
 
Ancient Tree Forum response to Planning White Paper October 2020 

 

The Ancient Tree Forum (ATF) is the leading authority and body for the conservation 

of ancient and veteran trees and our knowledge and understanding of the threats 

and issues to their sustainable management is unparalleled.  

We seek to secure the long-term future of ancient trees through advocacy of no 

further avoidable loss, good management, a succession of future ancient trees and 

raising awareness and understanding of their value and importance.  

The Government needs to address both the climate and nature crises and the ATF 

recognises the opportunity that the reform of planning offers to improve the 

protection and sustainability of irreplaceable ancient and other veteran trees and the 

priority habitats in which they may be found.  

The ATF’s responses are based on our experience of responding to planning 

applications where ancient and veteran trees and their habitats are at issue, and the 

knowledge of specialists experienced and professionally involved with planning. This 

is an important opportunity to ensure reforms in the Planning White Paper (PWP) 

and to the wider planning system take into account the value of these trees and 

habitats so that they are not negatively impacted, but instead more effectively and 

comprehensively protected.  

 

There is a need for reform 

Wildlife is in decline and the UK is a very nature depleted country so we do not agree 

with the Planning White Paper (PWP) statement that Britain has ‘an unmatchable 

natural environment’1  The planning system is not working for nature protection or 

sustainability of biodiversity. Any speeding up or simplification of the planning system 

must result in better protection and recovery of biodiversity, especially irreplaceable 

habitat and heritage landscapes.  

Despite recently enhanced National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) policies, 

irreplaceable and other important trees and habitats are still being lost from 

development, which is depleting the natural environment and is unsustainable. 

Whether or not reform goes ahead, stronger, more effective legal and policy 

protection is urgently needed together with resources to ensure implementation. 

Under the current system, all trees and woodland remain highly vulnerable especially 

 

 

1 Natural History Museum research (The Times 26.9.20) found that the UK was the most nature 

depleted country in the leading industrial nations and the findings of the latest National Biodiversity 

Network report on the State of Nature, concluded that by most measures wildlife is in decline. 
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to pre-emptive felling as acknowledged in the England Tree Strategy consultation, 

yet the PWP has no proposals to address this.  

 Additional and better ’tools’ for effective tree and treed habitat protection are needed 

urgently. (see response to proposals 16 and 17) 

The PWP has an aim to create ‘net gain’ not just ‘no net harm’ for biodiversity; but 

overall, the PWP proposals offer no greater protection. The key proposals will 

instead increase risk because permissions will be given in absence of detailed, 

relevant site information, reducing any meaningful ability to consider how negative 

impacts can be avoided or mitigated.  

Covid has changed the way people are living and working - this is a time to assess 

those changes and ensure that pressure for development is not directed in the wrong 

places i.e. valuable habitats and countryside or increases pressure from leisure 

activities on fragile habitats. 

In order to achieve the aim of ‘net gain’ not just ‘no net harm’ for biodiversity, the 

ATF consider the following are essential: - 

A commitment to more and better data before implementing changes such as 

zoning and other related changes.  

Government has committed to improve environmental mapping so that biodiversity 

impacts can be better avoided in the first instance in the response to the Biodiversity 

Net Gain consultation. Specific needs are:- 

(a) As a minimum, revision of the Ancient Woodland Inventory (to include 

wood pasture and parkland) prior to implementation of any replacement of 

Local Plans.  

 

(b) Investment in refining and adding data to the Woodland Trust’s Ancient 

Tree Inventory to build a more comprehensive and robust database. 

  

(c) Investment in accurate, up-to-date environmental data. 

Enhanced NPPF policies and guidance   

 

The following will support the government statement in the England Tree Strategy 

consultation to ensure that these strengthened protections are applied appropriately 

throughout the planning system. 

