more than doubled that amount of planting. 

2021-2022 will, no doubt, present greater planting opportunities and the government and local authorities 
realise that their ambitious planting targets are all well and good but they overlooked the matter of where the 
new trees will come from (nurseries are forecasting serious shortages for next year) and who will plant them 
(good old Tree Wardens) … not to mention where!! 

So may I ask you all to start planning now?  Ask your parish council if they have any ideas or preference 
(please no monkey puzzle trees though!!).  What about your local school?  Planting opportunities for pupils.  
Maybe a school orchard?  How about a community orchard?  The possibilities are endless … if you care to put 
a modicum of thought into it. 

So go on.  Get on with it.  Give me a problem of sourcing all the trees you request.  You know it makes 
sense!! 

https://secure.broadland.gov.uk/Northgate/PlanningExplorer/GeneralSearch.aspx

