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 Protect Our Trees 
 

IRST of all, let me wish you and your loved ones and very 
happy, successful and safe 2023.  The challenges we face 
as we enter the new year are greater than most of us have 

had to face in our lifetimes, meaning that we all have to be 
prepared to stand up and be counted.  

Regretfully we cannot depend 
on government, local authorities, 
sweet-talking bodies and develop-
ers to protect our environment or 
even give it due consideration. 

During 2022 I became sick to death of 
grandiose tree planting schemes.  Local 
authorities and charities offering ‘free’ trees … 
but usually with a hidden catch. 

None of them have yet grasped that 
planting trees is a last resort.  Instead we should 
concentrate on protecting and conserving those 
we already have.  How many newly planted oak 
whips is an ancient oak worth? 

I’m really fed up with local authorities 
planting thousands of trees and then forgetting 
about aftercare.  Just take a look at the NDR to 
see what I mean. 

The situation regarding the protection of our 
trees and woodlands was really bought home to 
me in an article by Mark Tovey published on 
The Guardian website revealing that fewer than 
1% of alleged illegal tree felling cases reported 
to the Forestry Commission have ended in a 
successful prosecution over the past 10 years 
in England.  

The Forestry Commission received 4,002 
reports of trees being destroyed without a 
licence from 2012-13 to 2021-22. In response to 
a freedom of information request, the non-
ministerial department revealed that just 15 of 
those cases had resulted in a successful 
prosecution. 

The average fine for a defendant in those 
15 convictions was £1,847, with additional costs 
and victim surcharges totalling about £500. 

Rebecca Pullinger from the Woodland Trust 
said: “We need to see increased capacity and 
resources for the bodies that deal with the 
enforcement of illegal felling of all woods and 
trees. If individuals feel that they are unlikely to 
be investigated or that the enforcement via a 
fine is economically viable for them, then they 
are likely to carry out the illegal felling.” 

The Forestry Commission investigates 
alleged illegal felling incidents and can refer 
cases to the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS). 
Under section 17 of the Forestry Act 1967, 
cutting down a tree without a licence when one 
was required attracts a fine of £2,500 or twice 
the value of the tree, whichever is the higher. 

However, a blogpost on the Forestry 
Commission’s website in 2019 acknowledged 
that “when these laws were made, the value of 
the timber was the main driver for illegal felling, 
whereas now the most common motive is to try 
to take advantage of the development value of 
the land”. 

The blogpost continued: “The fines the 
courts can impose are based on the value of the 
timber and are now far too small in proportion to 
the potential gains from development.” 

To deter property developers from tearing 
down trees, unlimited fines for illegal felling 
were established by a provision of the 2021 
Environment Act, but the Forestry Commission 
confirmed that, of the four cases that were 

successfully prosecuted in 2022, all were fined 
according to the original wording of the 1967 act. 

The Forestry Commission said it anticipated 
the new law would take effect “shortly”, although 
no date was given. 

Of the four fines handed out in 2022, the 
smallest was £604. The largest, £3,000, was 
given to a man from Newquay who pleaded 
guilty in late September at Truro magistrates 
court after destroying 103 cubic metres of trees 
in three areas of woodland near St Newlyn East. 

The Forestry Commission defended its 
0.4% successful prosecution rate and said that 
“many reports turn out not to be a breach of our 
licence regime”. 

For example, a felling licence is not needed 
for landowners to clear trees with a diameter 
less than 8cm at a height of 1.3m on the main 
stem. The rules also allow up to 5m3 of timber, 
a stack about the size of a small car, to be felled 
each quarter without a licence from the Forestry 
Commission. Similarly, trees can be felled with-
out a licence in gardens, churchyards, in public 
open spaces and in inner London boroughs. 

A spokesperson for the Forestry 
Commission said: “We won’t hesitate to investi-
gate allegations of illegal tree felling. Those 
involved can either be prosecuted and fined, or 
in many cases are served with a restocking 
notice which requires the individual to restock 
the land with trees at their own expense.” 

According to the Forestry Commission, it 
received 812 allegations of illegal felling in 2021. 
Of those, only 132 were determined to be in 
breach of the licensing regime. In the same 
year, 24 warning letters were issued, 52 
restocking notices served and 33 criminal 
investigations started. 

Ultimately, it is the CPS that decides 
whether to take a case to court, with fines levied 
only after conviction. The Forestry Commission 
has no power to hand out fines on its own. 

Local planning authorities can issue Tree 
Protection Orders, with those who breach them 
liable to pay fines of up to £20,000 if convicted 
in the magistrates’ court. In serious cases, 
individuals can face unlimited fines in the crown 
court, with one case this year prosecuted by 
Eastleigh borough council leading to a £50,000 
fine. 

“Right now, most ancient and veteran trees 
have no real legal protection in the UK,” said 
Pullinger. “Too many important trees are facing 
a range of threats, and we urgently need to see 
better protection via national policy for their 
protection.” 

At the same time as discovering that disturb-
ing article, I came across an article by Ashleigh 
Osborne on the Redditch Standard reporting 
that woodland separating the A435 Birmingham 
Road from Winyates Green is set to be bull-
dozed to make way for 236 homes. The contro-
versial application for the properties off Far Moor 
Lane was approved in November. 

The poplar tree plantation site was desig-
nated as an area for development in Redditch’s 
2017 Local Plan 4, but was met with hundreds 
of objections from residents concerned about 
the environment damage it could cause. 
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Planning officers previously recommended 
the application for approval due to measures 
developer Morris Homes had put in place to miti-
gate environmental damage, but at November’s 
meeting when it was given the green light, 
councillors and members of the public raised 
concerns for the felling of trees and biodiversity. 

Cllr Emma Marshall, substituting for Cllr 
Brandon Clayton, voted against the approval of 
the plans. She said it should never have been 
on the plan in the first place. 

“We have changed as a nation since 2017 
and as a town we have declared a climate 
emergency and recently approved a carbon 
reduction strategy. I am pro new homes but they 
should be built on the appropriate brownfield 
sites. Our housing quota has changed since the 
2017 plan, so we don’t actually need these 
houses.” 

She vowed to look closely at the planning 
process to ensure brownfield sites were priorit-
ised for development and ‘this issue would not 
happen again’. 

Cllr David Thain labelled the approval 
‘disappointing’ and added: “This will further 
damage what little green credibility the council 
has left.” 

Following objections from both Warwick-
shire County Council and the Worcestershire 
Wildlife Trust, the extent of proposed bio-
diversity enhancements on the development 
have been increased. 

These include the retention and improve-
ment of more of the northern ditch course, the 
creation of additional wetland swales and 
ditches, combing the two man-made stagnant 
ponds in to a single natural pond, the retention 
and creation of more native woodland and a 
community orchard. 

Planning Committee Chair Cllr Michael 
Chalk said the decision was a difficult one. “My 
heart is telling me one thing, obviously the 
environment and biodiversity are important, but 
as chair of a planning committee we need to 
look at what is in front of us. We’re being asked 
to approve an application for a number of 
needed properties on a site which, whether we 
like it or not, is in our local plan. 

“None of the objections I heard related to 
our local plan or the policies that are in there. 
We have to vote with our heads not our hearts.” 
 Elections are not far away now.  Politicians, 
both national and local, will come out with grand 
promises and will pledge to protect our precious 
environment.  However, we all know they won’t 
keep those promises … don’t we? Kick ‘em out 
and vote in people who really care! 
 

AVING expressed my views 
on all of that, I was pleased 
to read on the www.gov.uk  

website that there is a package of 
tough new measures aimed at pro-
tecting the nation’s trees and curb-
ing the scourge of illegal felling. 
 Unlimited fines and prison sentences are 
amongst a package of new powers to be 
introduced as part of a crackdown on illegal tree 
felling in England, Defra and the Forestry 
Commission announced on 23 December. 

Delivered as part of the world-leading 
Environment Act, changes to the Forestry Act 
1967 will deliver more proportionate, impactful 
and enduring enforcement options. The key 
changes are: 

• Felling trees without a felling licence, 
where one was required, will carry the 
penalty of an unlimited fine – up from the 
current limit of £2,500 or twice the value 
of the trees felled; 

• Failure to comply with a Forestry 
Commission Enforcement Notice and a 
subsequent court-ordered Restocking 
Order (meaning any trees felled must be 
replanted) will put offenders at risk of 
imprisonment, in addition to an unlimited 
fine; 

• Restocking Notices and Enforcement 
Notices will be listed on the Local Land 
Charges Register, making them visible to 
prospective buyers of the land – 
potentially reducing the land’s value. 

Landowners have been known to fell trees 
without a licence in place, in readiness to accept 
the fine if they are caught and penalised, to 
repurpose the previously wooded land for 
commercial reasons. These new powers will 
curb this illegal practice, streamline and 
strengthen forestry enforcement administration, 
and serve to protect our trees, woodlands and 
forests. 

The largest fine issued in recent years 
following a report of illegal tree felling to the 
Forestry Commission took place in Hailsham, 
East Sussex, in January 2020. Hastings 
Magistrates Court issued a fine of almost 
£15,000 for the felling of 12 oak trees, all 
approximately 150 years old. 

Forestry Minister Trudy Harrison said 
“Felling trees without a licence is illegal and can 
cause irreparable harm - scarring landscapes, 
damaging habitats for wildlife, and causing 
distress for local communities. 
 “These robust measures, implemented as 
part of our world-leading Environment Act, 
empower the Forestry Commission to tackle the 
issue head-on with unlimited fines and custodial 
sentences for the worst offenders. 
 “Today’s announcement demonstrates this 
Government’s commitment to protecting our 
precious trees, which are at the forefront of our 
efforts to bend the curve of biodiversity loss, 
tackle climate change and achieve net zero.” 

Forestry Commission Chief Executive 
Richard Stanford said “I am very pleased to see 
these new powers written into law; as we 
expand the numbers of trees in England, we 
must end the blight of illegal tree felling. 

“Legal tree felling is part of normal forest 
operations and essential to ensure a sustain-
able timber supply and these areas are re-
stocked with new trees. The Forestry 
Commission will not hesitate to investigate 
allegations of illegal tree felling. Once reported, 
our top priority is to make sure the harm caused 
by the felling is put right by ensuring trees are 
replanted wherever possible. In cases which 
merit it, we will always seek prosecution. 

“These new powers will hit people where it 
hurts – in their wallets. By guaranteeing that 
illegal felling is no longer a financially viable 
option for offenders, these measures are a 
significant step forward in the fight against this 
offence and will help in our endeavours to fight 
the climate emergency and nature crisis.” 

Abi Bunker, Director of Conservation and 
External Affairs, Woodland Trust said “This is a 
welcome announcement which should strength-
en protection for trees in England. These 
changes should send a clear message that 
felling trees illegally, for example prior to 
submitting development proposals, will not be 
tolerated, and that the penalties reflect the value 
and many benefits trees bring to our towns and 
cities. It is important that this is backed by 
increased resources for the organisations that 
deal with the enforcement of illegal felling. We 
hope this is a step towards better protection of 
trees and recognising and protecting our oldest 
trees as essential parts of our heritage and the 
most important for climate and nature.” 

 Bringing greater transparency to the forestry 
enforcement process, these provisions will also 
clarify that when an Enforcement Notice is 
affected by a change in land ownership, the new 
land owner will inherit the responsibilities of an 
Enforcement Notice. Furthermore, the new 
clauses will reclassify Restocking and 
Enforcement Notices as local land charges, 
which appear on the local land charge register. 
This register is routinely checked by convey-
ancers and will likely deter prospective buyers, 
removing some of the financial incentive to 
illegally fell trees. 
 Finally, the Forestry Commission will have 
powers to compel the landowner to provide 
information regarding who else has an interest 
in the land, including leaseholders and tenants. 
While the owner will be listed on HM Land 
Registry, demonstrating who occupies a 
woodland can be more challenging, these 
measures will improve visibility in this regard 
and help to better target any appropriate 
enforcement action. 
 Of course, it is wonderful to have these new 
powers and punishments in place, but we have 
to ensure that they are enforced. 
 Local authorities nut have the manpower 
and funding to punish the guilty and the courts 
must impose punishments that really hurt. 
 We must appreciate that we are in the last 
chance saloon and these arrogant money 
makers must be stopped adding to the 
destruction of our planet. 
 

T is worth noting that this year 
will be warmer than the last one 
and one of the hottest on record, 

the UK Met Office is forecasting. 
Predictions suggest it will be the 
10th year in a row the global 
temperature is at least 1°C above 
average. 

The Met Office explained that a cooling 
effect known as La Niña will likely end after 
being in place for three years - part of a natural 
weather cycle. It also noted the warming impact 
of human-induced climate change. 

Scientific evidence shows that climate 
change is driving up the global temperature. 

Governments globally have promised to cut 
emissions to keep temperature rise below 1.5°C 
to avoid the worst effects of climate change. 

The world has already warmed by around 
1.1°C compared to the period before the 
Industrial Revolution in 1750-1900 when 
humans began burning large amounts of fossil 
fuels, releasing warming gases into the 
atmosphere. 

Temperatures in 2023 are forecast to be 
between 1.08°C and 1.32°C above the pre-
industrial average. 

The warmest year since records began in 
1850 was in 2016, when meteorologists said the 
weather phenomenon known as El Niño 
boosted global temperatures, but the past three 
years have been affected by another weather 
pattern called La Niña when cooler-than-
average sea temperatures in the Pacific lowered 
the average global temperature. 

That effect is now predicted to end, bringing 
warmer conditions in parts of the Pacific and 
leading to the global temperature being warmer 
than in 2022. 

Unlike 2016, it is not expected to be a 
record-breaking year because El Niño will not 
be boosting global temperature, explains Prof 
Adam Scaife, head of long-range prediction at 
the Met Office, but some parts of the world such 
as the Arctic are warming at a faster rate than 
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average. 
"Next year the natural and temporary 

braking effect of La Niña will wane. The full-on 
gas pedal will invigorate warming over the 
coming year and continue into the future, along 
with more severe wet, dry and hot extremes, 
until policies are in place to achieve net zero 
greenhouse gas emissions," Richard Allan, 
professor of climate science at University of 
Reading told BBC News. 

In 2022 temperature records were broken in 
numerous parts of the world, including in the UK 
which recorded above 40°C. Devastating 
wildfires hit parts of Europe and Australia linked 
to hot weather, and Pakistan and India 
sweltered with temperatures reaching 51°C in 
May. 

In a series of studies scientists concluded 
that these temperatures were made much more 
likely by climate change. Rising temperatures 
are predicted to lead to devastating effects on 
humans and nature, including more drought, 
desertification and heat-related illness. 
 

 WAS absolutely appalled to read 
that a Grey Squirrel culling 
programme is being set up in 

Devon and Somerset to help 
support the reintroduction of Red 
Squirrel. 

Red Squirrel South West was awarded 
government funding to establish a management 
programme for Grey Squirrels between 

Ilfracombe and Minehead. It will involve culling 
the animals in a 56km corridor of coastal 
woodland. 

Red Squirrel South West told BBC Radio 
Devon it wanted to "drastically reduce" popu-
lations of the invasive animal to help pave the 
way for the eventual reintroduction of the native 
species. It said the animals needed to be culled, 
through methods such as shooting or trapping, 
because plans to trial the use of contraceptives 
were still years away. 

Project co-ordinator Mish Kennaway said 
ancient oak woodlands in Devon were "going 
backwards" because Grey Squirrels were 
destroying young saplings, as well as impacting 
other wildlife, including birds. 

"Nobody likes killing Grey Squirrels or any 
other animals for the sake of it, and certainly 
conservationists don't, but we humans have put 
the imbalance in nature. In a way we have a 
social responsibility to do something about that 
because our native species are literally dying 
out," Mr Kennaway said. 

Now, I’m sorry but this will be mass murder 
for no return.  Firstly, the Grey Squirrel is only 
here because we introduced it, so the mistake is 
ours. 

Secondly, the Red Squirrel is a very weak 
species and as it prefers a colder climate it is 

gradually migrating north as our climate 
changes. 

I am sick and tired of Homo Sapiens perse-
cuting other species because of our mistakes.  It 
has to stop. Could it be that a “successful” 
reintroduction of the Red Squirrel will be seen 
as another mistake in years to come. 

I guess I should find the fact that this project 
is being funded with government money but I no 
longer have any time for politicians … of any 
political persuasion. 

This money would be better spent on 
rewarding nurses for the wonderful job they did 
during COVID … and at all other times … rather 
than murdering innocent creatures. 

Do I appear annoyed? Too damn right I am! 
 

HE Woodland Natural Capital 
Accounts for 2022, giving 
information on ecosystem 

services for woodlands in the UK, 
made interesting reading 

The UK land area covered by woodland has 
increased from 9.0% in 1980 to 13.3% in 2022. 
The asset value of UK woodlands was esti-
mated to be £337.3 billion in 2020; while timber 
and wood fuel is often seen as the main wood-
land asset, it accounted for 3.7% or £12.6 billion. 
Health benefits of recreation, a newly estimated 
cultural service in the UK natural capital 
accounts, were 18.5% of the total asset value in 
2020 (£62.4 billion). 

 The total annual value of woodland in the 
UK in 2020 was an estimated £8.7 billion, of 
which timber and wood fuel accounted for 
£372.9 million. 

The non-market benefits of UK woodlands 
in 2020 were an estimated £8.3 billion, exceed-
ing the market benefits of timber and wood fuel 
(£372.9 million) by approximately 22 times. 

There were an estimated 795.8 million 
recreation visits to UK woodlands in 2020. The 
estimated percentage of the UK population with 
a 20 hectare woodland area within 4km of their 
home in 2020 was 67%. 

As a result of changing methods and an 
expanding portfolio of natural services 
measured, this latest account cannot be com-
pared with previous years' accounts on a like-
for-like basis. The latest methods developed 
have been applied retrospectively in the latest 
accounts, giving a consistent time series. 
 

NFORTUNATELY, I found out 
too late for last month’s 
edition of Broadsheet (Mark 

Symonds’ fault !!!!) that we have to 
welcome two new members to the 
team at Broadland District Council. 
 Please join me in welcoming Catherine Dew, 
who is working as the District Ecologist for both 
Broadland and South Norfolk Councils, and 
Hugh Coggles who has joined the team as 
Ecology, Biodiversity & Tree Manager. 
 I’m sure that we shall soon get to know both 
Catherine and Hugh and enjoy working with 
them.  We wish them both a fulfilling career in 
Broadland. 
 catherine.dew@southnorfolkandbroadland.
gov.uk 
 Hugh.Coggles@southnorfolkandbroadland.
gov.uk 
 

 WAS very pleased to attend a 
meeting of the South Norfolk 
Tree Warden Network on 

Saturday 3 December 2022. 
Held at the John Innes Recreation Centre, 

Norwich Research Park, it was good to meet up 
with old acquaintances and meet some new 
ones. 

I was so pleased to see that the South 
Norfolk Network now has an active committee 
and their future once again looks promising. 

Most of all though, I was delighted to join 
Sarah Barney, their Co-ordinator, in suggesting 
that our two Networks co-host the 2023 
Regional Tree Warden Forum. 

Provisionally, we think that Ashwellthorpe in 
South Norfolk would be a convenient venue for 
both sets of Tree Wardens.  Ashwellthorpe has 
an excellent village hall and, of course, is where 
ask dieback was first found in the UK. 

Anyway, there is much to agree and sort out 
but I am confident that we can jointly host an 
excellent Forum. 

Broadsheet will keep you up to date with 
developments. 
 