 

(d) Policy protection for mature and notable trees:  

 

(e) re para 175 C) no exception from this policy especially if major housing 

were to be  considered ‘infrastructure’;   

 

(f) revision of definitions of ancient and veteran trees in the glossary and 
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guidance to give clarity and consistency, and reduce scope for dispute; 

 

Enhanced legal protection for trees to enable effective stewardship and long-

standing sustainability - see response to proposals 16 & 17  

These proposals will be also necessary to include in the Government’s commitment 

to legislate to address net gain driving habitat degradation prior to applications in 

Biodiversity Net Gain consultation response.  

(g) Changes to TPO and felling Licence and permitted development 

exceptions. 

  

(h) Additional tools e.g. a Tree Conservation Area Designation and Register of 

Trees of National Special Interest. 

 

Enhanced Resources and skills 

  

ATF welcomes the recognition in Proposal 23 that these reforms will require 

resourcing, and that the Government will develop a “comprehensive resources and 

skills strategy for the planning sector”. Both are  critical to achieving the best 

outcomes from planning, but there is little detail about the specific skills gaps and the 

long term under-resourcing of LPAs and other key agencies (see- The UK’s 

Enforcement Gap 2020 2) which need to be addressed, especially in relation to trees, 

priority habitats and historic landscapes. Binding commitments need to be made to 

appropriately resource both, alongside any reforms.  

(i) LPAs have a duty and responsibility to protect trees by making Tree 

Preservation Orders and especially in the planning process. Without 

appropriately skilled and resourced Tree Officers to do this, ancient and 

veteran and other important trees are vulnerable to pre-emptive felling, from 

initial identification of land for development and all the way through the more 

detailed stages. 

   

(j) Appropriately qualified and experienced Tree Officers in LPAs are essential 

if protection policies for trees in NPPF are to be successfully implemented. 

These policies need to be applied with full understanding and appreciation of 

how trees should be effectively protected, or possible damage mitigated. 

  

 

 

2 The UK’s Enforcement Gap 2020 - unchecked.uk.  The Report concludes that “After years of steep 
budget cuts and declining staff numbers, many of the UK’s regulatory bodies are not fit for purpose 
and unable to enforce the rules.“  Natural England - funding down 72%; missed planning response 
deadlines up 148% due to resourcing; enforcement activity real-terms spend on monitoring of SSSIs 
down 64%; Forestry Commission funding down 53%, manpower down 39%. 
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(k) Arboriculturists, tree ecologists and landscape heritage specialists who 

understand all the values of trees and treed habitats also need to make inputs 

to Design Codes, evaluating Biodiversity Net Gain proposals, contributions to 

Nature Recovery Networks  and use of Infrastructure Levy monies where 

these involve green space, tree establishment and management. 

  

(l) Statutory consultees (Natural England, Forestry Commission, Historic 

England, Environment Agency, Gardens Trust) need up to date data and 

appropriately skilled and experienced staff to input strategic and local 

planning and Design Codes and evaluate planning applications in order to 

make valid responses.  

 

(m) Enforcement of legal protection powers for trees and woodlands is shared 

between LPAs and the Forestry Commission. To be effective, this aspect also 

requires skilled and knowledgeable professionals and resources. To improve 

deterrence, the preferred option to save trees, there also needs to be wider 

promotion of knowledge of current law to professionals and the public. 

The ATF has profound concerns that the White Paper has not made any specific 

proposals to address known deficiencies in protection for trees and treed habitats. 

Without urgent action to take overdue, necessary, and comprehensive steps to 

increase protection and the other measures identified under responses to proposals 

16 &17, there can be no net gain. Loss and deterioration to irreplaceable natural 

assets will continue and accelerate.  

As the lead body committed to the care and protection of ancient and other veteran 

trees, the Ancient Tree Forum has expertise and in-depth knowledge of the threats 

to trees and what measures would effectively minimise them. We request an 

opportunity to discuss these matters in detail at the earliest opportunity. 