ADLY my good friend Carol 
Drinkwater is no longer a 
South Norfolk Tree Warden 

and her parish of Chedgrave, not to 
mention Tree Wardening as a 
whole, is the poorer for it. 
 Together with the late Eric Wilkinson they 
made a formidable team and those of us lucky 
enough to have witnessed it will never forget the 
two of them taking The Tree Council’s Jon 
Stokes to task at East of England Regional Tree 
Warden Forums.  
 Indeed, I shall never forget being on the 
receiving end of Eric’s superior knowledge 
whilst delivering (or at least trying to deliver) a 
talk to The Chedgrave Society for The Wood-
land Trust. 
 Well, you will have seen the odd snippet from 
Carol in past editions of Broadsheet so will know 
how strong minded she is and how prepared she 
is to speak her mind. 
 It just happened that last month Carol sent 
me an article that she had written and asked if it 
would be suitable for publication in Broadsheet. 
Titled “Will This Be the Spring of Silence?” it was 
perfect for what I planned for this edition. 
“Protect Our Trees”. 
 So, I have made that our lead article for this 
new year and I trust that you too share Carol’s 
sentiments. 

 

K. That’s all from me for this 
first edition for 2023. I hope 
that I haven’t been too blunt 

with the personal views I have ex-
pressed and that you find edition 
213 to be of interest and value. 

As always, I will appreciate any feedback 
you may have … good or bad … as long as you 
keep it sensible.   

You may not agree with the personal views 
I have expressed but if I don’t know yours then 
you can’t expect me to publish them … can you?  

I would hate it if we all agreed on every 
matter.  We are all individuals and have our own 
views on a wide range of subjects.  Broadsheet 
is here for us to express (and debate) those 
views. 

The fact that it’s my views that are printed is 
simply because I write this thing and you rarely 
give me anything to include. So why not let us 
know what you have been doing? 

 

 All the best and a happy 2023, 

  John Fleetwood 
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Will This Be the Spring of Silence? 
 

By Carol Carpenter – Valued Broadsheet Reader and Friend 
 

 BIRD was singing outside the window. It was about 4am in January and very dark. Well, 
the night was but the electric lights blazed out from the surrounding area in the hotel car 
park. It did not matter to me what species of bird. Just that it was a lone voice in the void 

outside and that it was letting me know that it was there. 

As so often happens at this early 
hour, my mind began racing with 
thoughts on life, the universe and 
everything and whether this com-
ing spring may be the last time we 
hear bird song. 

I have lived in Norfolk for the past 40 years 
and have noticed many changes, but the recent 
escalation of events occurring in the natural 
world surely must be a cause for concern for us 
all. 

Many public figures including Sir David 
Attenborough, Chris Packham and, perhaps 
more prominently, Greta Thunberg, are now 
freely voicing opinions which have been causing 
concern for others for considerably longer.  

In the 1960’s, Rachel Carson wrote a book 
entitled “Silent Spring” and as I lay listening to 
the bird-song I remembered reading it. Rachel 
was apparently instrumental in stopping the use 
of DDT in spraying crops and the foundation of 
several environmental groups in America. I 
wonder what she would think now, were she still 
alive? How far have we come?  

When I moved to Norfolk in 1980, country-
side matters were very new to me. I had lived in 
and around London in my early years and knew 
nothing of rural areas. As we travel through life, 
we learn many things and my love of nature 
really began at that time. I was thirty, with a 
husband and two small children and wanted 
them to grow up in a happy, free environment 
learning from all that surrounded them. Some 
would now, no doubt, think that we were trying 
to live ‘The Good Life’, which I suppose was 
true, but we all have our dreams. 

Since then, I have always carried with me a 
feeling for the natural world. We are all part of 
the “Wheel of Life” as some may call it and must 
have a duty to care. 

Now that pressure is being put on those in 
high places to listen to the concerns of those 
once labelled “alternative”, is there really any 
time left or are we now really too late? 

Sometime in the mid-eighties, our local 
council placed an appeal in their quarterly 
periodical which was, and still is, delivered to 
each household. Somehow there was a small 
pot of money left in their annual budget and they 
asked householders to vote for one of a number 
of options for its use. 

I was amazed to see that trees were on the 
list. I immediately rejected all other choices and 
registered my preference, thinking no more 
about it until I received a communication to say 
that trees had won and did I have any idea 
where to plant them and would I do the planting?  

I had always loved to look at trees but really 
knew nothing much about them. That was all a 
bit of a surprise and I still have no idea how 
many others bothered to vote for anything on the 
list. However, this one small action led me to 
accept the delivery to my door of a number of 
very young saplings, along with stakes and tree 

guards. With Council approval, my husband and 
I then planted them on a small strip of their land, 
opposite our house. Apart from a few negative 
comments from residents which were met with 
“I am planting them for the Council”, my small 
action was fairly well received. 

I imagine the campaign to “Plant a Tree in 
73” followed by “Plant Some More in 74” had 
already highlighted the need, at least to some 
people. 

In the following years I became Tree 
Warden for our village, joining the Tree Warden 
Scheme set up by our District Council. The 
scheme proved quite successful and many 
other villages adopted a Warden during sub-
sequent years.  

Group training events were organised and 
we were quite a merry bunch, working together 
on larger projects and all doing as much as we 
could to promote the importance of trees. This 
seemed to me a place to start making a 
difference. It led to hedge replacement in many 
areas and began an interest in trying to improve 
our environment in any way possible. 

I am pleased to be able to say that most of 
the trees that I was given the opportunity to plant 
have survived and give me much joy when I see 
them. 

Recently, the Tree Warden Scheme seems 
to me to have gone downhill, although The Tree 
Council is still championing it all e country wide. 
In my area however, as it seems is now the 
trend with many organisations, the ‘oldies’ are 
retiring and there are no youngsters with 
enough enthusiasm to take their places.  

Tree care is, without doubt, in decline and 
many are in need of what we used to call TLC 
Sadly, many councils do not appear to give trees 
priority and funds are always tight with tree care 
at the bottom of the list of priorities.  

Many local councils impose restrictions on 
the removal of trees, but looking at the planning 
applications each month it can be seen how 
many are allowed to be lopped or felled just 
because they are “in the way”.  

Surely, tree care must be the foundation of 
environmental care. Trees are our oldest living 
beings, if allowed to grow to fruition. They are 
the lungs of the earth and the supporters of so 
many insects, at the bottom of the food chain, 
that provide a food source for the small birds 
that we love and nesting sites too. 

 Imagine a world without trees. Imagine your 
local area without trees. No shade in summer no 
beauty to behold, surely an unbearable prospect 
and yet, individually, one by one, they are being 
cut down all around us.  

Yes, replanting is taking place in some 
cases but are those young saplings being cared 
for? Will they live to see maturity? How many 
are just ignored after the deed is done and left 
to be strangled by their own supports or 
strimmed and ring barked by the council worker 
“just doing his job” when cutting the grass.  

Oliver Rackham, the esteemed landscape 

historian and tree expert, once said that a 500 

year old oak is a whole eco-system in itself, 
whereas ten thousand 100 year old oaks are 
not. We need trees to grow old, very old, not cut 
them down at a stroke.  

So what of our saplings? How will they help 
us now? Only if they are nurtured for the next 
500 years will they reach maturity. Do we have 
that long? 

Although I had for many years been inter-
ested in all forms of wildlife, being part of the 
Tree Warden Scheme meant that I met many 
other like-minded people who helped me to 
learn more. From trees we progressed to plant-
ing hedges, replacing many that had been 
grubbed out by farming practise over previous 
years.  

Bird watching had always been one of my 
hobbies and learning names of wildflowers was 
another. Having been introduced to them by my 
grandfather when very young, the delights of 
spotting them has never left me.  

Living in rural Norfolk has given me many 
opportunities to continue to learn about all 
aspects of wildlife habits and I still find new 
things of interest almost daily.  

Locally, there are now two organisations 
working to promote interest in the natural world 
and I have subscribed to both for some time. 
However, in recent years these two groups, 
despite a small number of enthusiastic volun-
teers, have also seen a decline in active 
participants. Meetings with talks on various 
subjects are reasonably well attended but active 
participation is definitely lacking. 

Attempts to convince both local councils 
and residents to alter their habits have been met 
with mixed response. Some have been quite 
positive at the start, but for most the enthusiasm 
wanes and after a season many plans seem to 
just peter out.  

I ask myself “why aren’t all trees protected? 
Why are road verges nearly always cut to within 
an inch of their lives, destroying any wild plant 
that dares to try to grow? Why, when verges are 
left for a while, under newly implemented cutting 
regimes, do home owners think they have the 
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right to mow them outside of their properties, to 
resemble a lawn? Why do farmers think they are 
helping when they too mow verges and thrash 
hedges in the name of ‘tidying up?”  

Anyone who reads the newspapers or 
watches the news on television or social media 
must be aware by now of the plight of mankind.  

OK. So you put your plastic milk bottle in 
your green bin along with other receptacles for 
recycling. Well, at least if they are easy to rinse 
out, otherwise they mostly get put in the rubbish 
bin for lack of time. 

We have been told over and over again that 
the ozone layer is disappearing. The earth is 
heating up. Pollution is at seriously dangerous 
levels. The consumption of oil and gas is way 
beyond future supplies. So, what are we going 
to do? 

Extinction Rebellion have caused a great 
deal of unrest recently and I can fully understand 
those that are unsympathetic with their antics. I 
know they disrupt daily life and don’t give them-
selves a good press, but they are desperate! 

Those, mostly young people, are terrified of 
the world to come. How are they going to live 
when we have ruined everything for them and 
still refuse to act? 

When did you last hear a Cuckoo? Do you 
care if you never hear one again? 

Maybe we don’t want a future for our 
children or a world where we can enjoy and live 
alongside other creature. 

Man is still sending rockets into space in the 
hope of finding a solution. Why aren’t they 
putting all that energy into trying to repair our 
planet Earth? 

Who among us cannot smile on seeing a 
butterfly? They are the ‘fairies’ of our world. The 
first brimstone in spring, when early rays of 
sunlight shine through its butter-coloured wings, 
is a delight that lifts the spirits. Yet, these 
beautiful creatures are disappearing fast.  

When I was a child the buddleia, otherwise 
known as the butterfly bush, grew in just about 
every garden and waste space available. 
Bushes sprung up on old bomb sites, after WW2 
and were left to grow to their full height. In 
summer, walking past one, a cloud of butterflies 
of various species would take to the air and fly 
around in the sky before resettling. red admiral, 
peacock, large and small whites, comma, 
tortoiseshell are all names that I remember and 
how many do we see now? 

There are others of course, the less 
common ones. In fact around 60 species have 
been recorded in Britain including the clouded 
yellow and the painted lady, that are migrants 
but nowadays they have to be searched for.  

Organisations like Butterfly Conservation 
are doing their level best to preserve known 
sites and to promote awareness but what a 
struggle they are having.  

If you are interested in butterflies, you can 
do no better than to read Patrick Barkham’s 

book “The Butterfly Isles” which documents his 
search, over a year, for all of the species to be 
found in Britain. A really good read and definitely 
a “Desert Island” book, in my mind.  

As with all creatures, butterflies have their 
individual requirements. They each need 
specific plants on which to lay their eggs and 
that the newly hatched caterpillars can eat. 
These are of prime importance, yet we are 
destroying them at a rate of knots. The flowers 
needed by the adults, to collect the vital nectar 
required to sustain them, are disappearing too. 
You see, the food chain is so important from the 
smallest creatures upwards and this is where 
most seem to miss the point.  

Several years ago I finally got my first moth 
trap. That was something that I had thought 
about for a long time and never got around to. 
Setting it of an evening and leaving it on all night 
in my small cottage garden, became a real 
highlight. Moths were still quite plenteous and 
keeping a log of as many species as possible, 
before their release, was a real joy. I still have 
those records to remind myself of how many 
there were then. I even had a garden tiger on 
one occasion!  

In the past couple of years moths have 
taken a real decline and catches, even on nature 
reserves where there should be good numbers, 
have diminished. Maybe you can remember the 
‘woolly bears’ that used to frequent gardens and 
wild areas everywhere? These are the cater-
pillars of the garden tiger that I often collected 
as a child. Now, when did you last see one of 
those? This once frequently seen creature is 
now being monitored for sightings which are 
recorded with excitement when one is found.  

A mature oak can support hundreds, if not 
thousands, of oak tortrix moth caterpillars in 
Summer. The tiny green ‘looper’ caterpillars that 
can drop from the upper canopy on silken 
threads, like gossamer. They munch away at the 
young leaves, sometimes decimating them and 
so the tree then responds by putting out another 
flush of young leaves in May or June.  

These tiny caterpillars form a great food 
supply for a variety of birds that need them for 
protein to feed their chicks. Of course, those that 
survive will go on to be the next adult moths, 
laying eggs and providing food for next year.  

This is just one example of the web of life 
and what do we do? We cut down mature oaks 
willy-nilly with no regard for the wonders of 
nature.  

Fields full of poppies, grasslands of butter-
cups and daisies, woods of bluebells and 
marshes pink with cuckoo flower, are all sights 
no longer seen. How have we let this happen? 
Do we really realise the damage being done to 
the earth and all living things? 

Birdwatchers that rush about the country-
side looking for rare birds that happen to have 
landed in this country for a variety of reasons, 
mainly being blown off course on migration, are 
called Twitchers by some.  

Nowadays it seems that you need to be a 
Twitcher to find a thrush, in my area at least. 
Birds that were once common place are getting 
scarcer. Swifts, swallows and martins, some of 
our favourite summer migrants, get fewer in 
number each year. I haven’t seen a spotted 
flycatcher for some years now and as for the 
cuckoo, the classic sound of summer days, 
when did you last hear one of those?  

Last year, having moved to a new build 
house, my husband and I bought a couple of 
artificial, double house martin nest boxes. The 
hope was that if any managed the return journey 
from Africa, they may find them. Imagine our 
delight to find a couple taking up residence and 

raising chicks! We were so excited and watched 
them every day until they left.  

Imagine our horror to then read on 
Facebook that someone in the area was seek-
ing advice on how to destroy a nest and deter 
martins from trying to build! Have we become so 
detached from the natural world that we can’t 
bear to live alongside any wild creatures that try 
to inhabit our space? 

I have always had a garden pond. The best 
thing you can do for wildlife is create an area of 
water. Bird baths are great for both birds and 
insects too but must be looked after. A quick 
scrub out every few days and fresh water from 
a water butt is fine. A pond however is much 
better.  

Digging a pond, however small, filling it with 
water and a few plants and leaving it to do its 
own thing is magic. Insects will come and if you 
are lucky those could be dragonflies who will lay 
their eggs and before long you will be able to 
watch the wonder of their larvae crawling up the 
plants at night and hatching out.  

You may even get a frog or two or maybe a 
toad and when did you last see one of those? 

In my small cottage garden pond of 30 years 
ago I used to get dozens of frogs each spring. 
They would appear from nowhere and after a 
few days of frenzy the pond would be a mass of 
frogspawn. Then most would seemingly dis-
appear to get on with the rest of life. I used to 
hand out spawn to anyone with a new pond so 
that they could have the delight of watching the 
tadpoles hatch and the whole fantastic cycle of 
metamorphosis.  

So do it now, before they too have been 
wiped out through a lack of places to go and 
please, no fish! A fish pond is another thing and 
the fish will eat anything that moves, including 
larvae. There is no place for a fish pond in a 
wildlife garden.  

Let’s consider the sea for a moment. The 
vast oceans, larger than the land on earth, are 
also now in trouble. For years we have dumped 
our rubbish in them thinking it will just disappear.  

Surely no one can have escaped the latest 
scientific information about tiny particles of 
plastic that are found in all of the oceans. 
Particles that will not disappear but are ingested 
by both seabirds and fish.  

Being a vegetarian for many years I do not 
eat fish but I do wonder what damage may occur 
in the future to those that do. I thought that there 
were strict controls nowadays on sewage out-
lets but find that, apparently, effluent is still being 
dumped into the sea and many of our rivers too.  

All of this along with air pollution, chemicals 
in our foods, high fat diets and sedentary 
lifestyles is not helping our quality of life and 
definitely not easing the burden on our already 
overloaded health service.  

So basically … 
Will YOU stand by and let all this happen or 

will you take steps in your own lives to at least 
try to stop things getting any worse? 

It is up to us, each and every one of us, to 
take responsibility for our own actions and to 
encourage others to do the same.  

Plant trees, dig a pond, let your lawn grow, 
manage your garden for wildlife, lobby your 
councils to take notice and please do all you can 
so that we will see a difference.  

 OR WILL NEXT YEAR REALLY BE A 
SILENT SPRING? 
 
Editor’s comment - A great article Carol.  
Thank you very much indeed. It’s so good to 
know that you have retained your passion for 
nature.  Oh, how this world needs more people 
like you!

The asset value of UK woodlands was estimated to be £337.3 billion in 2020; while  
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COP15: Five Key Takeaways from the 
UN Biodiversity Summit 

 

By Helen Briggs, BBC Environment Correspondent in Montreal 
 

THE world's nations have reached a historic agreement to protect the world's biodiversity. After 
two weeks of negotiations, what is officially known as the Kunming-Montreal Global 
biodiversity framework was passed early on Monday. Here are five key takeaways and 
memorable moments from the conference. 

1. 30% and rising 
The 30 x 30 pledge is the central pillar to this 

agreement. Countries agreeing to protecting 
30% of land and water by 2030. Not securing 
agreement on this key ambition would have 
been a deal breaker for the whole agreement. 

Even before the meeting started in Montreal 
more than 100 countries had signed up. 

So during the talks when there were 
suggestions the pledge might be watered down, 
the nations championing 30 x 30 were quick to 
push back. 

"We cannot afford to leave Montreal without 
banking this commitment," said UK environment 
minister Zac Goldsmith during a press 
conference. 

Furthermore, protecting 30% of lands and 
seas for nature, could just be the start. 

"Extinction doesn't negotiate. The science is 
clear that we need to protect at least half the 
Earth by 2030," says Oscar Soria, campaign 
director for the non-profit, Avaaz "This text is a 
step forward from where we are, but nature 
needs a giant leap." 

 

2. A match for Paris 
"It is truly a moment that will mark history as 

Paris did for climate," Canada's environment 
minister Steven Guilbeault told reporters on 
Monday 19 December. 

In 2015 the world's nations agreed for the 
first time on a common goal to cut greenhouse 
gas emissions. It was called the Paris Climate 
Agreement after the city it was signed in, and 
was considered a landmark moment for tackling 
climate change. 

Some, such as the activist-turned-politician 
Mr Guilbeault, now consider this new agreement 
in Montreal to be equally landmark moment for 
protecting nature, but not everyone is con-
vinced. Lawyers for the environmental law 
charity, ClientEarth, said the final agreement 
was "noteworthy" but stopped short of a Paris 
moment. 

In addition, Dr Abigail Entwistle of Fauna & 
Flora international evoked a more pedestrian 
image, she said: "I don't believe we've had a 
Paris moment, but now more than ever we're 
circling the Paris ring road." 

She added "We need to give the framework 
a chance, hoping it is enough to pull govern-
ments, businesses and citizens in the same 
direction to halt and reverse biodiversity loss by 
2030,". 

 

3. China takes control 
China presided over the meeting alongside 

host country, Canada, which stepped in at the 
last minute due to Covid restrictions in China. 

The conference president, Huang Runqiu, 
caused some controversy when sealing the final 

deal, by bringing down the official gavel despite 
the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) 
refusing to support it. 

The DRC protested and called the final deal 
illegal and against the rules of the negotiations, 
though the UN dismissed the complaint. 

Despite this unusual turn of events, China 
won recognition for its role during the meeting. 

Li Shuo, global policy advisor for Green-
peace China, said China lent significant weight 
to the negotiations and bridged the divide 
between richer and poorer nations. 

"Today's outcome demonstrates that 
position can forge global progress," he said. "It 
is a landmark deal that should propel China to 
embrace a bigger role in championing nature on 
the international stage." 

 

4. Where were the A-listers? 
The big UN summits on climate change 

such as the recent one held in Sharm el-Sheikh 
are normally star-studded affairs. Both are 
referred to using the acronym COP, Conference 
of the Parties, the Montreal meeting was 
COP15. 

It is not unusual for there to be more than 
100 world leaders in attendance and to brush 
shoulders with the likes of Leonardo Di Caprio, 
but that was not the case in Montreal. 

The US actor James Cromwell of Jurassic 
World: Fallen Kingdom fame briefly showed up 
outside the conference halls to pose in front of a 
model dinosaur and admonish world leaders for 
not doing more. 

Canadian prime minister Justin Trudeau 
was there for the opening ceremony while 
China's President Xi Jinping appeared by video 

link, but by-and-large it was ministers rather 
than leaders doing the negotiating. 

Some bemoaned the lack of star dust, 
calling on world leaders to turn up. 

"To get agreement here you need to have 
the world leaders roll their sleeves up and do the 
deals that only world leaders can do," said Craig 
Bennett of the UK Wildlife Trusts. 

"The nature COP has almost played second 
fiddle to the climate COP. We're never going to 
solve the climate crisis unless we deal with the 
nature crisis. You can't solve one without the 
other," he added. 

 

5. Did Joni Mitchell get it right? 
The last word must go to the singer, Joni 

Mitchell. 
When Minister Guilbeault took to the stage 

for Thursday's high-level speeches, he raised 
an unlikely question. Was Joni right when she 
sang in her 1970 song Big Yellow Taxi we had 
"paved paradise and put up a parking lot"? And 
did we really understand her message? 

It remains to be seen whether the Kunming-
Montreal Global biodiversity framework might 
go some way to answering that question, but a 
statement on the agreement by UN executive 
director, Inger Andersen, curiously echoes her 
words. 

"For far too long humanity has paved over, 
fragmented, over-extracted and destroyed the 
natural world on which we all depend," she said. 
"Now is our chance to shore up and strengthen 
the web of life, so it can carry the full weight of 
generations to come." 

 

Siberian tigers are one of the endangered species that may benefit from the new agreement 
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Trees: A Trove to Be Treasured 
 

A wonderful, thought-provoking, article by Patrick Campbell 
published on https://emagazine.com 

 
ET’S begin with a cautionary tale: there once was a wondrous tree bordering my road. 
Every day as I drove along, I could see this vision in front of me, the tree’s canopy over-
arching the entire thoroughfare, a green source of shade, a haven for wildlife and a lofty 

reminder of the island’s jungly past. One day it was suddenly no more, chain-sawed down by 
the owner of the roadside plot. When I asked him why, he told me it took up too much space. 

In Phuket, space is money and 
trees are a blot on the landscape. 
That towering tree, a dipterocarp, 
had probably been there for a 
hundred years, spared by the 
makers of the road decades ago, 
but now reduced to a lifeless 
stump. The butcher might have got 
a few dollars for the oily wood 

Trees are not only one of the wonders of our 
world, they are indispensable to our survival on 
the planet. They are extraordinarily precious, 
and extraordinarily vulnerable. Despite the 
thousands of seeds each adult tree produces, 
only one offspring will make it to maturity. Yet 
we cut them down with impunity, 

The epithet ‘vulnerable’ is not a misnomer; 
trees possess almost human-like patterns of be-
haviour. Indeed, recent research has derived a 
new term ‘wood wide web’, a reference to their 
ability to behave in a neighbourly way by sharing 
nutrients and water with fellow plants in the 
vicinity. They do this by harbouring good fungi in 
their root systems which assist in the assimil-
ation of moisture and minerals from the soil. 

Another protective function is performed by 
so-called ‘mother’ trees. As mature specimens 
in a forest or copse, they are able to use their 
extensive root systems to protect the less robust 
roots of younger trees in the immediate vicinity. 
Instead of a policy of each for herself, the parent 
tree actually helps others. 

In this way, as in many other regards, trees 
are crucial to the survival of the planet. In my 
view, it is no exaggeration to say that they are 
globally more important than any other vegetat-
ive life form and they protect not only their green 
cousins, but, unwittingly, the whole human race. 

Consider this: during photosynthesis, a 
process that trees need for survival, they use 
energy from the sun to collect glucose and to 
sequester in their tissues potentially harmful 
carbon dioxide. Not only carbon, but other air 
pollutants such as particulates. Even better, this 
process produces oxygen, the life-enhancing 
gas all of us need to survive. Without oxygen in 
our atmosphere, we would all be dead in 
minutes. More trees mean less CO2, more O2. It 
has been estimated that a 100-foot tree, one 
smaller than the one hacked down by my neigh-
bour, produces 260 pounds of oxygen per year.  
An acre of leafy trees can replenish the oxygen 
consumed by eight people. When the poet 
William Wordsworth spoke, more than 200 
years ago, of ‘one impulse from a vernal wood’ 
affecting human behaviour in a positive way, he 
spoke truer than he knew. 

Nowadays, we know a lot more about 
‘vernal woods’. One of the reasons why the 

world is experiencing so many floods and 
landslides is because the forests are no longer 
there, both to act both as gigantic sponges, or 
as protection against what is known technically 
as ‘fluvial erosion’. Floods are both the deadliest 
and commonest form of natural disaster. What 
tree root systems do is to help mitigate the 
impact of sudden precipitation; they absorb and 
tenaciously hold excess rainwater, and only 
gradually release it into the atmosphere via their 
leaves. 

Foliage is also capable of retaining moisture 
in its leaf spaces or stomata and allowing it to 
disperse slowly in an evaporative process. That 
mist that enshrouds the canopies of our tropical 
jungles is a product of this arboreal respiration. 

Add to that the capacity of root systems to 
bind the soil and help prevent erosion. Tiny, al-
most microscopic hairs interact with the 
surrounding soil and help to stabilize it. When 
this root density is high and healthy, there is al-
most no soil loss, even in super-wet conditions. 
No trees, no root hairs, no protection. 

When the coastlines of South-East Asia 
were devastated by the tsunami of all tsunamis 
in 2003, it was the casuarina trees that mitigated 
some of its most disastrous effects. Here in 
Phuket, a three-deep line of these beach-side 
conifers met the full fury of the advancing wall of 
water and saved the local community from a 
watery grave. A few trees keeled over, but their 
extensive root systems enabled the majority to 
survive and protect. 

Trees are, of course a feature of most kinds 
of landscapes, even desert regions. That they 

can cope with a degree of aridity is in part the 
consequence of their capacity to transport and 
pass on moisture. For instance, a tree in a 
coastal region probably has access to lots of 
rain water. 20 km inland, the climate may be 
much dryer. So the coastal tree will transmit 
moisture via its roots to an adjacent tree and 
thence to others in a sort of underground relay, 
a life-enhancing process akin to osmosis. 
Recent research has shown that trees can also 
pass on messages to other trees when under 
threat from leaf-eating animals, enabling them 
to produce bitter tannins in the shoots and 
foliage which deter browsing animals such as 
deer or giraffes. Isn’t that amazing? 

The role of dead trees, less spectacular, is 
still beneficial. When venerable specimens 
finally fall to the forest floor, they offer nutrients 
and shelter for approximately one-fifth of all the 
planet’s creatures, thereby performing a key 
function in the ecosystem by providing a haven 
for thousands of interacting plants, animals, 
insects and especially fungi. Fungi break down 
dead wood [lignin] and cellulose by releasing 
enzymes. The resulting material decomposes 
and eventually becomes part of the nutritive 
layer of humus, a layer crucial for the develop-
ment of a new generation of plants and trees. 

Sadly, all too many trees have been falling 
to the floor before reaching maturity, let alone 
old age—fighting a losing battle against Homo 
sapiens and not just in the Amazonian, African 
or Indonesian rainforests of today. While it is 
romantic nonsense to say that a red squirrel 
could formerly travel from England’s south coast 
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to Scotland without touching the ground, it is 
clear that in mediaeval times, much of the land-
scape was wooded, a haven for deer, wolves 
and boar. 

By the industrial revolution, these ancient, 
broadleaved forests, dominated by slow-
growing oaks that require three hundred years 
to mature, had disappeared: victims first of the 
insatiable demand for wood for fuel, ships and 
half-timbered buildings, subsequently for char-
coal for the smelting industry. Nowadays, little 
prehistoric forest remains: the UK has the lowest 
concentration of woodland in the whole of 
Europe. An unenviable statistic 

However, it was the twentieth century that 
became most notorious; the century when so 
many trees died before their time that there was 
no chance of a recovery. Yes, land clearance 
accelerated and trees everywhere succumbed 
to the chainsaw and bush fire, but some losses 
could not have been foreseen. Two key decidu-
ous species, the elm and the ash, are in terminal 
decline. An indelible feature of my rural child-
hood, sombre monsters taller than the church 
belfry, I climbed the wayside elms every day. 
Not without hazard – the boughs were notor-
iously brittle. Once upon a time, elms were 
everywhere. Look at a John Constable painting 
of the Suffolk countryside - say ‘The Haywain’ - 
and you will surely spot Ulmus procera some-
where in the picture. 

Not anymore. The elm skyline and even the 
elm hedgerow has virtually disappeared. Why? 
Because of the depredations of a small beetle, 
Ophiostoma ulmus. It drills holes in the rough, 
tough bark of the trunk, and thereby allows entry 
to two varieties of fungus which feed on the 
xylem tissue within. The tree responds by 
plugging the life-lines of this porous layer, thus 
preventing water and nutrients from traveling 
through the tree. In essence, the victim commits 
suicide. It starves to death 

The ash Fraxinus excelsior has also been 
affected by modern disease. Again a fungal 
destroyer, it apparently began in the 1990s and 
spread…. The figures are catastrophic: 99% of 
90 million trees are likely to die. The United 
States has its own problem. Emerald ash borer 
attacks perpetrated by a bright green beetle. 
Larvae feed on the living tissue within and inter-
fere with the trees ability to convey nutrients and 
water. An infestation can topple a tree in two 
short years. 

Both these pandemics are the consequence 
of neglect and mismanagement of our natural 
resources. Both began in far-flung corners of the 
globe: the ash borer is native to Asia, Dutch elm 
disease originated in Poland. Both infestations 
went unchecked for years. If the actions of the 
chain-saw on the rainforest have been all too 
calculated and visible, these two malevolent 
beetles worked their depredations unseen. 
Man’s neglect and transport systems have done 
the rest. 

Trees could be forgiven for thinking; it never 
rains but it pours. They have been having a 
rough time of it. True, there have been welcome 
and worldwide initiatives to re-plant, restore and 
preserve. In Thailand, the country I call home, 
there are actions, many at local level, to plant 
mangroves, the most ecologically important tree 
in the tropics. Brazil, which has lost 17% of 
Amazonian rainforest in the last half century, 
now has a six-year replanting program. While 
Thailand’s primal forest is now measured at 
37% of the land mass, rubber trees have re-
placed 60% of that lost jungle. 

Malaysia can tell a similar tale about oil 
palms. Generally regarded as the most profit-
able of all tree crops, the palm has colonised a 
massive six million Malaysian hectares, a four-
fold increase in a decade. Further afield, in 
North America, the primary conifer forests of 
cedar, spruce, Douglas fir and hemlock have 

mostly gone, but there are strictly enforced rules 
about replacing lost trees. Canada leads the 
global way, with governmental plans to plant two 
billion trees in the next decade. 

Not all news is good news and not every 
country is as ecologically aware as Canada. For 
the most part, it is still a tale of diminishing 
habitats and encroaching urbanscapes. When I 
built my house in Phuket nearly twenty years 
ago, I had uncluttered views of seas and mount-
ains in all directions. Slowly, inexorably these 
vistas have vanished, blotted out by apartment 
blocks and condos. In the process, many trees 
have inevitably bitten the dust. 

Replacing them is only part of the solution. 
New seeds, let alone seedlings, take ages to 
grow to maturity, and often they struggle to 
germinate and grow vigorously on land deprived 
by the slashing and scouring process of most of 
its topsoil.  Moreover these new plantations 
normally comprise one species, monocultures 
driven by commercial considerations that fail to 
take account of biodiversity.  

When I walk through a plantation of Hevea 
brasiliensis, I am shocked by the cathedral-like 
silence. No bird song, no rustlings in a non-
existent undergrowth. As Shakespeare put it 
more than four hundred years ago: ‘Bare ruined 
quires where once the sweet birds sang’. 
Always better alive than dead, trees are an 
ecological miracle. One mature oak [Quercus] 
can not only remove, annually, ten pounds of 
harmful pollutants such as particulates from our 
atmosphere, it is a miniature city home to 
creatures, ranging from mammals, reptiles and 
birds to beetles, butterflies and fungi. Cavity 
nesting birds, up to five hundred species of 
butterflies, creatures such as deer and squirrels 
dependent on winter supplies of acorns, leaf- 
eating jays and woodpeckers and caterpillars—
the list goes on and on. 

We murder trees at our cost. 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

  

Can We Set Aside a Third of our 
Planet for Nature? 

 

By Helen Briggs and Victoria Gill,  
BBC science and environment correspondents 

 
T'S being called a last chance for nature. 100 countries backing calls to protect 30% of the 
planet. The aim is to reach this goal by 2030 and conserve forests and other vital ecosystems 
in order to restore the natural world. The "30x30" target is the key ambition of the UN 

biodiversity summit, COP 15, but as the talks in Montreal, Canada, moved into their final days, 
there was division over this and many other targets. 

Biodiversity refers to all living 
things, from polar bears to plank-
ton, and the way they fit together to 
sustain life on Earth. 

Scientists have warned that with forests and 
grasslands being lost at unprecedented rates 
and oceans under pressure from pollution and 
over-fishing, humans are pushing the Earth 
beyond safe limits. This includes increasing the 
risk of diseases, like SARs CoV-2, Ebola and 
HIV, spilling over from wild animals into human 
populations. 

Under the proposed agreement, countries 

would sign up to targets to expand protected 
areas, such as nature reserves. It draws 
inspiration from the so-called "father of 
biodiversity", the biologist Edward O Wilson, 
who called for half of Earth to be protected. 

However, there is debate over how much 
land and sea to include and some scientists fear 
the targets may be diluted. 

Designating areas for nature in a way that is 
meaningful will be a challenge, but it is 
absolutely required, says Prof Mark Emmerson 
of Queens University, Belfast. 

"Protecting our land and seas also allows 
degraded ecosystems to recover, to start 

functioning in a way that is beneficial to society," 
he says. Maintaining and restoring healthy 
wetlands and forests that lock away greenhouse 
gas emissions can help humanity deal with the 
other major global challenge of climate change. 

"Healthy ecosystems can lock up carbon 
and contribute to our climate mitigation targets if 
we give them the space to do so - in this respect 
the climate and biodiversity crises are flip sides 
of the same coin." 

Speaking to the BBC at the biodiversity 
conference, head of the UN Environment 
Programme Inger Andersen also stressed that 
the biodiversity agreement "deals explicitly with 
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nature's contribution to the impacts of climate 
change". 

Protecting the rights of indigenous peoples 
has been front and centre at the talks. Canadian 
Prime Minister Justin Trudeau was drowned out 
by a protest by a group of young indigenous 
people during his opening speech. Thousands 
took to the streets of Montreal on Saturday to 
call for indigenous voices to be heard. 

They occupy some of the most biodiverse 
areas of the planet - places that it is particularly 
vital to protect such as the Amazon rainforest., 
but they fear they are being left out of decisions 
over what to protect and could even be thrown 
off their ancestral lands in the name of 
conservation. 

Ayisha Siddiqa, from the Global Youth 
Biodiversity Network, summed up some of the 
concerns of many communities when she 
addressed the media at COP15 saying: "You 
cannot omit the rights of indigenous 
communities - of those who protect the land - 
from the environment." 

According to the UN, at least a quarter of the 
world's land is inhabited or managed by 
indigenous communities and, where those 
communities have land rights, there is often a 
measurable positive impact on nature according 
to scientific studies. In Australia, Brazil and 
Canada, for instance, more wildlife exists on 
lands cared for by indigenous communities. 

Milka Chepkorir, human rights activist and 
member of the Sengwer Indigenous Peoples of 

Cherang'any Hills in Kenya, says the most 
biodiverse areas of the world are "where people 
live", not where there are "guards in uniforms 
with guns. Indigenous people know the value of 
this biodiversity and live in harmony with it"  

Aslak Holmberg from the Saami Council, 
who lives in Njuorggán, on the border between 
Finland and Norway, echoed her words: "It is 
mainly in the Saami areas where we have more 
or less unmodified nature - that's proof of our 
work in conservation," he said. 

Another point of contention is how to divide 
up the globe. Should every country agree to 
protect 30% of its territory or should this be a 
global target, focusing on protecting the most 
precious biodiversity? 

According to the conservation group, WWF, 
countries are veering towards the latter. The 
general sense at the negotiations is that there 
should be a global target to ensure we conserve 
the most important places, says Lucia Ruiz 
Bustos of WWF Mexico. 

However, these protected areas must be 
effectively managed. In other words, it's not just 
about how much of the land and sea is protected 
but what is allowed to happen in these areas. 

In many cases, setting aside land without 
active restoration does little for wildlife. 

In England, the government says it is 
protecting about 28% of land for nature, but in 
reality the figure is closer to 5%, according to 
one report, and while 38% of seas around the 
British Isles are designated marine reserves, 

many are still subject to damaging fishing 
practices such as bottom trawling, where fishing 
gear is dragged along the sea bed. 

"We want the UK Government to show 
leadership internationally at COP15, but also to 
deliver on these commitments at home," says Dr 
Christine Tuckett of the Marine Conservation 
Society. 

Analysis by the group suggests a byelaw 
recently introduced to ban bottom-towed fishing 
in Dogger Bank - a big sandbank in the North 
Sea - is showing signs of success with a "huge 
reduction in seabed fishing" within the protected 
area. 

"If we're to achieve 30% of land and sea 
protected by 2030, our ocean cannot be for-
gotten," says CEO of the Marine Conservation 
Society, Sandy Luk. "When our ocean is 
protected, habitats can recover and support the 
incredible biodiversity of life in our seas." 

There are also questions over who foots the 
bill for restoring nature, with suggestions richer 
countries that have lost much of their wildlife 
should be paying poorer countries with intact 
forests and wild areas to do conservation work. 

The issue of how finance flows to poorer 
countries is a big unresolved issue and while 
agreement on protecting 30% of land and sea 
would be regarded as a milestone, scientists 
warn that this alone would not be enough to 
stem biodiversity loss. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Trees Store 'Twice as Much Carbon' 
as Once Thought 

 

By Victoria Gill, BBC News Science Correspondent 
 

 STUDY, which weighed individual trees using a 3D scanning technique (pictured below), 
has revealed that UK forests store twice as much carbon as previously estimated. The 
research used lasers to map almost 1,000 trees in Wytham Wood in Oxfordshire. "We've 

found significantly more carbon stored here," said Dr Kim Calders, from Ghent University. 

The research also reveals that 
mature trees, in particular, play a 
critical role in fighting climate 
change. 

An accurate calculation of the amount of 
carbon trapped in UK woodland could help 
inform decisions about how to manage it - in 
addition to highlighting the cost to the 
environment of losing that woodland. 

Before 3D scanning techniques 
were available, weighing a tree would 
mean cutting it down. The latest 
research, published in the journal 
Ecological Solutions and Evidence, 
produced laser-scanned maps of each 
tree and converted those into a model. 

That gave a measure of each tree's 
volume which the scientists used to 
calculate the amount of carbon 
captured in each tree's trunk and 
branches. It showed that a patch of UK 
forest weighs about twice as much as 
previous calculations suggested. 

"When you know the density of the 
wood, you can convert volume into 

mass," explains Prof Mat Disney, from UCL. 
"About half of that mass will be carbon, half is 
water." 

Wytham Wood, one of the most scientifically 
studied forests in the world, is typical of UK 
deciduous woodland, meaning the area 
weighed by scientists affords an accurate 
estimate of the carbon value of forests across 
the UK. 

"There has probably been an under-
estimation of carbon in UK woodland, but 
probably across Europe as well," said Prof 
Calders. 

As well as being important ecosystems, 
healthy forests remove planet-warming carbon 
dioxide from the atmosphere. 

Prof Disney says the new findings show 
that, for every square kilometre of woodland 

lost, "we potentially lose almost twice 
the carbon sink capacity we thought. 
This has serious implications for our 
understanding of the benefits of 
protecting trees in terms of climate 
change," he explains. 

He adds that the complex 
structure of mature trees means they 
play a role that is very difficult to 
replace by simply planting more trees. 