 

Question 1: What three words do you associate most with the planning system 

in England?  

Under-resourced, environment de-prioritised.  

Question 2: Do you get involved with planning decisions in your local area 

(area being the UK/England?) 

Yes   

ATF nationally and through local supporters, responds to TPO and planning 

applications affecting ancient and other veteran trees, ancient wood-pasture and 

parkland, and other treed priority habitats or historic landscapes, where they have 

been identified by tree survey or existing databases.  
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Question 3: Our proposals will make it much easier to access plans and 

contribute your views to planning decisions. How would you like to find out 

about plans and planning proposals in the future?  

At the earliest opportunity. ATF would wish to be a statutory consultee on TPOs, 

plans and planning applications that affect ancient and other veteran trees, ancient 

woodlands (wood pastures and parkland) and other treed priority habitats and 

historic landscapes. At a local level, a combination of methods should be retained to 

ensure universal access for the full range of people affected.  

The planning system must operate in the public interest and should be both 

democratically accountable and genuinely participative. 

Question 4: What are your top three priorities for planning in your local area? 

 

1. Protection of green spaces and trees  

2. The environment, biodiversity and action on climate change  

3. Other - protection of historic/ heritage tree-scapes. 

Question 5. Do you agree that Local Plans should be simplified in line with our 

proposals? 

No 

It would be counter-democratic if simplification and speed of decision making took 

precedence over the viewpoints that should be taken into consideration and 

complexity of the issues that have to be balanced.   

The pressing need is for a system that reduces environmental impact everywhere 

while addressing nature recovery in a strategic, targeted way. The government 

needs to focus on the equal imperatives of climate change and biodiversity loss.  

The zoning proposals are likely to weaken already failing protection for nature in 

areas designated for growth and renewal. They do not give additional environmental 

safeguards or benefits/ improvements in areas earmarked for protection. Assurances 

are needed that current protections for ancient and veteran trees, ancient wood 

pasture and parkland are maintained. Assurances are also needed that there will be 

specific protection for other special/important trees, priority habitats and historic 

treed landscapes in any zone. Protection is needed for mature trees for continuity 

and sustainability of treed habitats and their wildlife which young trees alone cannot 

provide.  

Great reliance is placed on Design Codes, which to be effective, must include 

detailed consideration of practical measures for retaining and protecting trees for the 

long term as well as providing for new ones in a sustainable way. Producing Design 

codes will take considerable time and must involve all the people with the relevant 

expertise.  
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Question 6. Do you agree with our proposals for streamlining the development 

management content of Local Plans, and setting out general development 

management policies nationally?  

No 

We agree that the current National Planning Policy Framework policies, and 

associated guidance (Planning Policy Guidance and Standing Advice), should be the 

universal minimum protection policies for development management within the 

Local Plan. However, LPAs should be permitted to reflect local democratic views 

through additional policies on tree/ biodiversity/ natural heritage protection.     

Despite recently enhanced NPPF policies, important trees and habitats are still being 

lost from development, which is unsustainable. Current protection for ancient 

woodland and ancient and other veteran trees in the NPPF must remain regardless 

of zoning. The exception to these policies for infrastructure projects should not apply 

to major housing schemes as suggested and preferably removed entirely to give 

parity with designated heritage assets3. All such developments are a cause of loss of 

woods, trees, hedgerows and habitats, often on a large scale. 

Protection for other mature and notable trees, priority and historic treed habitats 

should be added to NPPF as they are essential to the continuity and sustainability of 

wildlife and habitats. 

Irrespective of any policy enhancement as suggested, trees remain highly vulnerable 

to pre-emptive felling not only in advance of planning applications but also from the 

time land is identified for development in Local Plans or other strategic plans/zones 

without their concurrent protection.   

Confirmation is needed that all trees will continue to be a material consideration and 

that the duties of LPAs set out in sections 197/8 of the Planning Act will be 

maintained. 