"The value you have in large 
mature trees is almost incalculable, 
and so you should avoid losing that at 
any cost - regardless of how many 
trees you think about planting," said 
Prof Disney. Those large trees are 
incredibly important." 
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Poachers Target Hippos for Giant Teeth 
in Place of Ivory  

 

By Navin Singh Khadka, BBC World Service Environment Correspondent 

 
EEPENING restrictions on ivory trafficking have led to an increase of the trade in 
hippopotamus teeth, wildlife campaigners are warning, with potentially serious effects 
for a species already listed as "vulnerable to extinction". When the UK last June 

announced a near-total ban on the trade in elephant ivory, an animal welfare charity studied 
what happened in three widely used online marketplaces. 

"We found the increase in hippo 
ivory trade in the UK within a month 
after the near total-ban of elephant 
ivory was introduced," says Frankie 
Osuch, lead author of a report 
released by Born Free in 
September. 

This was "deeply concerning evidence of 
increased demand for ivory from hippos, whose 
numbers in the wild are under threat" the report 
said. 

Researchers say this pattern was clear as 
far back as 1989, when a worldwide ban on 
trade in ivory was first agreed, and has only 
intensified as governments have brought in new 
measures to tighten the ban. 

Like ivory, hippo teeth and tusks are often 
used for decorative carvings, but they are 
cheaper and easier to obtain. Hippo body parts 
can still be traded under the Convention on 
International Trade in Endangered Species 
(CITES), though all international sales require 
an export permit. 

It's been calculated that between 1975, 
when CITES records began, and 2017, 
770,000kg of hippo teeth were legally traded. 
But there is also an illegal trade. 

In 2020 hippo teeth were among the 
mammal body parts most often seized in the EU, 
according to a European Commission report. 

"There are increasing cases of sniffer dogs 
detecting hippo teeth at different airports in 
Africa these days, and the detection does not 
mean all of them are caught, perhaps only half 
of them are," says Philip Muruthy, vice-president 
of the Africa Wildlife Foundation. 

A study by the International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) in 2016 
estimated that the worldwide population of the 
common hippo was between 115,000 and 
130,000 - a drop of 30% since 1994. Ten 
countries in West and Central Africa say there 
has continued to be a sharp decline in numbers, 
due to poaching and land degradation. 

They proposed a complete ban on trade in 
the run-up to a CITES meeting in Panama last 
month, but this would only have been possible 
under CITES rules if there had been more than 
50% drop in the population in the last 10 years, 
and an IUCN analysis did not support this 
conclusion. 

The 10 West and Central African countries 
then suggested a move called "annotation" that 
would have resulted in a zero-quota for wild 
specimens traded for commercial purposes, but 
this proposal was not supported by the EU or by 
East and South African countries, who say 
hippo populations remain at a healthy level. 

Some of the East and South African 

countries (Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia and 
Zimbabwe) are also the source of three-quarters 
of the estimated 13,909 hippos whose parts and 
products were traded between 2009 and 2018. 

Joanna Swabe, senior director of public 
affairs with Humane Society International, 
points out that little work has been done since 
2016 to establish hippo numbers. 

"There has been very little scientific 
research on the actual population of hippos in all 
of these range countries," she says. "While at 
the same time, range countries know what is 
going on with their hippos within their territories, 
so they should not be ignored." 

Hippos have a low birth rate, producing only 
one offspring every other year, so a reduction in 
population size can have a long-term impact. 

 

Hippo Facts 
• All hippos live in Africa - there are two 

types, the common hippo (population 
estimated at 115,000 to 130,000 in 2016) 
and the pygmy hippo (2,000-3,000) 

• The common hippo was classified as 
"vulnerable to extinction" on the Inter-
national Union for the Conservation of 
Nature (IUCN) red list in 2016 

• The parts and products of an estimated 
13,909 hippos were legally traded be-
tween 2009 and 2018 - three-quarters of 
them originated in Tanzania, Uganda, 
Zambia and Zimbabwe 

• 770,000kg of hippo teeth were legally 
traded between 1975 and 2017 - the size 
of the illegal trade is unknown 

Wildlife experts also say that the legal and 
illegal trade in hippo teeth needs to be closely 
monitored. 

The common hippo is listed in Appendix II of 
CITES meaning that it could be threatened with 
extinction unless trade is closely controlled. 

The 10 countries seeking a worldwide ban 
on trade note argue that there is strong evidence 
of the "co-mingling of legal and illegal hippo 
ivory", suggesting that poached ivory is 
"laundered into the legal market". 

Without stronger controls, campaigners 
warn, hippos may share the fate of elephants, 
which are endangered - or critically endangered 
in the case of the African forest elephant - 
because so many were killed by poachers for 
their tusks.
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Norwich Western Link Woods 
Could be Given Extra Protection 

 

By Dan Grimmer, Public Affairs Correspondent at the EDP 
 

HE SAGA of the controversial £251m Norwich Western Link has taken a fresh twist after 
government advisors agreed to consider giving special protection to woodlands on the 
road's route. Natural England has confirmed it will consider an application by Norfolk 

Wildlife Trust to designate Wensum Woodlands, in the area where Norfolk County Council 
wants to build the 3.9-mile road, as a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). 

If such a designation is granted, 
recognising the protected barba-
stelle bat super colony which 
researchers have identified in the 
area around Lenwade, Weston 
Longville and Ringland, that could 
have significant repercussions. 

The council had already realigned the route 
of the road, which would stretch from the A1067 
Fakenham Road to the A47 near Honingham, to 
take into account the presence of the bats, but if 
woodland on the route of the road is given 
special designation, then it would give the area 
added protection. 

That could mean another rethink over where 
the road goes and add even more to the 
project's rising bill. 

Norfolk Wildlife Trust wrote to government 
advisor Natural England in April last year asking 
for it to create a new SSSI to protect the bat 
colonies in the Wensum Valley. Natural England 
has confirmed it is one of 22 applications for 
such a designation which it will now consider. 

Eliot Lyne, chief executive at Norfolk Wildlife 
Trust, said: "The 'super colony' of bats along the 
Wensum is a wildlife wonder for Norfolk and this 
first step to protecting this remarkable super 
colony is great news. We wholeheartedly 
support the designation of a SSSI to ensure the 
barbastelle bats and the habitats they live in are 
protected. 

"At a time of biodiversity crisis, we urge 
Natural England to proceed with the desig-
nation, which will protect not just roost trees, but 
the marshes, hedges, woodland and grasslands 
where the bats feed, breed and hibernate." 

The trust, which has opposed the Norwich 
Western Link because of its impact on habitats, 
estimates there are at least 267 individual 
barbastelle bats in the super-colony, of which at 
least 89 are estimated to be adult females. 

Barbastelle bats are rated as 'near 
threatened' in the worldwide International Union 
for Conservation of Nature Red List, while the 
species is considered as 'vulnerable' in the UK. 

The River Wensum, which is also on the 
road's route, is already designated as an SSSI 
and as a Special Area of Conservation. The 
council has had to take that into account in its 
plans for the road, which include a viaduct over 
the river. 

While designation as an SSSI does not 
automatically prevent construction, it gives an 
extra layer of protection, including the need for 
further assessment and more opportunities to 
challenge proposals. 

Martin Wilby, Norfolk County Council's 
cabinet member for highways, transport and 
infrastructure, said: "It’s likely to take some time 
for Natural England to determine if this area 
should be designated as a SSSI. 

"In terms of the Norwich Western Link, the 
key thing is that we’ve carried out extensive bat 
surveys over four years and as a result have a 
good understanding of the presence of this 
protected bat species in the area around the 
proposed route, and we’re taking account of this 
in our design and mitigation measures. 

"We’ll continue to take advice from Natural 
England and bat specialists as we develop our 
proposals." 

Hannah Thacker, area manager at Natural 
England, said: "Evidence gathering for the sites 
will begin from next year. This will involve 
working closely with stakeholders in the listed 
areas, reviewing evidence and understanding 
current management practices while we build an 
appreciation of what designation would mean 
and potential benefits. Inclusion on this list is not 
a commitment to designate." 

The council is waiting to learn if the 
Department for Transport will support its 
business case for the road and agree to provide 
85pc (£213.4m) of the cost. 

The council says the road will cut traffic 
congestion, improve air pollution and encourage 
economic growth and it has been backed by 
Norfolk Chambers of Commerce but, in addition 
to Norfolk Wildlife Trust, it is opposed by the 

Rivers Trust, CPRE Norfolk and the Labour and 
Green groups at County Hall. 

 

HE stop Wensum Link Group 
believe that the proposed 
road is the wrong solution to 

the problem for the following 
reasons. 

Norfolk Taxpayers will be coughing up at 
least £38m for the Western Link. At the same 
time, the county's essential services are being 
cut to plug a budget deficit of £60m. 

It won't solve traffic problems in the long 
term. Norfolk County Council predict that traffic 
on Sandy Lane (Taverham), West End 
(Costessey) and Longwater Lane will increase 
compared with 2019 

Building new roads increases CO2 
emissions. Huge amounts of carbon are used in 
construction and more roads equals more 
traffic. We can't build new roads in a climate 
emergency.   

The Wensum Valley is a rich patchwork of 
habitats including ancient woodland and a rare 
chalk stream. It is home to more than 60 
protected species. There is no way to build a 
new road across the Valley without destroying 
such a unique ecology. 

Without doubt, there is a long way to go and 
much heated argument. 

Watch this space!!

T 

T 

A visualisation of how the viaduct over the Norwich Western Link could look from above 
(Image: Norfolk County Council) 
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A UK Tree Provides Hundreds of 
Pounds of Benefits a Year, Report Finds 
 

By Damian Carrington, Environment Editor for The Guardian 
 

HE huge value of trees standing alone and in small groups in the UK has been revealed in 
a new report, which found they provide billions of pounds worth of benefits to people 
every year. The trees capture climate-heating CO2, reduce toxic air pollution and slow the 

flow of rainwater, cutting flood risks. 

There are millions of such trees 
across the country, covering a 
combined 750,000 hectares, and 
making up 20% of all the nation’s 
trees. The value of woodland has 
already been estimated but the 
report is the first to calculate a 
value for trees in gardens, parks, 
fields and along streets across the 
UK. 

It found the value of the services from non-
woodland trees ranges from £1.4bn to £3.8bn a 
year, depending on the methodology used. The 
researchers said the estimates were conserv-
ative, as many benefits were hard to quantify, 
such as the boost to wildlife and to 
people’s mental health. 

A large individual tree, with a canopy 
diameter of 30m, provides hundreds of 
pounds of benefits a year, the report 
found. It also estimated separately the 
average replacement cost of a tree at 
£2,500, although the largest trees can be 
valued at more than £100,000. In total, the 
report valued non-woodland trees at 
£429bn. The researchers said their work 
could be used by local authorities to justify 
the costs of protecting and planting trees 
at a time when budgets are hard-pressed. 

Kieron Doick, head of the urban forest 
research group at Forest Research and 
lead author of the report, said the 
importance of single and small groups of trees 
struck him on a recent walk. “As I walked home, 
I was passing trees all around my town, along 
the highway, single ones in people’s gardens, 
some at the intersections,” he said. “It 
represented to me the diversity and coverage of 
the trees that are in our everyday lives, but are 
not in woodlands.” 

“The numbers are substantial,” Doick said. 
“These trees are at least as valuable in terms of 
providing benefits to people as woodland trees 
and we still aren’t even considering all of the 
benefits. 

“This research will help support decision-
makers to justify the spending on the resource 
management, research and maintenance of our 
non-woodland trees in the same way they do our 
woodland trees.” 

The report found the largest economic 
benefit from the non-woodland trees is the 
removal and storage of CO2, which accounted 
for a half to two-thirds of the benefit, depending 
on the methodology used. The removal of air 
pollution was also significant, contributing a fifth 
to a third of the benefits. Smaller but important 
other benefits were cooling local temperatures 
on hot days and screening people from noise 
pollution. Single urban and rural trees and 
groups of trees less than 0.5 hectares in area 
were included in the analysis. 

Earlier research estimated the canopy cover 
of trees in 283 towns and cities in England at an 
average of 16%, with another study 
recommending this should rise to a minimum of 
20%. A citizen science project to map urban 
canopy cover in the UK is being run by Forest 
Research and partners. Doick said the state of 
urban trees varied considerably: “In some cities, 
their population will have a very high percentage 
classed as in very good or excellent health. In 
other places, it will be less so.” 

The government announced last month that 
57 local authorities across England had 
received nearly £10m through the woodland 

creation accelerator fund to kickstart tree-
planting activity. The forestry minister Trudy 
Harrison said: “Our trees, forests and 
woodlands are the nation’s lungs and serve as 
a powerful weapon in the fight against climate 
change. At a local level, trees are the lifeblood 
of communities, essential to supporting 
wellbeing.” 

Adam Cormack, at the Woodland Trust, 
said: “This important new research shows the 
extraordinary financial value of the trees in our 
streets, our parks and our countryside, [which] 
should be worthy of the highest level of 
protection. Yet, we know this isn’t the case. For 
example, eastern England has lost 50% of its 
large trees in the past 150 years.” 

The “incalculable cultural value” of trees 
was not covered by the research, 
Cormack said. “This is especially true for 
our oldest and most important trees, 
which don’t have the automatic legal 
protection that most of our wildlife and old 
buildings have. These astonishing trees 
are our inheritance from history, and we 
should be treating them like national 
treasures.” 

Mike Childs, Friends of the Earth’s 
head of policy, said: “Estimating the 
economic value of trees is fraught with 
difficulties and inevitably fails to capture 
all the benefits, but the government 
shouldn’t need this type of exercise to 
realise that we need more trees in our 
towns, cities and countryside.” 

“The government’s suggestion of increasing 
tree cover in England from 14.5% to 17.5% by 
2050 is completely inadequate,” Childs said. 
“Instead, it should be aiming to double tree 
cover and ensure that every street and 
neighbourhood reaps the undoubted benefits 
from having trees on their doorstep.” 

The benefits of the UK’s 3m hectares of 
woodlands was estimated in 2018 at £4.9bn a 
year, although it used a much lower value for 
carbon storage. A 2021 report found that walks 
taken by people in UK woodlands save £185m 
a year in mental-health costs. 

 

T 

OUR ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 2022 
May I remind you that our 2022 AGM, postponed from last year, will now be held on Wednesday 25 January 2023 at Freethorpe Village Hall, 
Freethorpe, NR13 3NZ, starting at 19:00. This will be the first time we have had a “face-to-face” meeting for some years and it will be a 
great opportunity for us all to get to know those people who we have only known “on-line” up until now. 
 
So I look forward to seeing Tree Wardens and, parish representatives and other supporters of our Network on 25th. Don’t be late.  You don’t 
know what you might miss!!! 
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Environment Targets are Job Half-Done 
 

By Georgina Rannard, BBC News Climate & Science 
 

EW environmental targets set by the government are a "job half-done" and will fail to halt 
nature's decline, say charities. The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
published the goals on 16 December after a six-week delay. The legally-binding targets 

promise to tackle major problems like the loss of animals and plants, and air pollution, but 
critics say that crucial targets to protect water quality and natural sites are missing. 

Groups including the RSPB, 
Greenpeace and Wildlife and 
Countryside Link said that although 
a goal to halt the loss of bio-
diversity is welcome, the targets fall 
far short of addressing the serious 
crisis facing UK nature. 

The UK is one of the world's most nature-
depleted countries - in the bottom 10% globally 
and last among the G7 group of nations. 

The government was mandated to set the 
targets by 31 October 2022 as part of the 
Environment Act 2021, but it said that a 
"significant public response" delayed its plans. 

The Office for Environmental Protection 
watchdog held talks with Environment Minister 
Therese Coffey over the delays. 

On 16 December, 13 targets were finally 
published, including a goal to halt the decline in 
species abundance by 2030. Another promises 
to ensure that biodiversity in 2042 is greater 

than in 2022, and at least 10% more than in 
2030. 

Announcing the goals, Ms Coffey said: 
"These targets are ambitious and will be 
challenging to achieve, but they will drive our 
efforts to restore our natural environment, 
protect our much-loved landscapes and green 
spaces and marine environment, as well as help 
tackle climate change." 

However, environment groups have said the 
targets are not ambitious enough. 

"Simply aiming for slightly more nature in 20 
years' time than our current, extremely depleted 
state is far from world-leading, and an abdi-
cation of our responsibility to future gener-
ations," said Craig Bennett, chief executive of 
The Wildlife Trusts. 

Long-term goals to improve overall water 
quality are essential, because they allow the 
public to hold the government to account on 
river and waterways pollution, Richard Benwell, 
chief executive of Wildlife and Countryside Link, 
told BBC News. 

"As it stands, there is no way for a member 
of the public to be sure that their river is in better 
condition, and there is no access to justice," he 
explained. 

River pollution is a serious problem in 
England and Wales, with no river free of 
pollution caused by raw sewage, microplastics 
and slurry. 

This summer, dozens of warnings were 
issued after water companies discharged 
untreated sewage and wastewater into the sea. 

Charities warn that this will continue without 
firm government targets to improve water 
health. They also say that without investment in 
protected natural sites, plant and animal species 
will not have the right conditions to thrive in, 
meaning that biodiversity will continue to suffer. 

The targets undermine the UK's leadership 
on the global stage, according to campaigners. 

Representatives of nearly 200 countries are 
currently meeting in Montreal, Canada at the 
COP15 summit on halting the world's decline in 
nature and biodiversity. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Nearly Half of Replanted Trees Die, 
but Careful Site Selection Can Help 

 

An article by Danielle Keeton-Olsen published on the Mongabay website 

 
LANTING trees may seem like a simple, unifying endeavour to restore ecosystems and 
meet climate goals, but once the saplings are in the ground and event photos posted 
online, forest restoration becomes a real challenge. A recent study tracking forest 

restoration projects in South and Southeast Asia found that, on average, 44% of trees planted 
as part of such efforts died within five years, rising to almost half of the replanted forests at the 
10-year mark. 

However, while restored trees 
died at discouraging rates the 
study indicates that, especially as 
time progressed, making small 
changes in a restoration site can 
make a big difference for the 
forest’s future. 

The study draws on data from published 
studies and the FOR-RESTOR network of 
tropical forest restoration site data from sites 
across South and Southeast Asia. It pulls tree 
survival rates in tropical and subtropical forests 
as well as details like size, variety and forest 
types into the mix to understand the variables 

that play into the success of forest restoration. 
The study found that one of the biggest 

influences on a restored forest’s survival is the 
type of land used. Average mortality rates were 
20% higher on open, degraded land than in 
forest sites. 

The authors also noticed differences 
between restorations in mineral soil versus in 
peat swamps: in the first year after replanting, 
tree mortality is higher, at 28%, in peat swamps 
than in soil, at 14%. But beyond that point, tree 
deaths were lower in peat swamps. 

Many of the factors that influenced tree 
mortality appear to be based on conditions that 
can be controlled, such as site selection. But, 
the researchers say, because monitoring tends 

to drop off after the initial planting, mortality 
rates get harder to track over longer time 
periods. 

Lindsay Banin, a co-author on the 
restoration review and statistical ecologist at the 
UK Centre for Ecology & Hydrology, points to 
some reasons for why monitoring can drop off: 
some projects may age out of their funding 
cycles; some project managers may lose 
interest in collecting data after their report is 
published; and other projects may just have too 
high of a mortality rate to continue. 

As forests take decades to re-grow, longer-
term studies are needed, Banin says. 
“Enhancing the availability of [restoration] 
information would help to tackle important 
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applied questions around how landscape 
context can influence restoration outcomes, and 
the circumstances under which trees must be 
planted versus conditions where natural 
regeneration would be sufficient, and whether 
there are important components of the flora, 
fauna and microbiota missing,” she says. 

Study co-author Stuart Smith, of Nanyang 
Technical University’s Asian School of 
Environment in Singapore, who also led a 
recent review of forest restoration in peat 
swamps, notes that data for restoration efforts in 
peat swamps is particularly short-term. 

For example, Smith says that in his previous 
study, his team was only able to review peat 
forest restoration efforts that were less than 2 

years old, while restorations need decades to 
generate results. 

Reki Kardiman, author of a 2019 study that 
found that forest restoration efforts in the Malay 
Peninsula may thrive or die based the types of 
trees planted, agrees there’s a need for 
restoration sites to account for the species 
planted as well as site conditions. Even the 
socioeconomic aspects of a restoration site can 
have an impact, he says, adding that both 
scientific and local knowledge drive the survival 
rate of a forest restoration project. 

“Restoration research should involve local 
knowledge in terms of species selection, what 
… could be good for their future livelihood,” he 
says. “At least it can guarantee the restored 

forest from second-round deforestation.” 
Banin says she sees key gaps in her study 

and in previous literature — for instance, more 
work is needed to connect specific indicators 
like survival rate to the broader recovery of a 
forest ecosystem — but she sees this survey as 
a good starting point, especially for informing 
those putting trees into the ground. 

“We hope to do more work translating our 
research to broader audiences,” she says. 
“Finding effective ways to share experiences 
and knowledge around things that have worked 
well or less so is also crucial, so that new 
projects don’t have to start the learning process 
from scratch.” 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Economic Value of UK’s Individual 
Trees Revealed for First Time 

 

From Defra, Forest Research, Forestry Commission and Trudy Harrison MP 

 
HE economic value of individual trees planted outside of our forests and woodlands has 
been revealed for the first time today (Sunday 4 December) at £3.8 billion. The figures are 
revealed in a new ground-breaking study published by Forest Research and Defra on 4 

December 2022 as part of National Tree Week. 

Trees outside woodlands are 
defined as single trees in urban and 
rural areas and are some of the 
most iconic trees in our landscape, 
ranging from the classic, spreading 
hedgerow to the single trees lining 
our streets, making up almost a 
quarter of trees in Great Britain. 

The valuation is based on the important role 
they play in sequestering and storing carbon, 
regulating temperatures, strengthening flood 
resilience and reducing noise and air pollution. 
Together, these help to mitigate against climate 
change, reducing damage to infrastructure and 
people from the impact of flooding, cooling our 
cities in summer and improving health and 
wellbeing. 

By quantifying their significant value, the 
report will help to incentivise councils, land 
managers and local communities to plant more 
trees outside of woodlands for the varied and 
numerous benefits they provide. As 
outlined in our England Trees Action 
Plan, this will contribute to wider 
Government efforts to treble planting 
rates in England by the end of this 
Parliament and achieve net zero by 
2050. 

Forestry Minister Trudy Harrison 
said “Today’s ground-breaking 
research reaffirms the unique value of 
non-woodland trees which exist all 
around us - from the trees lining our 
streets to those dotted around our 
beautiful countryside. 

“It makes clear the immense 
environmental and economic value 
and benefits trees bring to society 
which cannot be underestimated. As 
set out in our England Trees Action 

Plan, we have committed to trebling tree 
planting rates in England by 2024 and by 
quantifying the significant value of trees, this 
research will help to incentivise planting in our 
communities across our country.” 

Kieron Doick, Head of the Urban Forest 
Research Group, Forest Research said “Trees 
outside of woodlands are all around us: in our 
gardens, along our roads, in our parks and open 
green spaces. Understanding their value can 
help make sure councils and landowners invest 
in the planting of more trees, and their aftercare 
so that they may continue to provide us with 
their abundant beauty and benefit. 

“While our valuation of non-woodland trees 
is substantial, we recognise that our research 
valued just a handful of the many benefits that 
trees provide. Future research will allow greater 
understanding and increased values as more of 
the benefits are included. 

“Our report shows that trees are valuable 
infrastructure assets across multiple land uses, 
much as one might think about lampposts or 

drains. Moreover, it highlights the much greater 
role of mature trees in delivering benefit to 
society - in comparison to their younger 
counterparts.” 

Richard Stanford, Chief Executive, Forestry 
Commission, said “This first-of-its-kind research 
demonstrates the dynamism of trees outside 
woodlands – from tackling many of the 
prevailing issues of our time, like air quality and 
climate change, to damping down noise and 
helping people to get a better night’s sleep. 

“This landmark report will inform the 
continued rollout of our England Trees Action 
Plan and be instrumental to future policymaking. 
Continuing to make informed decisions based 
on robust scientific evidence will help us to 
realise the numerous environmental, economic 
and social benefits that trees provide – now and 
in the future.” 

The report also estimates the Natural 
Capital Value of non-woodland trees to be 
between £68.5 billion and £151.5 billion, in 2020 
prices. This represents the value of the trees 

over the course of a century and 
provides a useful means of 
comparison to other natural assets. 

In 2021/22, over half a million 
trees were planted outside of 
woodlands thanks to Government 
grants, such as the Urban Tree 
Challenge Fund, boosting deprived 
urban areas; the Local Authority 
Treescapes Fund accelerating tree 
planting in local communities; and 
the Levelling Up Parks Fund which 
helps people across England to 
benefit from spending time in 
nature. 

‘Valuing Non-Woodland Trees’ 
is available to download free-of-
charge on the Forest Research 
website. 

T 

https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/research/valuing-non-woodland-trees/
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Funding for Tree Planting Projects to Honour 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth Announced 

 

From Defra, Forestry Commission, and Trudy Harrison MP  

 
EW funding to plant trees in communities across the country in honour of the late Her 
Majesty Queen Elizabeth has been announced by Forestry Minister Trudy Harrison on 
Friday 2 December 2022. Defra will provide lead delivery partners of The Queen’s Green 

Canopy (QGC) with half a million pounds in funding to plant trees in communities across the 
country in honour of the late Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth. 

As part of the national tree 
planting initiative in Her Majesty’s 
name – The Queen’s Green Canopy 
– funding of £499,000 will be 
provided for a special programme 
of planting to be delivered by QGC 
Partners including Trees for Cities, 
The Tree Council, The Conserv-
ation Volunteers and Earthwatch. 

Working in co-operation with local 
authorities and communities, the funding will 
enable thousands of trees to be planted in over 
60 locations across England, engaging 
communities that have limited access to nature 
and green spaces. The projects include: 

The Tree Council will plant 69,000 whips to 
create 14km of hedgerow in up to 50 locations, 
which will be chosen to increase biodiversity, 
local nature recovery and future flood 
alleviation. 

Trees for Cites will extend their “Forgotten 
Places” programme across five areas that are 
nature-deprived, planting a total of over 5,000 
trees. Earthwatch will plant 1,800 trees to create 
three “Tiny Forests” in urban areas with low 

woodland cover. A Tiny Forest is a dense, fast-
growing native woodland the size of a tennis 
court. 

The Conservation Volunteers will plant 
1,500 saplings and propagate native species, 
including 2,500 Oak acorns, in their nursery for 
planting in the future. 

Forestry Minister Trudy Harrison said “The 
Queen’s Green Canopy is a fitting tribute to the 
late Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth. Trees are at 
the heart of our communities and today’s 
funding will ensure that thousands more trees 
are planted across the country in her honour.” 

Forestry Commission Chair Sir William 
Worsley said “Healthy and productive trees play 
a vital role in tackling climate change and 
protecting biodiversity. They also make our 
towns and cities healthier, from improving air 
quality to providing mental health benefits, 
enriching the quality of life for people from all 
socio-economic backgrounds. 

“This network of trees will provide continue 
to provide benefits to local communities as a 
lasting tribute to Her Majesty’s extraordinary 
service to her country and her people.” 

Chief Executive Officer of The Queen’s 
Green Canopy Dan Rex said “The Queen’s 

Green Canopy is proud to be working with Defra 
and delivery partners to continue our 
programme of nationwide tree planting to 
honour the late Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
and build a greener environment for generations 
to come. This funding will make a significant 
difference to benefit local communities in 
nature-deprived areas.” 

As a partner of The Queen’s Green Canopy, 
Defra is proud to work with QGC delivery 
partners to bring together this special planting 
programme in honour of Queen Elizabeth to the 
benefit of local communities and future 
generations. 

The trees planted will become part of the 
living legacy which is being created in honour of 
Queen Elizabeth through The Queen’s Green 
Canopy, which has inspired over a million trees 
to be planted across the country in her name. 

This Government is committed to trebling 
tree planting rates in England, as part of the 
landmark England Trees Action Plan, backed up 
by £675 million of funding. This will reflect 
England’s contribution to meeting the UK’s 
overall target of planting 30,000 hectares per 
year by the end of this Parliament. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

 
 
 
 

“Before I was six years old, my grandparents and 
my mother had taught me that if all the green things 
that grow were taken from the earth, there could be 
no life. If all the four-legged creatures were taken 
from the earth, there could be no life. If all the 
winged creatures were taken from the earth, there 
could be no life. If all our relatives who crawl and 
swim and live within the earth were taken away, 
there could be no life. But if all the human beings 
were taken away, life on earth would flourish. That 
is how insignificant we are.” 
 
Russell Means, Oglala Lakota Nation (November 10, 
1939 – October 22, 2012). 

 
 
 

N 
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North Norfolk District Council Nears 110,000 
Trees Target as Planting Season Begins 

 
S North Norfolk District Council headed into the fourth-and-final tree planting season of 
the 110,000 Trees Project on 2 December, it expected to surpass the target set back in 
2019. The project, which set out to plant one tree for every North Norfolk resident, has 

seen the Council work with a wide range of community groups, planting new areas of woodland, 
hedgerows and improve communal spaces. 

Volunteers, school children and 
green thumbed residents have all 
come together across 85 individual 
planting projects, to plant enough 
trees to span 34 football pitches so 
far. 

Going into the 2022/23 planting season, 
71,895 trees and hedge plants had been 
planted, with 51,742 of these were planted in the 
planting season October 2021 to March 2022. 

Between November and March 2023, over 
40,000 trees in over 40 projects will be planted, 
working again with schools, parish councils and 
local voluntary groups looking to make their 
local communities greener. 

Over the course of the project, the Council 
has sought to involve projects with innovative 
and restorative aims, where planting trees or 
hedgerows can be a regenerative process, 
encouraging wildlife, carbon sequestration or 
biodiversity gain. The project focus has been 
planting the right tree in the right place, where 
any of the 37 tree and hedgerow species can 
thrive and bolster the environment they are 
planted in. 

Examples include aiding the work of the 
Felbeck Trust, who transformed a surveyor’s 
allotment through a mixture of tree planting and 
rewilding, and the planting of hedgerows. 

As well as restorative planting, the Council’s 
Climate & Environment team have welcomed 
new experimental methods of tree planting, 
teaming up with Norfolk County Council to 
introduce the Japanese Miyawaki Method to 
Sheringham, North Walsham and Fakenham. 

The Miyawaki Method involves planting 
trees close together, in nutrient and Biochar 
enriched soil, which is rotavated after digging 
into the topsoil; this method of planting and soil 
preparation creates ‘tiny forests’, which grow 
extremely quickly and exhibit a lower tree 
mortality rate than trees planted in a 
conventional method. 

The experiment involved a control site of 
Miyawaki Method, and a regular tree planting 
method – 8 months on, the Miyawaki method 
has thrived with some saplings growing to over 
3 metres tall, while the control site has been 
slower. 

This method of planting suits urban environ-
ments, where smaller dense mini forests can 
create pockets of carbon capture and introduce 
green spaces to town environments. 

The method will be replicated across the 
planting season, in 5 locations, including near 
Warren Woods and Beeston Hall School. 

Cllr Nigel Lloyd, portfolio holder for North 
Norfolk District Council said ““The 110,000 
Trees project has seen us work with groups 
across the district, planting all over North Norfolk 
across so many wonderful projects. We’ve 

planted trees with schools, charities and 
community groups to create new woodlands 
and hedgerows, enhance green spaces and 
improve biodiversity in the district. 

"Each tree represents a resident in North 
Norfolk, and the 110,000 trees project repre-
sents North Norfolk’s commitment to our 
countryside and our communities’ love for our 
natural world. 

"Green projects like this are important for 
getting people involved with the environment 
and climate issues, and that small improve-
ments we can make have a larger benefit for us 
collectively. 

"I would like to thank all those residents who 
continue to come forward to plant trees. Your 
participation is helping to increase the tree 
canopy in North Norfolk and will leave a lasting 
impact on the district's biodiversity.” 

Alongside planting in North Norfolk, the 
Council has also held popular tree giveaway 
days at Holt Country Park, where local residents 
and visitors to the Green Flag site could collect 

a tree of their own to plant. 
There are more giveaways planned for this 

planting season, set to take place from 10am til 
2pm on 10 December, 14 January and 11 
February. 

Nigel Stannett said “The planting of 110,000 
trees is symbolic, but tree planting has an 
incredible range of benefits, many of which are 
not obvious. 

“From reducing the impacts of climate 
change through absorption of carbon or 
conserving ground water supply, enriching the 
natural world, to improving our health and 
wellbeing, removing pollutants from the 
atmosphere, planting trees has many direct 
benefits.” 

The 110,000 Trees is no longer taking new 
applications for projects, but there are still many 
opportunities to get involved with tree planting in 
North Norfolk. 

Find out more about the project or how you 
can plant trees of your very own. 

 
 
 
 

A 

https://www.north-norfolk.gov.uk/trees
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Forestry Commission Chair Calls for 
Change in Approach to Tree Planting as 

Last Year’s Winter Storm Damage Revealed 
 

S the extent of the damage from the winter storms of 2021 on trees across Great Britain 
is revealed for the first time, woodland owners are encouraged to plant and manage more 
diverse and resilient forests of varying ages and species in the face of climate change. 

Updated Forest Research assessments released last month show almost 12,750 hectares of 
tree loss was caused by storms in the winter of 2021 in Great Britain, with approximately 3,350 
hectares of damage recorded in England. 

The majority of the damage was 
as a result of Storm Arwen, a 
powerful extra-tropical cyclone 
which brought significant windblow 
and woodland damage to the UK, 
Ireland and France on 26-27 
November 2021.  

The damage overall is relatively modest 
equating to around 0.2% of England’s tree cover 
and will not impact on tree planting targets. Over 
90% of trees which fall as a result of storm 
damage will be replanted, meaning only a small 
percent of forest is actually lost in the long term 
where it is not possible to restock. 

In light of the findings, Sir William Worsley, 
Chair of the Forestry Commission, has called for 
landowners and forest managers to consider 
planting more diverse and resilient tree species 
and better designed woodlands in the face of a 
changing climate. Their long-term prosperity will 
depend on their resilience to threats caused by 
climate change, such as stronger gales, 
drought, emerging pests and diseases, evolving 
weather patterns and more frequent, severe 
weather events. 

Chair of the Forestry Commission, Sir 
William Worsley said “The figures released 
today highlight the challenges we are facing with 
a changing climate and more frequent and 
extreme storm events. The woodlands of the 
future need to be planted and managed 
differently if they are to not only survive but 
thrive in the future. 

“Now and in the long-term, we need a wider 
range of tree species and age profiles across 
the country. This targeted approach will ensure 
the long-term resilience of our precious 
woodlands. 

“At a national scale, the level of loss is 
comparatively modest, but the loss of trees can 
also have a devastating impact on individual 
woodland owners, and we continue to support 
the forestry sector and partners with their 
recovery from winter storms.” 

The tree loss figures are made up of 
assessments of the damage using a 
combination of satellite imaging techniques and 
machine learning. An additional citizen science 
project was then carried out, where foresters, 
land managers and landowners could report the 
damage on the ground. This project, combined 
with improvements to the machine learning 
algorithms used within the satellite data and 
mapping work, allowed smaller areas of 
damage (less than 0.5ha) to be captured. This 
significantly improved the accuracy of the 
damage assessment. 

The Forestry Commission advice is for a 
greater variety of tree species to be planted to 
build our forests of the future. In addition, to 
counter future storm risk, forests and woodlands 
should have a broad range of trees at different 
ages, from seedlings to those more fully grown 
to foster a variety of sizes. Larger, more mature 
trees are more susceptible to severe winds than 
younger trees; so promoting the growth of trees 
of varying ages helps to strengthen their 
collective resilience. 

In addition, woodland managers, 
landowners and the forestry sector need to 
consider the most suitable trees for conditions 
now and in the future, as well as how they can 
alter thinning regimes to ensure the optimal 
structure of their woodlands. This will help to 
avoid situations where storms topple large 
areas of woodland in coming years. These 
measures are key to secure precious wildlife 
habitats and a vital supply of sustainable, 
domestic timber for future generations. 

The Forestry Commission’s role is to 
promote and support best practice in woodland 
management. It is committed to increasing the 
amount of woodlands under active management 
and provides grants to help land managers to 
better plan and nurture their woodlands. It also 
supports the delivery of the Government’s tree 
planting targets. 

It is not anticipated that the storms will have 
any significant impact on tree planting targets, 
as new trees will grow from seed naturally and 
many woodland owners will replant their 
woodlands, particularly where timber production 
is an important part of their business. The 
damage from Storm Arwen in England occurred 
predominately in commercially important 
woodlands in the North East of England and in 
and around Kielder Forest. £700,000 of 
additional funding has also been allocated to 
Forestry England in the North of England to help 
support the repair of damaged recreation 
infrastructure which is vital to supporting local 
tourism and the leisure economy in the area. 
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Our Tree Planting Budget 
Will you all please note that our Broadland District Council Tree Planting Budget for 2022-2023 is rapidly 

being spent?  I am treating requests for funding on a first come first served basis, so if you leave it too late 
then you only have yourself to blame.  You have been warned! 

So have a look at the Network Handbook for details of how to make your request and get it to me as soon 
as you can in order to avoid disappointment. 

Of course, quite a few of you have never planted a tree … have you?  Each year that I have been your co-
ordinator it appears to be the same people who request trees. 

So come on.  It isn’t some game.  It is one of the most important things you can do and it doesn’t take much 
effort. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 
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Paying Farmers to Create Woodland 
and Wetland is the Most Cost-Effective 

Way to Hit UK Environment Targets 
 

Research by Cambridge University 

 
NCENTIVISING farmers to restore some land as habitats for nature could deliver UK climate 
and biodiversity targets at half the taxpayer cost of integrating nature into land managed for 
food production, according to a new study published in the British Ecological Society journal 

People and Nature. The research, led by the universities of Cambridge, Leeds and Glasgow, 
provides the first evidence for the taxpayer savings offered by focusing food production in 
certain areas to allow the creation of new woods, wetland and scrub habitats on some of the 
land currently used for farming. 

The study suggests that this 
'land sparing' approach would cost 
just 48% of the funds required to 
achieve the same outcomes for 
biodiversity and the climate 
through an approach known as 
'land sharing', where conservation 
measures get mixed into farming by 
adding hedgerows to fields, 
reducing pesticides, and so on – all 
of which lowers food yield. 

Additionally, researchers say that trying to 
share land with nature through making farming 
more wildlife-friendly would see the UK lose 
30% more of its food production capacity than if 
farmers are encouraged to spare portions of 
land entirely for creating semi-natural habitats. 

The UK Government has legally binding 
commitments to reverse nature declines by 
2030 and reach net-zero carbon by 2050. 
Sparing land for habitats could hit these targets 
at half the cost of trying to farm on land shared 
with nature, say researchers. 

“Currently, only a fraction of the £3.2 billion 
of public money annually paid to farmers goes 
on biodiversity and climate mitigation, some 
£600m a year,” said Lydia Collas, who led the 
study as part of her PhD at Cambridge 
University’s Department of Zoology. 

“Almost all this fraction of funding supports 
land-sharing approaches that may do little to 
benefit species or sequester carbon, but do 
typically reduce food yields. Until now there has 
been no research on whether this is the most 
cost-effective solution to delivering environ-
mental targets.” 

Cambridge’s Prof Andrew Balmford, senior 
author of the study, said: “Greater incentives for 
farmers to create woodlands and wetlands will 
deliver for wild species and climate mitigation at 
half the cost to the taxpayer of the land-sharing 
approach that currently receives ten times more 
public funding.” 