If development management policy were to have restricted requirements, then in 

addition to density, limits need to be set on the area of footprint i.e. amount of land 

covered by hard surfaces including parking. 

There are already topic specific technical development standards e.g.BS 5837 

‘Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction’, which still require site 

specific evaluation and judgement. This standard, where the application of simplistic 

rules has been followed, has not resulted in effective protection, or sustainability of 

existing trees to contribute long term to beauty, biodiversity or ecosystem services, 

nor produced better quality greenspace for the community- the  anticipated 

beneficiaries. Design codes or other guidance such as FC/NE ‘Standing Advice for 

 

 

33 In NPPF para 194 policies protecting designated heritage assets, there are no exceptions for 
infrastructure 
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Ancient Woodland, ancient and veteran trees: protecting them from development’, 

whether broad brush or detailed, have limitations and cannot account for individual 

site circumstances.    

Question 7(a). Do you agree with our proposals to replace existing legal and 

policy tests for Local Plans with a consolidated test of “sustainable 

development”, which would include consideration of environmental impact?  

 

No 

It is not possible to fully consider environmental impacts without detailed site-specific 

data. Data is lacking even at the broad level for many aspects of biodiversity and 

natural heritage landscapes including location of ancient and veteran trees, wood-

pasture and parkland and other priority habitats.  

A commitment to a comprehensive Ancient Woodland Inventory (to include wood 

pasture and parkland) is necessary prior to implementation of any replacement of  

Local Plans. Investment is needed in refining and adding data to the Ancient Tree 

Inventory (ATI) to build a more comprehensive and robust database. Investment is 

needed in accurate, up-to-date environmental data. At the moment we don’t have the 

data to adequately protect irreplaceable habitats like ancient woods and ancient and 

veteran trees. This data must be available to underpin all planning and decision 

making. 

Question 9(a). Do you agree that there should be automatic outline permission 

for areas for substantial development (Growth areas) with faster routes for 

detailed consent? 

No 

Outline permissions without detailed site data relating to trees and habitats, 

(including such aspects as soils, landform etc.) pose serious potential risks to their 

protection and longevity. The principle of the suitability of a site depends entirely on 

the detailed impacts the proposal may have. While national data sets can speed up 

this process, only detailed site investigations can reveal the suitability of a site and 

enable assessment of all impacts relating to important trees (e.g. ancient and 

veteran trees), priority habitats, natural heritage and ecology. This has been a well-

accepted and understood principle in planning and should not be weakened. 

Furthermore, there remain very significant absences of data in relation to location of 

biodiversity assets and natural heritage. 

It should be the case that any area with ancient and other veteran and important 

trees, unprotected priority habitats, historic landscapes identified for development in 

Local Plans, currently  or in any proposed zoning (whether growth or renewal), 

should be legally protected prior to public consultation or publication of plans in light 

of possible threats that the prospect of development suitability presents. This would 

prevent pre-emptive felling and ensure the strongest protections through further 
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planning stages and construction. It would be expedient to do this in the light of the 

potential threat and would prevent loss of existing trees/habitat which is the basis for 

provision of mitigation, compensation and net gain to be calculated. It would then be 

clear to all participants in the development process rather than the current ad-hoc 

approach and would contribute to faster decision-making.  

It is also an essential requirement to fulfil the aim of the PWP of ‘no net harm to 

biodiversity’ that new developments either as single, large- scale developments or 

cumulatively for smaller developments, make provision for bigger areas for nature 

and recreation, including communal areas i.e. a higher nature to density ratio. New 

residential development must have access to newly created, quality greenspace 

nearby providing nature and beauty to take pressure off precious, fragile existing 

protected and unprotected high value sites. This has been so clearly demonstrated 

as a priority by the impacts of Covid 19. 

Existing Permitted Development rights, especially in relation to agricultural buildings, 

utilities and their associated infrastructure, allow no control to avoid loss or 

deterioration even of irreplaceable habitat and heritage assets. Individually each 

development may have limited impact, but cumulatively the losses can be very 

significant for the sustainability of these assets.  

Permitted development rights also allow activities on designated and undesignated 

heritage landscapes with potentially damaging impacts, (e.g. major and repeated 

events with high footfall) to proceed uncontrolled. There has been a significant 

increase in events as properties seek to generate income and we anticipate this will 

only intensify owing to the long-term economic impacts of Covid-19  

ATF considers that, at least, notice of proposals affecting irreplaceable habitats and 

designated heritage assets should be given to LPAs to enable them to advise on the 

works to avoid loss or damage and consider making TPOs where necessary.   

Question 9(b).  Do you agree with our proposals above for the consent 

arrangements for Renewal and Protected areas?  

No for the same reasons as in 9(a). Plus 

Only a very limited subset of aspects of the natural environment and natural heritage 

have designated protection. Of those designations, such as SSSIs, they are 

acknowledged only to be a selection of sites from a much wider spread of sites of 

equal or even greater value. Furthermore, designation does not necessarily confer 

legal protection of trees e.g. parkland on the Register of Historic Parks and Gardens. 

So we have concerns around how Protected Zones will be defined and how 

unmapped or undesignated sites of environmental importance or individual important 

trees (e.g. ancient and veteran trees) within all zones would be identified. These 

would remain vulnerable because they are unmapped and unprotected in any way.    

Designating areas for protection should not allow other areas to become a free-for-all 

for damage, deterioration and loss to the natural environment.  
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In renewal zones it is unclear what redevelopment would apply to, i.e. just the 

building or a site, as the implications and impacts could be quite different. Impacts on 

ancient, veteran and other important trees beyond the footprint of the existing 

development should still require consideration and control.  

National standard conditions, if they are to be acceptable, must include all those 

issues likely to be necessary to give effective protection to existing biodiversity and 

natural heritage and make provision for new features to fulfil mitigation, 

compensation and Biodiversity Net Gains .   

Question 10. Do you agree with our proposals to make decision-making faster 

and more certain? 

No 

The case has not been convincingly made that it is possible to speed up decisions 

as proposed whilst maintaining essential local democracy and transparency in 

decision-making. Additionally, we see much less opportunity for interested 

organisations such as our own and individuals to engage at key stages and 

effectively at any level.   

To ensure that ATF’s views can be known to the LPA at the earliest opportunity we 

would need to be identified as a statutory consultee on any development that 

impacts on ancient and veteran  trees and other important trees (i.e Category A trees 

as identified in BS 5837 surveys), treed priority habitats and natural heritage e.g. 

historic parks and gardens.   

Decision making and certainty for the developer cannot be improved without 

adequate site information. The speed with which a LPA makes decisions relies on 

comprehensive and detailed site-specific information being supplied nationally or 

from other sources, or applicants making available this information from the date of 

registration. 

Question 16: Sustainability is at the heart of our proposals. What is your 

priority for sustainability in your area? 

More green and open spaces.  

Sustainability must start from the position of retention and conservation of what we 

have already in terms of biodiversity assets and natural heritage. There must also be 

planning for continuity and replacement of trees and treed habitats along Lawton 

Principles i.e. bigger, better, more of. 

International and government assessments acknowledge that far from being 

sustainable, wildlife is on a downward trajectory. Therefore, there needs to be radical 

change to reduce loss and repair, buffer and expand those habitats described as 

irreplaceable in the current NPPF i.e ancient woodland including wood pasture and 

parkland, ancient and veteran trees. Wood pasture and parkland, ancient and other 

veteran trees should be a priority for biodiversity net gain projects.  
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Question 18. Do you agree that we should establish a new body to support 

design coding and building better places, and that each authority 

should have a chief officer for design and place-making? 

Yes.  