The researchers say their findings – 
presented at the British Ecological Society’s 
annual meeting by study co-author Prof Nick 
Hanley, an environmental economist from the 
University of Glasgow – should inform the 
current Brexit-prompted rethink of England’s 

new Environmental Land Management Scheme 
(ELMs). 

The Landscape Recovery strand of the ELM 
is set to receive under 1% of the overall budget 
next year, a dramatic underspend considering 
the economic, environmental and food security 
benefits of a habitat creation approach, argue 
the scientists. 

They say that the revamped Countryside 
Stewardship Scheme would also deliver far 
better value for money if it supports farmers to 
create habitats for nature instead of repeating 
the largely 'wildlife-friendly' approach of the 
scheme in its current form.  

“If a two-fold cost saving was identified in 
other government policy areas, such as health, 
there would be an outcry,” said Collas, 
“particularly in the face of the worst recession in 
a generation.” 

The researchers conducted a choice 
experiment study with 118 farmers responsible 
for 1.7% of all England’s arable land, asking 
them to estimate the payments they would 
require to implement land-sharing practices or 
habitat-creating 'sparing' approaches on their 
land. 

Farmers chose from a variety of agricultural 
approaches, nature interventions and, crucially, 
payment rates. The study also considered the 
government's costs of administering and 
monitoring these schemes. 

The team used three bird species – 

yellowhammers, bullfinches and lapwings – as 
a proxy for effects on biodiversity, as well a 
range of ways farmers could help slow climate 
change, such as woodland and hedgerow 
creation. 

On average, farmers in the experiment 
accepted lower payments per hectare for land 
sharing practices. However, habitat creation 
schemes deliver far greater environmental 
outcomes per hectare, so creating woodlands, 
wetlands and scrublands would deliver the 
same overall biodiversity and climate mitigation 
benefits at half the cost to the taxpayer. 

“We found that enough farmers are willing 
to substantially change their business to benefit 
from payments for public goods in the form of 
habitats, provided the government rewards 
them properly for doing so,” said Balmford. 

Collas, now a Policy Analyst at Green 
Alliance, added: “Existing evidence already 
shows that semi-natural habitats deliver far 
more biodiversity and climate mitigation per unit 
area, and creating them has far less impact on 
food production than meeting targets through 
land sharing. 

“This evidence is dismissed when thinking 
about agricultural policy in the UK because of an 
untested assumption that farmers are unwilling 
to create natural habitat. We now have evidence 
showing this assumption is wrong.” 
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https://besjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/pan3.10422
https://besjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/pan3.10422
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Senlac Road Lewisham Tree Petition 
Backed by 46,000 Signatures 

 

By Emily Davison, Trainee reporter for News Shopper 
 

 PETITION to save the last mature tree on a Lewisham street has received more than 
46,000 signatures online. Those living in Senlac Road have been fighting to the more 
than 70-year-old tree from being felled after discovering in June 2021 that it was going to 

be removed by Lewisham Council. 

The tree has been an ongoing 
matter of investigation since it was 
first investigated for causing sub-
sidence to a neighbouring house in 
2011. Tree surgeons arrived to 
remove the tree on 1 December but 
neighbours and activists occupied 
it to prevent its removal. 

Anna Moore, who lives in Burnt Ash Hill, 
launched a petition to save the tree 18 months 
ago, and didn’t expect to receive such a huge 
response. The 39-year-old said: “I was amazed 
to get so much support. We heard that the tree 
was coming down in June last year and we’ve 
had intermittent meetings with the council from 
then on.” 

According to Lewisham Council, the 
decision was made to remove the tree after 
investigations to stem the spread of the tree’s 
roots and prevent subsidence were unsuccess-
ful. However, Anna claims that public feeling is 
that Lewisham Council has not provided those 
involved with enough information to confirm that 
the tree is unsavable. 

Anna explained: “None of us as residents 
have seen the survey that says that this tree is 
implicated in the subsidence, there’s no kind of 
transparency with any of this. Lewisham Council 
has said it has considered root barriers but it’s 
too close to the property, but who decided that 
and where is the report?” 

However, Lewisham Council said that the 
documents are not able to be shared in the 
public domain due to their legal nature. 

Anna added: “We want to help Lewisham 
Council to protect the house and the tree, and 
we don’t think the two are mutually exclusive. 
We’re not saying we should keep this tree at the 
expense of the house, we know that homes are 
important. There are ways of protecting the 
house at the same time as saving the tree.” 

As a respiratory doctor, Anna knows the 
effects that climate change is having on our lives 
and our health and is passionate for trees like 
the one in Senlac Road to remain wherever 
possible. 

She continued: “Because we are losing 
trees, we are getting hotter summers which is 
adding to subsidence. I’m a respiratory doctor, 
so I really care about air pollution, and I care that 
my children are breathing in polluted air. We are 
facing catastrophic consequences of climate 
change and these trees are one of the things 
standing in the way of that.” 

Children who live on Senlac Road have also 
been campaigning for the tree to remain by 
writing messages and sticking them around the 
trunk. 

Chair for Climate Action Lewisham, Zaria 
Greenhill believes that the tree should remain 

on account of the environmental benefits it 
provides to Senlac Road and those who live 
there. 

Zaria said: “The removal of the tree has 
been disputed and campaigned about for ten 
years in total. We want to support every single 
tree that can stay, if possible, we’re about trying 
to preserve mature trees for their preserving of 
carbon, flood mitigation and cooling potential for 
local homes. We object to the idea of felling 
healthy trees for financial risks, the main 
concern here is about subsidence but there are 
many elements that cause subsidence for 
homes not only trees.” 

Residents are calling on the council to 
consider funding the underpinning of the 
affected house as an alternative to felling the 
tree. Zaria added: “Many of the properties along 
the street have been underpinned and have 
been very successful. However, those that don’t 
have underpinning are showing cracks, so 
underpinning is a useful thing to do in this 
context. 

“Subsidence in clay areas is very common, 
especially with the heat and London is mostly 
clay. Therefore, there have been many insur-
ance claims about the subsidence of homes, 
insurance companies are trying to avoid paying 
out and the best way of doing that is to force a 
local authority to fell a tree.” 

Lewisham Council has pledged in a 
statement made on their website to plant ’17 
trees’ to replace the larger mature tree in 
partnership with Street Trees for Living, but 
Zaria argues against their effectiveness and 
who will be covering the costs to plant these 

trees. 
Zaria said: “These trees are much, much 

smaller and the residence pay for them 
themselves and they will not have any impact on 
the neighbourhood for many years to come. 
Some estimates say that for one mature tree 
you should be planting 150 trees and we’ve lost 
five mature trees in this area to the same 
problems. Lewisham Council are claiming they 
have replaced the trees, but it’s the residents 
who pay for them.” 

A spokesperson for Lewisham Council said: 
“Unfortunately, we have been left with no option 
but to remove a tree on Senlac Road which has 
been implicated in subsidence of a nearby 
property. 

“Since a report of subsidence at the property 
in 2011, we have explored all possible options 
for retaining the tree in Senlac Road and 
implemented extensive mitigation measures, 
but sadly these have not been successful in 
preventing further subsidence. 

“As a local authority, we have a legal duty to 
take all reasonable steps to prevent damage 
occurring to a third party’s property. Failing to 
remove the tree would go against the 
professional advice given by our insurers and 
could lead to the Council incurring considerable 
costs as a result, meaning less money would be 
available to fund vital local services and 
initiatives to tackle the Climate Emergency. 

“We will be planting 17 new street trees on 
Senlac Road and nearby roads to compensate 
for the loss of this tree, in partnership with Street 
Trees for Living. These 17 trees are being 
funded by Lewisham Council.” 
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Canada Signs on to Global Forest 
Restoration Challenge at COP15 

 

By Natasha Bulowski, Reporting for Canada’s National Observer 
 

ANADA promises to restore 19 million hectares of degraded and deforested land by 2030 
as international negotiations to save the world’s rapidly dwindling biodiversity carry on 
in Montreal. The 12 December announcement makes Canada the 62nd country to sign 

onto the Bonn Challenge, an initiative launched in 2011 by Germany and the International Union 
for Conservation of Nature that aims to restore 350 million hectares of degraded and deforested 
landscapes by 2030 to tackle the twin crises of biodiversity loss and climate change. 

With the inclusion of Canada’s 
commitment, almost 230 million 
hectares have been pledged for 
restoration across the globe as part 
of the Bonn Challenge, according to 
the federal government. 

The pledge came just days before inter-
national ministers were set to descend on 
Montreal and hammer out an agreement to halt 
and reverse biodiversity loss by 2030. Some-
thing scientists say is necessary to avoid critical 
tipping points. 

“We are working with Indigenous 
communities, provinces and territories to protect 
and restore nature, including through our 
commitment to planting two billion trees,” 
Natural Resources Minister Jonathan Wilkinson 
said in a news release. “As the world gathers in 
Montreal for COP15, we look forward to others 
joining us in the Bonn Challenge to protect 
nature globally.” 

The same day, Natural Resources Canada 
announced over 50 new agreements under the 
Two Billion Trees program, a key campaign 
promise the Liberals made in 2019 to plant two 
billion trees by 2030. Representing more than 
$37 million in funding, the new agreements are 
expected to plant more than 12.5 million new 
trees across three different provinces, the 
majority of which will be planted by the McLeod 
Lake Indian Band of McLeod Lake, B.C., to help 
reforest its reserve forest that was destroyed by 
a spruce beetle infestation. 

In the same news release, Environment 
Minister Steven Guilbeault urged other 
countries to follow Canada’s lead and “join the 
global efforts to restore healthy and protected 
ecosystems.” 

Other large Bonn Challenge pledges 
include Ethiopia with 15 million hectares, India 
with 26 million and the Republic of Sudan with 
14.6 million. Ottawa’s initial pledge of approx-
imately 19 million hectares is based on federally 
funded programs that support on-the-ground 
ecosystem restoration activities in forests, 
grasslands, peatlands, wetlands, agricultural 
lands and urban areas across the country. 

Indigenous Protected and Conserved Areas 
(IPCAs) are “an important component of 
Canada’s pledge,” Amelie Desmarais, Environ-
ment and Climate Change Canada spokes-
person, told Canada’s National Observer in an 
emailed statement. 

“Post-COP15, Canada will actively engage 
with non-federal partners and explore other 
restoration initiatives in order to surpass its initial 

pledge.” 
While restoration is important, the best thing 

we can do is keep our forests standing, 
especially old and primary forests, said Tegan 
Hansen, forest campaigner with Stand.earth. 

“The unfortunate reality is that planting trees 
right now is not going to do anything to mitigate 
… the ongoing climate catastrophe or to protect 
biodiversity. That's just the simple truth. 
Seedlings can't do anything in the next 30 years 
to absorb enough carbon that we need to 
stabilize our climate,” said Hansen. “The 
government's commitment to plant two billion 
trees rings a bit hollow when our government is 
still allowing the most carbon-rich, biodiverse 
forests to be clear-cut.” 

Before COP15 began, a leaked letter first 
reported by The Guardian revealed Canada’s 
attempts to water down European Union 
forestry trade regulations, which environmental 
groups say is emblematic of Canada’s tendency 
to say one thing and do another in regards to 
sustainability. 

Shortly after, Prime Minister Justin Trudeau 
was asked about the leaked letter and how 
Canada’s “green promises” align with industrial 
practices like clear-cut logging, and told media 
Canada is a leader in biodiversity and that “the 
government of B.C. is a strong, steadfast 
partner when it comes to protecting nature, and 
that's just an example of the great work we will 

continue to do and lead on.” 
Hansen said Trudeau’s statement was 

“pretty laughable” and that “it's a pretty terrible 
look for Canadian officials to be trying to water 
down regulation that could help with better 
sourcing and forestry practices.” 

Another restoration-related announcement 
accompanied the Bonn Challenge pledge. 

Wilkinson simultaneously announced $18.7 
million of Canada’s $5.3-billion climate finance 
commitment will be allocated to eligible 
countries for efforts to scale up forest and land-
scape restoration, enable inclusive landscape 
governance and equip the next generation of 
forest leaders to address the twin crises of 
climate change and biodiversity loss. 

When Ottawa earmarked $5.3 billion for 
international climate finance, it committed that 
20% of those funds would go toward nature-
based climate solutions and projects that contri-
bute biodiversity co-benefits. This announce-
ment represents that biodiversity stream. 

As forests house 80% of all terrestrial bio-
diversity, forest and landscape restoration is an 
important nature-based solution, the release 
noted. 

A new international alliance is calling on 
countries to include explicit protection for 
primary forests in the final text of the global 
biodiversity framework currently being 
negotiated at COP15. 
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With over 100 signatories and counting, the 
Primary Forest Alliance wants to see an 
immediate moratorium on industrial develop-
ment in primary forests, such as Canada’s old-
growth forests in B.C. or carbon-rich boreal 
forests. 

“First and foremost, throughout the targets, 

there needs to be explicit recognition for 
Indigenous rights and Indigenous territorial 
rights,” said Hansen. Secondarily, Hansen 
wants to see recognition of the critical role these 
ecosystems play and the need to keep them 
intact. 

“If you think of places like British Columbia, 

where the forest has been extremely 
fragmented by industrial logging, and there's 
really small pockets of old-growth left, those 
small pockets are so essential to be kept 
standing so that the forest has a better chance 
of recovering, especially as we deal with climate 
change,” said Hansen. 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

What is a Mass Extinction and 
are we Causing One? 

 

By Patrick Hughes, BBC News Climate and Science 
 

IVE times in our planet's history, adverse conditions have extinguished most of life. Now, 
scientists say, life on Earth could be in trouble again, with some even saying we could be 
entering a sixth mass extinction. No credible scientist disputes that we are in a crisis 

regarding the speed at which nature is being destroyed, but could we really be on track to lose 
most life on Earth? 

Human-caused climate change, 
changes in land use and pollution 
are rapidly transforming the planet, 
making it harder for species to 
adapt and survive. 

At a summit described as the "last chance" 
for nature in Canada, scientists and leaders are 
desperately trying to convey the scale of the 
crisis. Opening the COP15 conference, UN 
Secretary General Antonio Guterres said that a 
million species now "teeter on the brink". 

"Around the world, for hundreds of years, 
we have conducted a cacophony of chaos, 
played with instruments of destruction," he said. 

Mass extinctions are episodes in Earth's 
history when the planet rapidly loses three 
quarters or more of its species. Scientists who 
study the fossil record refer to the "Big Five" 
mass extinctions that have taken place over the 
course of 540 million years. 

The most recent also is the most famous - 
when an asteroid crashed into what is now 
Mexico 66 million years ago, setting the western 
hemisphere on fire and taking out the non-avian 
dinosaurs. 

Other examples include the "Great Dying" 
250 million years ago, when around 90% of 
species on Earth perished. 

It's not known exactly what caused all of the 
mass extinctions, but they involved fast, 
dramatic changes to the climate, oceans and 
land. 

Experts say that we are losing species much 
more quickly than evolution is creating them, 
and some say that this could put us on track for 
a new mass extinction - which would include our 
own human race. 

"We're changing the path of evolution," says 
Dr Gerardo Ceballos, an ecologist at Mexico 
City's UNAM University. "Even if we're not in a 
mass extinction, what we're doing is putting at 
risk the system that has made it possible for us 
to survive." 

Rates of extinction are hard to measure 
because even today, we don't know much about 
the majority of species - or how threatened they 
could be. 

The limited records available show we've 
lost fewer than 1% of species over the last 500 
years, but many scientists believe the true figure 
could be much higher, as most species we know 
of were not described until the mid-1800s. 

In 2015 scientists studied museum 
collections, records and expert accounts of 200 
known species of land snails. They found that 
many hadn't been seen in the wild since 
originally being classified as a species and that 
a tenth were most likely already extinct. 

If taken to be a sign of wider trends, the 
authors estimate that could mean we've already 
lost between 7.5-13% of all known species. 

"There's a signal there for a very large loss 
that isn't representative of the current data," 
says Dr Alexander Lees, an ornithologist at 
Manchester Metropolitan University who was 
not involved in the study. 

Although we don't know how exactly how 
many species have been lost in recent years, 
wildlife numbers are dwindling rapidly. It's 
estimated that global wildlife populations have 
declined on average by 69% in just 50 years. 

"It doesn't take too many 50 year intervals 
to get you down to a point where most of those 
species are going to crash and disappear," says 
Prof Anthony Barnosky, a biologist at the 
University of California, Berkeley. 

Scientists have estimated how quickly we 
are losing species by looking at the fossil record 
and using it to calculate an average "back-
ground rate" of extinctions during times when no 
mass extinctions were occurring. They then 
compare that background rate with modern 
rates of extinction gathered from records to see 
how the two line up. 

Roughly averaging the estimates found by 
these studies tells us that extinction rates are 
significantly higher today - between 100 and 
1,000 times higher, according to Dr Robert 
Cowie, an ecologist at the University of Hawaii 
at Mānoa. 

Some scientists have doubts about the 
accuracy of these findings, but most experts 
agree that extinction rates are higher today than 
at most times in the past. 

Whether all of this means we're in a mass 

extinction or not is heavily debated. 
Dr Ceballos, the ecologist at Mexico City's 

UNAM university, says that he believes that we 
will have fully entered a mass extinction by the 
end of the year 2150, and that we could lose 
70% of all plants and animals within the next two 
centuries. 

Others are more conservative, saying that 
we just don't know how long it will take for 
species to actually go extinct. 

"We haven't finished a mass extinction 
event, but the question is - might we be in one 
right now?" asks Dr Lees. "And we can't know 
that. It might take thousands of years for that 
entire extinction sequence to be realised." 

There are even experts who say that getting 
bogged down in whether we're in, or are enter-
ing a mass extinction, is missing the point. Prof 
Pincelli Hull, a palaeontologist at Yale 
University, says it won't take a mass extinction 
event for humans to feel the bite of our impact 
on nature, so we shouldn't use that as a 
benchmark for a need to take action. 

"Much smaller climate perturbations have 
wiped out entire societies," she says. "A bad 
drought for 20 years can collapse a whole 
civilisation - that's the scale that matters to us." 

As leaders at the COP15 summit tried to fix 
targets for protecting nature for the next decade, 
environmentalists hope that the world will 
commit to protecting 30% of the land and sea by 
2030. 

There is still hope we can help wildlife 
recover and save many species from going 
extinct if we limit global warming to 1.5°C and 
protect key habitats, experts say. 

Habitats that can harbour ecological 
networks, rather than just individual species, 
seem to be the best way to help nature recover, 
says Prof David Jablonski, a palaeontologist at 
the University of Chicago. 

"There are species that would have gone 
extinct if we hadn't tried to protect them," says 
Prof Stuart Pimm, a biologist at Duke University. 

"We already know that conservation actions 
are slowing the rate of extinction. In other words, 
we're having an impact." 
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Climate Boss Carney's Firm 
Linked with Deforestation 

 

By Ben King, Business Reporter, BBC News 
 

N CLIMATE envoy and ex-Bank of England boss Mark Carney's firm sold farms in Brazil 
linked to deforestation claims. The move comes despite his call on owners to fix rather 
than sell climate-damaging assets. Canadian giant Brookfield deforested 9,000 hectares 

of the important Cerrado savanna region, according to analysis by campaign group Global 
Witness. Brookfield said it decided to sell several years ago and it's working on ways to retire 
damaging investments. 

Before the end of his term as 
Governor of the Bank of England, 
the Canadian banker Mark Carney 
began to establish a new role as 
one of the world's leading advo-
cates for action to tackle climate 
change. 

He was appointed UN Special Envoy on 
Climate Action and Finance in 2019, and in 2021 
he helped to launch the Glasgow Financial 
Alliance for Net Zero (GFANZ), a vast coalition 
of more than 500 financial institutions working 
on ways to decarbonise the economy. 

He also has a lower-profile job. In 2020 he 
joined Brookfield, one of Canada's largest 
businesses, with over $700bn (£580bn) of 
assets under management. These range from 
energy and infrastructure to real estate and 
even music - it recently bought the rights to a 
number of Whitney Houston songs. 

Mr Carney started as vice chair and 
environmental transition lead, and in December 
he was made chair of the asset management 
arm of the firm. 

Among Brookfield's collection of assets was 
267,000 hectares in Brazil, producing soybeans, 
sugar, corn and cattle, and the management 
and disposal of that land is apparently at odds 
with the policies he advocates in his role as 
climate leader. 

A report by the campaign group Global 
Witness linked deforestation alerts from Brazil's 
National Institute for Space Research to 
companies owned or controlled by Brookfield. 

It estimates that between 2012 and 2021 
Brookfield's subsidiaries deforested around 
9,000 hectares on eight large farms in the 
Cerrado region of Brazil, a vast area bordering 
the Amazon rainforest. 

The World Wide Fund for Nature describes 
the Cerrado as "the world's most biodiverse 
savanna," whose preservation is essential to 
keeping global warming below 1.5%. 

According to Global Witness, the deforested 
areas were converted to soybean farms, which 
Brookfield sold in 2021. 

The report estimates that 600,000 tonnes of 
CO2 was emitted by deforesting these areas, 
the equivalent of 1.2 million flights from London 
to New York. 

A spokesperson for Brookfield said 
“Brookfield made limited investments in Brazil's 
agriculture sector during the last decade. The 

decision to sell these businesses was taken 
several years ago because the fund they were 
held in was reaching the end of its life, and we 
therefore had an obligation to return capital to 
investors." 

Global Witness claims that this decision to 
sell clashes with public statements subse-
quently made by Mr Carney as a global leader 
on climate policy, which call upon companies 
not to sell off climate-damaging assets, but to 
hold onto them and either clean them up or 
close them down. 

On 24 October Mr Carney told the House of 
Commons Environmental Audit Committee that 
"in many respects the easiest thing for an 
institution to do if they have exposure in an 
emerging economy to coal or something like 
that… is to sell it, is to walk away. What we're 
looking to do… is to have responsibility for the 
institution to have a managed phase-out." 

Carney reiterated this view at the COP27 
environment conference in Egypt, saying at a 
panel on Forest and Climate Leadership, "You 
have to have ownership of the problem. Don't 
divest your way out of the problem." 

Veronica Oakeshott, forests campaign lead 
at Global Witness, said: "We believe that rather 
than simply selling off the farms that they 
deforested, Brookfield should have reforested 

that land. In order to meet climate targets and 
limit global warming to no more than 1.5° we 
absolutely have to halt deforestation, but we 
also have to reverse it." 

However, Brookfield's argument is that 
there was no way to restore the vegetation 
without making a loss, because the financial 
mechanisms to compensate them weren't in 
place - though they are part of the coalition at 
GFANZ working to develop them for the future. 

"The debate around phasing out carbon-
intensive assets is very new and most 
participants recognise that innovative forms of 
financing are required to support the early 
retirement of such assets. Brookfield is working 
alongside policymakers and financial institutions 
around the world to help develop this thinking," 
the spokesman said. 

Mr Carney's role at Brookfield involves 
raising a $15bn "transition fund" to invest in 
decarbonisation projects such as renewable 
and nuclear energy and battery storage. 
Brookfield says it no longer holds any 
investments in mining, forestry or agriculture in 
Brazil.
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Satellite image of Horizontina Leste farm in Maranhao State, sold by Brookfield in 2021 



 
 23 

Australia Rejects Forest Biomass in 
First Blow to Wood Pellet Industry 

 

An article by Justin Catanoso published on the Mongabay website 
 

OREST advocates in Australia, the world’s 13th largest economy, say they scored a major 
environmental victory on 15 December when the ruling Labor Party revised a key 
regulation, rejecting the renewable energy classification of wood harvested from native 

forests and burned to make energy. Previously, under the country’s renewable energy policy, 
woody biomass had been classified as a renewable energy source. 

The impact of this regulatory 
change is perhaps most significant 
for the setback it may pose to the 
biomass industry globally, hinder-
ing the multibillion-dollar wood 
pellet industry from getting started 
Down Under at a time when pellet 
production is rising in the US 
South-east and British Columbia in 
order to supply growing demand to 
the EU, UK and Asia. 

“The changes in Australia mean that native 
forest biomass is no longer considered an 
‘eligible renewable energy source’ for the 
purposes of the nation’s Renewable Energy 
Target and electricity it generates cannot be 
used to create tradable large-scale Generation 
Certificates [for replacing coal],” Chris Bowen, 
Australia’s minister of climate change and 
energy, said in a statement. “We have listened 
to the community and acted to address their 
concerns.” 

Australia, by its decision, is taking a very 
different course than the EU where woody 
biomass, despite growing public opposition, 
remains defined as a renewable energy source 
and is heavily government subsidized as a 
result, making up 60% of the EU’s renewable 
energy mix. Australia is among the few G20 
countries without a thriving biomass industry; at 
present it neither produces nor burns wood 
pellets at any scale. 

However, that situation was poised to 
change, according to Virginia Young, a forest 
advocate with Wilderness Australia, an NGO. 

“Two big power stations in Queensland 
were on the verge of converting from coal to 
biomass,” Young told Mongabay in an interview 
from Montreal, where she was attending the 
United Nations COP15 biodiversity conference. 
“There are [coal] plants in Victoria and New 
South Wales that were looking to convert. They 
were talking with Drax, the world’s largest 
consumer of wood pellets for energy based in 
the UK, about how to make it happen. All this 
was about to start.” 

However, without the renewable desig-
nation, biomass development in Australia is all 
but dead in the water. 

Part of the policy change appears to be 
driven by the new government of Prime Minister 
Anthony Albanese, which is intent on quickly 
hitting its 43% carbon emissions reduction 
target by 2030, meeting its Paris Agreement 
pledge. Young said that when forest advocates 
recognised the short timetable available for 
accomplishing that commitment, they “flew into 

action” to lobby intensely for the renewable 
energy policy change. 

Scientists note that it requires many 
decades for woody biomass to qualify as a 
renewable energy source and truly help a nation 
achieve its net zero carbon emissions goals; 
that’s because it takes a decades for the carbon 
released into the atmosphere from burned trees 
to be reabsorbed by newly planted, slow-
growing replacement trees. 

“This is a big win for the community, who 
want the electricity sector decarbonised as 
quickly as possible and do not want to see 
native forests logged to enable coal-fired 
generators to switch to burning forests instead 
of coal,” Bob Debus, chairman of Wilderness 
Australia, an NGO, said in a statement. 

Australia’s reluctance to embrace woody 
biomass has led it to invest more heavily in zero-
carbon renewable energy. 

In 2021, 29% of Australia’s total energy mix 
came from renewables such as solar, wind and 
hydro; just 1% came from burning biogas and 
nonwoody biomass. By comparison, the 27-
country EU got 22% of its total energy mix from 
what it calls renewables in 2020, but when wood 
pellets are removed from that calculation, the 
EU’s zero-carbon renewables are closer to 9% 
of total energy. 

About 125 million hectares (309 million 
acres) of native forests cover Australia today, or 
about 16% of its land base; that represents the 
world’s seventh-largest forested area. Advo-
cates have been keen to protect these forests, 
especially after years of drought and record-
shattering wildfires devastated the country’s 
biodiversity; Australia has suffered the highest 
rate of mammal extinctions in the world. 

Peg Putt, coordinator for forests, climate 
and biomass at Australia’s Environmental Paper 
Network, told Mongabay that Australian utilities 
eager to convert to wood pellets prior to the 
policy change were told by forest advocates that 
“the government may award you renewable 

energy certificates, but we’ll give you dead koala 
certificates.” 

The campaign turned public opinion against 
biomass, leading the Australian government to 
steer clear of wood pellets, even as Japan and 
South Korea rapidly transition to biomass 
energy, sometimes even approving power 
generation using coal and biomass co-firing, 
helping keep the coal industry thriving. This year 
coal is set to achieve its highest production 
levels ever, even as the cost of severe climate 
change disasters skyrockets. 

As for timber demand, Australia gets about 
85% of its needs domestically from tree plant-
ations that long ago replaced natural forests. 
While it still exports some pulp and wood chips, 
most of the country’s wood supply stays home 
to meet timber demand. Technically, under the 
new rules, Australian plantation wood could be 
grown for wood pellets, but that’s not an 
immediate concern, say forest advocates. 

The government decision is a small but 
significant blow to the wood pellet industry’s 
plans for non-stop global expansion. In 2011, 
industry advocates noted that although 
Australia’s biomass industry was “slow to 
develop,” it had potential. “Wood waste” was 
deemed one of the country’s “most under-
utilised resources” and would likely remain so 
without government subsidies, which never 
materialised. 

News of Australia’s decision quickly 
reached forest advocates and policymakers in 
Brussels, where EU officials are finalising 
revisions to their Renewable Energy Directive 
(RED). While some new protections for native 
forests are included in RED, as well as some 
new limits on biomass burning, wood pellets 
retain their definition as a renewable energy 
source on par with zero-carbon solar and wind 
energy. And large biomass subsidies continue 
being paid for wood pellet burning. 

“Europe can no longer claim global leader-
ship on renewable energy transition while such 
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a large proportion of its so-called renewable 
energy is burning forests,” Putt said. “Now the 
EU has a world-leading example of genuine 
policy reform that shows the way. 

“Forest biomass is not renewable and its 
use for large-scale energy [production] should 
not be subsidised. It is vital to avoid the release 
of large carbon stores to the atmosphere that 
occurs with burning forest for power and heat, 
and equally important to avoid unacceptable 
impact on forest biodiversity. The world has to 
go beyond burning and adopt genuine low-
emission renewables.” 

The EU spends more than $18 billion 
annually subsidising bioenergy with most of that 
money going to woody biomass. The UK spends 
over $1 billion annually subsidising wood-
burning at Drax. 

Forest advocates in Europe, who hope for 
the kind of success their counterparts in 
Australia have had, continue to press their case 
in Brussels so long as EU negotiations over 
biomass regulations are still ongoing. 

“The latest decision from Australia makes it 
clear that important countries outside Europe 
are now also drawing the line and thus sending 
a clear message to Frans Timmermans, vice 
president of the EU Commission and staunch 
biomass supporter. Combustion of woody bio-
mass, regardless of sustainability criteria, is not 
renewable and does not belong on the list of 
subsidised renewable energy,” Fenna Swart 
and Maarten Visschers, forest advocates with 
the Clean Air Committee in The Netherlands, 
told Mongabay. 

At present, as EU negotiations conclude, it 
seems doubtful further limits on biomass usage 
and subsides will be added to RED, nor is the 
renewable energy designation likely to change. 

As Timmermans has said many times, 
Europe cannot meet its mandate to phase out 
coal by 2030 without a heavy reliance on forest 
biomass, even though science shows that bio-
mass burning releases more carbon emissions 
per unit of energy produced than coal, even as 
wood burning destroys biodiversity and 
important carbon sinks for decades during a 
rapidly escalating climate crisis. 

Nootje Beckers, a spokesman for Rob 
Jetten, The Netherlands’ minister for climate 
and energy policy, told Mongabay that his 
country took the unilateral step in April 2022 of 
stopping subsidies for new biomass power 
plants (though existing plants still receive 
subsidies), and “presented a sustainability 
framework to ensure that the deployment of 
biomass is done responsibly and carefully.” 

Regarding RED end-stage negotiations, 
Beckers said that The Netherlands is committed 
to “raising the level of ambition,” but that “the 
[European] Council already established a 
negotiated [biomass] mandate in the summer 
[and that] individual member states have limited 
influence at this stage.” 

Given EU rules, each individual country 
holds a veto over any changes now. Heavily 

wooded Sweden and Finland are on record 
supporting biomass harvesting and burning. 

All of which is disappointing and confound-
ing to forest advocates in Europe and Australia. 

“It’s hard to believe, as the world spirals into 
a climate and biodiversity emergency,” said Bob 
Debus of Wilderness Australia, “that anyone 
would think that logging precious native forests 

to burn them for electricity is anything but an 
assault on nature and the climate.” 

 
Justin Catanoso is a regular contributor to 
Mongabay and a professor of journalism at 
Wake Forest University in the United States.

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

In 2017 global demand for industrial wood pellets exceeded 14 million tons. By 2027, demand 
is expected to more than double to over 36 million tons. Australia’s rejection of its classification 
of forest biomass as a renewable energy source, and the EU’s continued use of that 
classification raises a difficult question for policymakers: How can major economies have 
varying definitions of renewable energy when it comes to biomass? (Note: the 2027 estimate for 
Australia to be providing 3.0 million tons of pellets by 2027 came long before this week’s policy 
change.) Image courtesy of Environmental Paper Network. 

John’s Money Saving Tip 
Stop cutting down forests, woodlands and mature trees and 

planting millions of saplings to replace them.  We’ll save a fortune 
and can spend the money feeding the starving millions. 
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Livestock Farming Polluted 
Rivers 300 Times in One Year 

      

By Claire Marshall and Malcolm Prior, BBC Rural Affairs Team 
 

IVESTOCK farms in England polluted rivers 300 times in 2021, causing 20 major incidents, 
according to the latest government figures, yet only six farms were prosecuted with the 
Environment Agency giving out warning letters instead. The dairy industry - mostly thanks 

to the waste its millions of cows produce - is the worst environmental offender, linked to half of 
all farm pollution. The government said prosecution was a last resort for persistent offenders. 

The National Farmers Union 
(NFU) said all farmers took their 
environmental responsibilities 
seriously and that they were taking 
"voluntary action through industry-
led initiatives to drive improve-
ments that benefit the water 
environment". 

Much of the environmental threat to rivers 
from farming comes from cow waste called 
slurry - a mix of manure and water that farmers 
store and spread as fertiliser. Each of the UK's 
2.6m dairy cows produces up to 53 litres of 
manure a day. That's approximately 50 billion 
litres of manure a year. Enough to fill Wembley 
stadium more than 12 times. 

The slurry produced has to be stored but it 
can leak from badly-maintained containers or, if 
too much is applied to the land or if it rains 
heavily, it can run off from fields. 

Serious pollution incidents can lead to 
prosecution. One offender is Michael Aylesbury, 
a director of Cross Keys Farms Ltd. In June this 
year, he was ordered to pay more than £25,000 
for polluting the River Frome in Somerset with 
slurry in 2020. 

He had been prosecuted before for polluting 
the same stretch of the Frome in 2016, an 
incident that killed more than 1,700 fish. 

Sue Everett lives close to the river and took 
footage of the most recent event in 2020. 

"The first thing was the smell - it was 
appalling," she said. "As I approached the river, 
I could see that it was black. The next morning I 
went out with my camera and took some videos 
of the dead fish." 

She fears the public are not aware of the 
threat posed by farm slurry to rivers, saying: "I 
think farm pollution has been hidden away for 
far too long." 

However, the government, farmers and the 
dairy industry say they are all taking steps to 
tackle slurry pollution in rivers. 

One farmer that is leading the way is Kate 
Hoare, based near Saltash in Cornwall. She not 
only carefully manages her slurry but has 
installed one of the UK's first covered slurry 
lagoons which can capture methane for use to 
power her tractor. 

She describes slurry as "liquid gold" and 
says every farmer knows the value of keeping it 
on the land and out of rivers. 

She said "It helps the soil, and it helps the 
grass, and it helps the cows to produce the milk 
that we need to sell. So, I think it's at the 
forefront of every dairy farmer's mind - how they 

can improve their slurry store and stop it from 
filling with rainwater and make the most of that 
product. Because we're all good at recycling, as 
you know. It's what we do as farmers." 

To ensure best practice, farms are 
inspected by the Environment Agency. In 2021, 
721 inspections were carried out on 693 farms. 
More than half of inspections found farmers 
were breaking the regulations governing slurry 
storage. 

The freshwater fish conservation group 
Wildfish is currently suing the government over 
how it deals with water companies pumping 
sewage in rivers and seas, but its chief 
executive Nick Measham is equally concerned 
about the threat posed by dairy farming and the 
slurry it produces. 

He said: "Increasingly, we see across the 
country industrial-scale farming units, particu-
larly dairy and beef units. The slurry that they 
produce has to go somewhere. Frequently, 
farmers actually do view the river as an open 
sewer. This slurry is really potent stuff. I mean, 
it's much more powerful in terms of its impact on 
water than human sewage." 

"They've increased the number of farming 
inspectors, but until a couple of years ago, the 
probability of you as a farmer getting an inspect-
ion was about one in 200 years. So clearly, that 
is not a big incentive to clean your act up." 

The Environment Agency said it is working 
"constructively" with farmers to reduce water 
pollution and that it had increased the number of 
inspections to more than 3,000 since January 
this year. 

It added that since April 2021 it has issued 

at least 140 warning letters and required 6,169 
improvement actions on farms, with 2,791 
completed. 

It said its focus was on "high-risk locations, 
previously non-compliant businesses, and those 
farming sectors of greatest concern", but it 
admitted only six agricultural prosecutions took 
place in 2021/22, saying court action was used 
as "a last resort when there is persistent non-
compliance". 

Defra said it has doubled the funding for its 
Catchment Sensitive Farming programme, 
which provides free advice to farmers to help 
them better manage manure and soils and, 
earlier this month, it made available a £13m 
slurry infrastructure grant for farmers to improve 
their storage. 

The NFU welcomed the funding, saying that 
farmers had already made a 75% reduction in 
serious pollution incidents year-on-year 
compared to 2000. 

NFU deputy president Tom Bradshaw said: 
"The NFU will continue to work with Defra and 
the Environment Agency through their advice-
led approach to infringements, in order to 
effectively communicate the farming rules for 
water guidance to its members." 

Meanwhile, the UK's largest dairy company, 
Arla, said it is now paying its farmers to work in 
more environmentally-friendly ways. 

A spokeswoman said: "Our farmer owners 
are rewarded through their milk price for 
covering slurry stores, using certain slurry 
spreading techniques and using slurry to make 
biogas, a type of renewable energy that can be 
used to generate electricity and power vehicles." 

L 



 
 26 

Tree Preservation Orders and 
Conservation Area News 

 
  

Broadland Tree Preservation Orders Served, Confirmed and Revoked 
TPO No Address Served Trees Protected Status 

2022 No 11 Land rear of 14 Norwich Road, Strumpshaw 21/09/2022 A1 various species Provisional 

2022 No 12 250 Fakenham Road, Taverham 02/11/2022 T1 oak Provisional 

2022 No 13 Land rear of 9 St Pauls Close, Hellesdon 16/12/2022 T1 magnolia Provisional 

 
 

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

App No Address Cat Species / Requested Works Decision 

20191982 
Bircham Centre, Market Place, 
Reepham 

211 T1 & T2 holly – fell. 31/12/2019 

20201760 
Land West of Abbey Farm Commercial 
Park, Church St, 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 

20220220 
The Hollies, 43 Waterloo Road, 
Hainford 

TPO 
T1 & T2 species unknown - fell.                                                           
T3 species unknown - remove dead overhanging branches. 

Appeal 
lodged 

20220625 
The Norwich Golf Club,                      
Drayton High Road, Hellesdon 

TPO T1 spruce - 4m height reduction. from 14m to 10m. 13/04/2022 

20221313 
Lakeside, Haveringland Hall Park, 
Haveringland 

TPO 

T1-T6 row of large poplars close to high voltage power lines. 
Reduce overhang back to trunk and reduce height by approx 5m. 
Start height approx 25m finish 20m. Overhang spread approx 6m 
finish 0m. Area is being transformed into a picnic site. 

Split 
decision 

20221502 155 Norwich Road, Wroxham TPO 
3 x conifers - crown lift by 3m. Reduce heavy limbs back by 2m. 
Pine - fell.                                                                                    
Pine - Approx 6m. Reduce by 2m. 