A new body and the Chief Officer should have the full range of expertise including 

specialists in arboriculture, conservation and sustainability of biodiversity and natural 

heritage. This should be a part of the proposed “comprehensive resources and skills 

strategy for the planning sector”. 

Question 20. Do you agree with our proposals for implementing a fast-track for 

beauty?  

No.  

Reliance on design codes, which would have to be very detailed to do this, is 

unrealistic and probably not achievable. 

Design codes, in addition to the parameters described, must include considerations 

of integration of existing and new trees (including street trees)  to maximise their 

benefits (e.g. beauty, biodiversity, carbon sequestration and other ecosystem 

services) and ensure their long term growth and health. Guiding principles for new 

trees must be the right tree in the right place with the right space. 

Crucially, a great deal of development in both rural and urban areas already takes 

place under permitted development rights. Design codes will have no influence in 

these situations. Moreover, unless trees are protected by TPO, they are outside any 

considerations of potential damage or loss.  

The current standard document for considering trees in relation to design, demolition 

and construction, BS5837, is out of date and out of step with NPPF and associated 

guidance and can no longer be considered as a standard for decision making for all 

trees and sustainable tree cover.  

Response to proposals 16 and 17 in the section headed EFFECTIVE 

STEWARDSHIP AND ENHANCEMENT OF OUR NATURAL AND HISTORIC 

ENVIRONMENT 

ATF is most concerned that there is no opportunity to comment on this crucial 

section of the PWP. We have integrated our response to these proposals where 

possible within other questions and outlined other specific issues and measures that 

would address them below.  

Wildlife is in decline and the UK is a very nature depleted country. The planning 

system, at present, is seriously failing nature protection and sustainability of 

biodiversity, historic tree-scapes and in particular for ancient and other veteran trees.    

There are no concrete proposals within the new system on how it will continue to 

protect places and especially, trees that matter to people and nationally. The 

proposals do not give clear commitments to the minimum safeguards for people and 
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the environment nor any evidence that there are sufficient means to provide for 

better greenspaces and tree cover. Therefore we cannot agree with the Planning 

White Paper statement that the proposals in the PWP are in any way adequate to 

steward and enhance the natural and historic environment as they stand, yet the 

aspirations within the Paper must be achieved.   

Government has acknowledged4 however, that biodiversity net gain requirements 

could encourage landowners to degrade habitats before applying for planning 

permission and given a commitment to address these through legislation.  

As the lead body committed to the care and protection of ancient and other veteran 

trees, we have expertise and in-depth knowledge of the threats but also what would 

effectively minimise them.   We request an opportunity to discuss these matters in 

detail at the earliest opportunity. 

Enhanced NPPF policies and guidance:  

(a) add policy protection for mature and notable trees. This is a priority to protect 

existing beauty and wildlife and secure the future biodiversity associated with 

veteran and ancient trees.  

(b) Para175 C) There should be no exception from this policy if major housing 

were to be considered ‘infrastructure’. Otherwise designated and 

undesignated irreplaceable habitats are extremely vulnerable especially in 

growth areas.  The infrastructure exception does not apply to designated and 

undesignated irreplaceable heritage assets (para 194). Irreplaceable habitats 

should be on a parr. 

  

(c) revision of definitions of ancient and veteran trees in the glossary and 

guidance to give clarity and consistency, and therefore reduce the scope for 

dispute and delay. 

  

(d) changes a-c would be in addition to the comments we made in Q6 

Changes to Tree Preservation Order guidance and legislation:- 

 

(a) Guidance on making a TPO should be revised to apply on the basis of 

significant biodiversity, irreplaceable habitat or heritage value alone, 

independent of visibility; 

 

 

 

4 1 www.gov.uk/government/consultations/biodiversity-net-gain-updating-planning-requirements 

 

http://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/biodiversity-net-gain-updating-planning-requirements
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(b) Guidance to include the statement that the ‘Woodland’ category can be 

applied to wood-pasture and historic parkland to align with the Forestry 

Commission and Natural England Standing Advice. 