Split 
decision 

20221630 Old Bakery Court, Coltishall 211 

T1 sweet chestnut - crown reduce from building to abate nuisance. 
T2 sycamore - prune back overhang of self-seeded trees.                 
T3 Prunus cerasifera 'Pissardii' - crown reduce by 1-1.5m, crown 
lift 0.5m and re-shape.                                                                      
T4 lime - crown lift over highway to 2m-2.5m, 

Approved 

20221642 
The Beeches, 32 Blofield Road, 
Brundall 

TPO T1 beech - reduce height by approx 4m from 10m to 6m. Approved 

20221643 
Spinney Acres, 7 Ringland Road, 
Taverham 

TPO 

01 oak - reduce lower branch growing towards house back to 
knuckle, approx 2.7m.                                                                     
02 oak - reduce lower epicormic growth to branch break.               
03 oak - end tip reduction.                                                                
W1 walnut - reduce lower branches x 2 by approx 1.6m. 

Approved 

20221657 
Koru House, 16B Harvey Lane, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO 

G1 row of lime - trim back some of new growth. While no reduction 
in current height of the trees is intended at this time, permission is 
also sought to carry out minor work to level off their height.            
G2 various trees significantly overhanging property. Cut back 
overhanging branches close to boundary fence. 

Approved 

20221669 
Felthorpe Hall, 81 The Street, 
Felthorpe 

TPO 

T1 sycamore - major crown dieback, cavity at 6-7m, Dryads saddle 
ffb in union at 6m. Reduce crown to main union at 6-7m 
pollard/habitat from 20 m.                                                              
T2 beech - large open cavity, historic damage trackside. Good 
reaction wood formation and healthy canopy no ffb. Sympathetic 
height crown reduction to bring crown within protection of 
woodland tree canopy of no more than 1-3 m from 25 m.                                                                    
T3 oak - historic stem lean towards walled garden. Small cavity in 
main stem.  Reduce canopy (lean side) by 2m from 20m and 
inspect small cavity at 8m in main stem.                                            
T5 oaks x 6 - low canopies along vista to lake. Crown lift to 3.5m. 
T7 oak - main top scaffold limb loss /storm damage. One sided to 
west, heavy end loaded branches. Reduce remaining canopy west 
to prevent further collapse and encourage tree to self-optimise 
regrowth. Estimated spread reduction of 2-3m from 8-9m spread. 

Approved 
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20221670 
The Old Granaries, 17 White Lion 
Road, Coltishall 

211 
T1 beech, T2 sweet chestnut, T3, T4 & T5 alder, T6 poplar,          
T7 willow and T9 ash - crown lift to 2.5m.                                    
T10 willow – reduce by 4m. 

Approved 

20221689 
Chestnut Meadow Barn, The Street, 
Halvergate 

211 Field maple growing directly under utility cables.  Approved 

20221692 Land at Oakhill, Brundall TPO 

T1 oak - current height and crown spread 20m and current dbh 
approx 1.8m. Western portion of crown extending over house roof 
by a significant amount and branches hit roof during wind. Reduce 
length of the 2 lowest branches on western side of crown by up to 
4m, back to growth points, in order to give 3m clearance of roof. In 
addition, raise the small lower branches of western side of trunk to 
a height of 3m in order to allow enjoyment of that part of garden. 

Approved 

20221714 9 Breck Farm Lane, Taverham TPO T25, T1637 & T14783 - crown and reduction. See attached photos. Approved 

20221717 39 Drayton High Road, Drayton TPO 

T1 beech - reduce crown from 24m by approx 1.5 to 2m to approx 
22 to 23.5m to suitable growth points retaining shape.                                 
T2 lime - crown lift to approx 4m.                                                       
T3 sycamore - reduce crown on south-eastern by approx 2m to 
suitable growth points from 20m to 18m. 

Approved 

20221724 14 Lake View Drive, Brundall TPO 

T1 oak - remove major deadwood, reduce lowest branch toward 
house from 10m to 5m, reduce upper crown growing toward house 
from 7.5m to 5.5m, reduce weight loading on branches over play 
area, reduce dominance of northern canopy over garden and 
increase light levels to house and garden.                                                                                            
T2 lime - remove epicormic growth to 5m and major deadwood, 
routine maintenance to allow more light into garden.                    
T3 oak - remove epicormic growth to 8m, routine maintenance to 
allow more open views through trees and increase low light levels 
to woodland floor.                                                                               
T4 oak - remove lowest small branch to west and major deadwood 
over steps, routine maintenance to allow more open views through 
trees and increase low light levels to the woodland floor.                 
T5 sweet chestnut - remove the two mature basal growths to west, 
(poor form and growing horizontally) to allow more open views 
through the trees and increase low light levels to woodland floor.                                                                    
T6 sweet chestnut - remove low growth to 5m to allow more open 
views through trees and increase low light levels to woodland floor. 
T7 sweet chestnut - remove low growth to 4m, to allow more open 
views through trees and increase low light levels to woodland floor. 
T8 silver birch - reduce height from 14m to 10m, southern crown 
spread from 11m to 6m, to clear views to horizon, to help prevent 
tree failing at the base. 

01/11/2022 

20221737 
Lakeside Manor, Lenwade House 
Drive, Fakenham Road, Lenwade 

TPO 

Tree A cherry & Tree B oak – fell.                                                  
Trees C & D oaks - remove branches touching telephone lines. 
Tree F beech - remove branches overhanging footpath and 
threatening telephone lines. 

Split 
decision 

20221738 
Little Plumstead Hospital, Hospital 
Road, Little Plumstead 

TPO 

T1, T2 & T3 self-set sycamores. Prune back from building by 3m. 
T4 recently pollarded mature sycamore. Fell.                                 
T5 dead pine. Fell.                                                                        
T6, T7 &T8 lime - crown lift over electrical buildings by 3m and 
prune back from the buildings by 2m.                                                                     
G1 Norway maple x 3 & field maple x 2 - overshading car park. 
Crown lift to 3m.                                                                               
G2 beech x 5 along road and car park. Crown lift to 5m.              
G3 oaks, sycamores and pines - reduce back from perimeter high 
security fence by 3m, all overhanging branches on oak to be 
reduced back by 4m.                                                                     
G4 oaks, sycamores and pines - reduce back from perimeter high 
security fence by 3m. 

Approved 

20221739 17 White Hart Street, Aylsham TPO T1 silver birch – fell. 
Split 

decision 

20221740 
Little Plumstead Hospital, Hospital 
Road, Little Plumstead 

TPO 
T1 sweet chestnut - remove epicormic growth from base and 
crown lift to 4m. 

Approved 

20221753 
Willow Lea, 35 Wroxham Road, 
Coltishall 

211 T1 cherry – fell. Approved 

20221783 6 Binyon Gardens, Taverham TPO 

T2 walnut - crown lift to 3m where canopy extends over garden, 
footpath and parking area by removal of small tertiary branches or 
reducing branch endings. Crown lift to 5m where canopy extends 
above highway by reducing branch tips. Reduce longest lateral 
branches by up to 1m, reducing canopy radius from 6m to 5m.                                                                                                
T18 silver birch & T19 deodar - crown lift to 3m, removing lowest 
branches back to branch collars.  

Approved 

20221794 133 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 T1 lime – fell. Honey fungus Approved 
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20221828 22 Frost Close, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 
1 x Holly and 1 x Prunus - reduce back to appropriate points from 
block 12-22 Frost Close for 1.5m max clearance from building. 
Crown raise low branches to 3m for pedestrian clearance. 

Approved 

20221845 Birchdale, Blickling Road, Aylsham 211 

T1 Maple and T4 Acer - fell.                                                                                 
T2 conifer hedge - current height 7m. Reduce by 3m.                   
T3 beech - reduce/reshape from 15m to 12.5m to clear roof.          
T5 cherry - remove branch. 

Approved 

20221847 Ollands, Cawston Road, Heydon 211 
T85, T102 &T105 Lawson cypress, T91 Douglas fir, T94 hazel, 
T92 & T93 Japanese maple, T95 apple, T103 Japanese red cedar 
and T104 & T106 Laurustinus – remove. 

Approved 

20221851 18 Hautbois Road, Badersfield TPO 
Crab apple - fell.                                                                              
Silver birch and poplar - reduce by 3m. Current height is 15m.                         

Approved 

20221855 Forge Cottage, The Street, Oulton 211 Curly willow - pollard.  21/11/2022 

20221865 Glenmaric, Marsh Road, Halvergate TPO 

Willow - current height 30m. Proposed height 20m. Crown 
reduction of around 30%.                                                                 
Fruit trees x 5 - current height 15m. Proposed height 10m. Crown 
reduction of around 20%.                                                                 
Pear - current height 10m. Proposed height 8m. Remove rotten 
branches.                                                                                     
Conifer hedge - current height 2m. Reduce height to 1.2 to 1.5m.                                                                                     
Magnolia - current height 2.5m to 3m. Proposed height 2m. 
Reduce the crown by 20% and remove lower hanging branches. 

09/12/2022 

20221866 
197 Ground Floor, Norwich Road, 
Wroxham 

211 T1 and T2 fir - fell and replant. Approved 

20221869 16 Station Road, Foulsham 211 

T1 willow - pollard to a height of 2m.                                                 
T2 pussy willow - cut back lowest limb to point of origin.           
Remaining bullace/Salix trees to be sided up to reduce conflict 
over boundary.                                                                            
Remaining trees/hedge along same eastern boundary to be cut 
back to a vertical line to the full height of the trees.                        
All trees approx 3m crown spread and 5m in height. 

17/11/2022 

20221878 
Saint Marys Church,                           
Great Witchingham 

TPO 

T1 & T2 lime - remove lower epicormic growth. Reduce growth 
away from church approx 3m and thin crown by 15% leaving a 3m 
clearance from church.                                                                        
T3 lime - remove lower epicormic growth and thin crown by 15%. 
T4 - T13 Limes - Remove lower epicormic growth. 

17/11/2022 

20221879 
Church of Saint Margaret, Church 
Lane, Swannington 

TPO 

T1 horse chestnut - height 19m and spread north 9m, south 
10.5m, east 6m, south 13m. Reduce crown by approx 1.5m to 
suitable growth points. Eastern crown/sides - reduce approx 1.5m. 
Western main crown/sides - upper crown reduce approx 1.5m. 
Low crown/side to 0.5m 

Approved 

20221880 South Lodge, Oak Lane, Old Catton 211 

T1 yew - reduce all crown branches max 2m.                               
T2 maple - reduce all crown branches max 3m.                               
T3 & T4 maple - coppice.                                                                 
T5 Thuja - reduce all crown branches max 4m.                               
T6 beech - reduce entire crown max 2m.                                           
S1 shrubs - reduce by 2m.                                                                  
H2 holly and M1 ash - reduce entire crown by 2m. 

16/11/2022 

20221883 The Old Rectory, Norwich Road, Acle TPO 

T1 cedar of Lebanon Cedrus libani – Height approx 20m. Recent 
loss of two south-west main scaffold branches due to heavy 
rainfall, strong winds and heavy end weight has unbalanced 
canopy; target prune north-west, north-east and southern canopy 
by a max of 2m to reduce end weight loading. Replace dynamic 
bracing on south-west main scaffold branch that has lost tension 
due to storm damage at end of branch. 

23/11/2022 

20221889 
Bradgate House, 63A Bishops Close, 
Thorpe St Andrew 

TPO 

T1 & T3 fir, T2 cherry, T4 & T5 sycamore and T6 beech - trim 
overhang back to boundary.                                                           
T7 conifer - remove and replant.                                                      
T8 & T12 hornbeam and T9 oak - crown raise outer foliage to 4m 
at stem.                                                                                            
T10 & T11 hornbeam and T13 oak - crown raise outer foliage to 
4m at stem and 10% thin of upper canopy.                                    
T8 - T13 major deadwood removal. 

09/12/2022 

20221891 
Lyndhurst, 10 Oakfield Road, 
Aylsham, 

211 Fir – fell.  Approved 

20221898 6 The Avenue, Wroxham TPO T1 oak - approximately 16m high. Remove. 28/11/2022 

20221899 
Oakwood House, Beech Road, 
Wroxham 

211 T1 poplar – 16m tall. Fell. 28/11/2022 

20221902 155 Norwich Road, Wroxham 211 T1 laurel and T2 Leyland cypress - reduce height from 11m to 8m.                                         Approved 
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20221905 4 The Boulevard, Thorpe End 211 Atlas cedar - remove Approved 

20221906 9 The Street, Ringland TPO 
T1 oak - crown reduction from existing height of 15-18m to reduce 
to approx 13-16m and existing spread from 15-18m to approx 13-
16m and remove dead wood. 

28/11/2022 

20221909 
Greenbraec, 132 Lower Street, 
Salhouse 

211 

Sycamore, blackthorn and maple part of hedge line between 132 
and 134.  Sycamore off-shoots of semi dead tree for which we 
have permission to remove. These trees are blocking light from the 
garden. Neighbour at 134 has requested we clear hedgeline. 

Approved 

20221910 5 Malthouse Yard, Reepham 211 

T1 sycamore - current height 18m and crown spread 14m. Crown 
raise to 5.5m, peripheral crown north, east and south reduced by 
2.5m. West crown pruned to shape by no more than 3m.             
T2 hawthorn & T4 birch x 2 – remove.                                                                     
T3 holly - current height 6m and crown spread.  3m crown reduce 
by no more than 1m.                                                                      
T5 yew - current height 5m and crown spread 5m. Reduce by no 
more than 3m around peripheral crown.                                         
T6 cherry - current height 6m and crown spread 6m. Selectively 
prune by no more than 1m.  

Approved 

20221915 84A Taverham Road, Taverham TPO Birch - dead. Remove. Approved 

20221916 
Land adjacent to 64 Lloyd Road, 
Scotch Hill Road, Taverham 

TPO 11 dead trees - remove Approved 

20221927 
Berry Speciality Closures Ltd, 
Salhouse Road, Sprowston 

TPO 

GI holly and laurel understorey - reduce back 3m from boundary. 
T1, T2, T3 & T4 beech - reduce toward no 48 by 2.5m max.        
T5 & T6 beech - current height 21m and crown spread 6m south. 
Reduce south by no more than 2.5m and crown raise to 5.5m.  

29/11/2022 

20221929 
The Old Cottages, The Moor, 
Reepham 

211 

T1 multi-stemmed ash - stem diameter varying from 0.6m-0.9m, 
with a crown height of 15m and crown spread of 12m. Fell.        
G1.1 cherry - stem diameter 0.6m, crown height 8m, crown spread 
4m. Reduce by 3m.                                                                    
G1.2 Norwegian maple - stem diameter 0.6m crown height 8m, 
crown spread 6m. Reduce height by 2m and crown width by 2m. 
G1.3 multi-stemmed hazel - stem diameters varying, height- 6m, 
crown spread- 3m. Remove main leader. 

02/12/2022 

20221931 
The Old Cottages, The Moor, 
Reepham 

TPO 

T1 multi-stemmed ash - stem diameter varying from 0.6m-0.9m, 
with a crown height of 15m and crown spread of 12m. Tree is 
located opposite property listed in the application. It has low 
shallow unions with the potential to fail in the future, additionally, 
overhead utilities are present, as well as being within close 
proximity to the customer’s property, which is worrying them. Tree 
is showing apparent signs of ash dieback (See pictures attached). 
Fell.                                                                                                      
G1.1 cherry - stem diameter 0.6m, crown height 8m, crown spread 
4m. Reduce height by 3m.                                                                  
G1.2 Norwegian maple - stem diameter 0.6m, crown height 10m, 
crown spread 6m. Reduce height by 3m and crown width by 2m. 
G1 .3 multi-stemmed hazel - stem diameters varying, height 6m, 
crown spread 3m.  Remove main leader to allow more juvenile 
growth to continue. 

Withdrawn 

20221934 67 Low Road, Hellesdon TPO 

T1and T2 sycamore - approx 14m high with a 6m spread. Reduce 
height by 8m to create pollard specimens.                                                     
T3 oak - southern aspect spread 7m. Reduce southern lower to 
mid-crown area by 6-7m back to old pruning points to eliminate 
overhang of rear garden.                                                                   
G1(mixed species - southern aspect spread 5m. Reduce overhang 
by pruning lower to mid-crown by approx 4-5m back to suitable 
growth points. 

05/12/2022 

20221939 4 Church Terrace, Aylsham 211 T1 plum – fell. 02/12/2022 

20221956 Poplars Farm, Dog Lane, Horsford TPO 
G1 3 x Lawson cypress and 3 x Monterey cypress - 10m in height. 
Poor form and structure. Lack of amenity value. Fell.  

06/12/2022 

20221958 
West side of Cromer Road and south 
side of Waterloo Road, Hainford 

TPO Tree report TNC Stratton Strawless/Hevingham/Hainford. 06/12/2022 

20221962 Greengates, The Street, Oulton 211 
T1 oak - approx height 12m and spread 5m. Reduce back from 
building by 2m. 

12/12/2022 

20221969 5 Hillside Road, Thorpe St Andrew 211 
T1 and T2 lime - approx 9m tall. Reduce by 5m back to old pollard 
points, leaving tree at 4m height.                                                       
T3 magnolia - remove dead/dying branch. 

09/12/2022 
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20221976 3 Caston Road, Thorpe St Andrew TPO 

T1 sweet chestnut - crown lift to 5m, crown clean and remove 
major deadwood. Reduction of eastern aspect of crown by 2m to 
achieve a radial spread of around 9m, removal of lower branches 
back to historical pollard point.                                                         
T2 sweet chestnut - crown lift to 5m, crown clean and remove 
major deadwood. Reduction of eastern and western aspects by 
around 2-2.5m to achieve an eastern radial spread of around 10m 
and a western radial spread of around 9m.                                    
T3 & T4 oak: crown lift to 5m, crown clean and remove major 
deadwood. Reduction of eastern and western aspects of the tree 
by 2m to achieve a radial spread of around 9m (eastern and 
western aspects).                                                                                
T4 oak: crown lift to a height of 5m from ground level, crown clean 
and removal of major deadwood. Reduction of eastern and 
western aspects of the tree by 2m to achieve a radial spread of 
around 9m (eastern and western aspects) 

12/12/2022 

20221977 4 Park Road, Wroxham 211 3 x fir – fell. 12/12/2022 

20221980 40 Hungate Street, Aylsham 211 
T1 sycamore - re-pollard back to previous pollard points (at 5m 
from 9m) (Previous application 20170476). 

09/12/2022 

20221981 23 The Avenue, Wroxham 211 
T1 beech - dismantle down to just above ground level.                  
T3 Douglas fir - remove 2 x broken branches to make safe. 

09/12/2022 

20222004 
Penny Farthing, 29 Lower Street, 
Salhouse 

211 

T1 Macrocarpa - crown lift to 6m and remove snapped branch. 
Works to be carried out to alleviate impact on building and garden. 
T2 beech - reduce eastern aspect of crown overhanging house by 
2m to achieve a radial spread of around 8.5m. Reduce upper 
extremity on northern portion of crown by 1.5m to bring in line with 
remainder of crown. Reduce lower extremity on southern portion of 
crown by 1.5m to bring in line with remainder of crown. Crown lift 
to 4m from ground level. Works carried out to alleviate 
overextended branches and to alleviate impact on building.          
T3 Leylandii - dismantle to 2m due to low amenity value.              
T4 Lawson cypress - dismantle to 1m due to low amenity value. 

14/12/2022 

20222012 10 Bishops Close, Thorpe St Andrew 211 Willow - approx 15m in height. Crown reduction of 5m all round. 15/12/2022 

20222022 231 Sqn, Constitution Hill, Sprowston TPO T1 sycamore - fell and grind out the stump. 16/12/2022 

20222027 
Oulton Lodge, 135 Norwich Road, 
Wroxham 

211 
T1 oak - 16.3m. Crown reduce by approximately 2.5-3.0m to 
reform more appeasing shape.                                                         
T2 Lawson cypress - 7-8m. Remove because heavily suppressed. 

19/12/2022 

20222028 
2 Monastery Cottages, The Moor, 
Reepham 

211 T1 mature walnut - fell to either ground level or to a 2-3 foot stump. 19/12/2022 

20222029 17 Barnby Road, Badersfield 211 Multi-stemmed sycamore - remove. 16/12/2022 

 

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 actual decision or the date on which the application was received by Broadland District Council. 

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. 

 
 

Let’s plant more trees in 2023 
than we have in any other year 
in the history of our Network. 

 

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