 

(c) Guidance that time limited area orders, to cover the period from initial 

identification/notification of land for development e.g. in local plans or zones, 

through to completion of build, are appropriate. 

  

(d) Amend the exception that permits removal of all dead trees and branches to 

exempt those that are significant for biodiversity to enable trees identified in 

NPPF as irreplaceable to be protected. 

 

Legislation 

1) Duties and responsibilities in S 197/198 of T&CP Act must be maintained 

and extended i.e to apply where land is allocated for development. 

 

2) Creation of a new tool - a Tree Conservation Area designation for areas 

containing many trees of special interest. e.g. wood-pasture and historic 

parkland. 

 

3) Creation of a  Register of Trees of National Special Interest (akin to the 

Register of Historic Parks and Gardens) to give understanding of their wider 

importance in local decision making, added status and help prioritise funding 

for conservation to the most valuable trees.  

 

Amendments to Permitted Development  

Introduce a requirement to consult for:- 

(a) Development proposals (including utilities) affecting Ancient Woodland, 

ancient and other veteran trees i.e. within buffer zones and 

  

(b) Events with significant impacts in designated historic landscapes and 

parkland (see response to Q 20)  

 

Amendment to Felling Licences  

 

Even if all the above changes were made, trees remain highly vulnerable to pre-

emptive felling, including land currently identified in Local Plans for development 

without concurrent protection for trees. This is recognised in the England Tree 
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Strategy.5 The zoning proposals would further extend vulnerabilities of trees to pre-

emptive felling, yet the White Paper has no proposals to address this.   

We therefore advocate the following changes to Felling Licence controls: - 

a) The 5 cu m exemption from the requirement for a felling licence should not 

apply to ancient and veteran trees or ancient woodland as identified in 

Forestry Commission/Natural England Standing Advice ‘Ancient woodland, 

ancient and veteran trees: protecting them from development’, or in priority 

wood pasture as identified on MAGIC, designated historic parkland and other 

priority habitats e.g. traditional orchards and hedgerows. 

 

b) Also, disapply from 5 cu m exemption single, mature trees/or above threshold 

sizes outside woodlands. 

 

c) Bring under Felling Licence control irreplaceable dead, ancient and veteran 

trees (recognised as irreplaceable in NPPF), to support the implementation of 

guidance in UK Forestry Standard. This is in response to the findings of the 

Woodland Natural Capital Account,UK:2020  which reported that 99% and 

77% of woodlands are not in favourable condition in relation to the retention of 

veteran trees and decaying wood habitat respectively. 

 

d) Churchyards - remove from the list of places exempt from felling licence 

controls. Churchyards are places in which some of the UK’s oldest trees are 

to be found, especially yews, which are of international importance. Some are 

within Conservation Areas, but many are unprotected. The faculty system of 

control over tree felling has no effective sanctions. 

 

 

  

Question 21. When new development happens in your area, what is your 

priority for what comes with it?  

Protection, enhancement and sustainability of habitats, ancient, veteran and other 

important trees and heritage landscapes.   

 

 

5 England Tree Strategy consultation ‘One particular risk to all trees and woodland is the unlicenced 

pre-emptive clearance of trees ahead of planning applications to develop land ‘ and Page18 footnote 

10 “At least 43% of the reports of alleged illegal felling in 2019-20 were promoted by development” 

 

https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/environmentalaccounts/bulletins/woodlandnaturalcapitalaccountsuk/2020
https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/environmentalaccounts/bulletins/woodlandnaturalcapitalaccountsuk/2020
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Question 25. Should local authorities have fewer restrictions over how they 

spend the Infrastructure Levy?  

Yes 

Especially for green infrastructure where deficient to support the aim of at least 30% 

of land should be managed for nature.  

 

 

 

 


