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Foreword

FOREWORD

Britain, it is often said, is one of the most nature depleted countries in the world. And yet we

also pride ourselves on being a nation of nature lovers, including deeply rooted connections

with our trees, woodlands and forests. So how has this come about? There are undoubtedly

many reasons, including a fixation with an economic system that prioritises profit over people

and planet. But it is also increasingly being recognised as a direct consequence of our
disconnection from the natural world. More than ever befor e, it os becomi
urgently need a new framework for rethinking human-nature relations in law and beyond.

That is exactly what this ground-breaking toolkit offers. It serves not only as a legal and policy
resource, but also as a reflection of a wider cultural shift in how societies value and live
alongside the natural world. It outlines the current legal frameworks and how to make best
use of them to protect trees, woodlands and forests, for example. But it also goes much further
by inviting us to understand nature as a community of life that humans are part of i not above
i and, crucially, it makes practical suggestions on how this can be achieved.

Developed over three years with environmental law students representing voices from many
different countries and diverse backgrounds, this visionary toolkit offers a substantial
contribution to the rapidly growing global Rights of Nature movement, showing how these
ideas are moving from theory into real law, governance and community practice around the
worl d, including the rapidly developing 6rights

Containing a wealth of practical tools to help communities, landowners, and decision-makers
to begin implementing Rights of Nature approaches now, it is designed to inspire action, from
legal and policy reform to community stewardship. And it shows how local action, in planning,
land management and governance can help drive much-needed national and global legal
transformation too.

Rooted in multi species justice, and in the rec
communities are inextricably I|inked, it i s an apy
of fers both the vision, and imérpnactci val ust aps,

our democrat.ic processes

Caroline Lucas

e Yy,

] 5 a

(e e fivo Zs

Professor of Practi ce, Uni versity of Sussex
Former Leader, Green Party of England and Wal es
MP Brighton R&2ilion 2010
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I ntroduction: Why Rights of Nature? The Case f

There are many ways to understand and value natu
i nstrumendeadi nvgpa |l turee e s, woodl|l ands, and forests as
economic profitedoOt hbmatrevraibanle henefits, such as
regulation, clean air, cultural heritage, recrea
spiritual traditions, forests hold ceremoni al , C
value rempiabséargeh UK | aw and policy: intrinsi

Focusing nsactlaeslmys t a ruvmelstht@d ont ri buted to widespread
degradati on, dnsvmt geicongi fwedpaunhd uxgpl y chiasns, a
i ncreapl edgilyt endt riovider t geopol i Nacatei hesabihlaist )
categorised @ast amn aldsne acheef i UKy.

60Si x ecosystem regions (including the Am;
| i

for UK national security given the kel
Severe degradation or coll apse would dr i\
change gl obal weather patterns, Il ncrease (
and drive geopolitical competition for

To combat this widespread environmental destruct
we must fundamentally transform our negative r el

world to find more reaptetlifiuyve awidt liam moat oue.

HOW NATURE | S VALUED

Thewaghumans act wireehapedabwywrbow we value nature.
diverse valuandylawmshey align or conflict, help
protected while others are destroyed, and why d
contexts.

ANTHROPOCENTRI C VALUES

The domiadart system shaping environmental gover na
a worldview that places humans above other [Iife
terms of wusefulness t o humeonosd.l awidishfionr etshtiss afrrea nsi
objexdsets or resources. This viewpoint underpin

and meraks eetd t ool s such as ecosystem services,
of fsetti ngTheru ndheer BBKs.ompof obEKandwplodveena bl ke d

l o irrephacwonddleands .ame atkkr ¢ eg al protections a
that prioritises economi cwiptrho fniot coovnesrin eeecroalgohgoisc aol
ot her species.

It is true that human well being is ingeparabl e
Nations GenefarmAssygmblegogni sed a cl ean, healt hy



https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/nature-security-assessment-on-global-biodiversity-loss-ecosystem-collapse-and-national-security
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https://news.un.org/en/story/2022/07/1123482
https://news.un.org/en/story/2022/07/1123482
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as a universal human right. Yet in our VIiEew, ac
centric governance toward approaches that al so p

CULTURAL AND SPIRI TUAL VALUES

Al ongside economic and functional wvalwues, many
and forests as l'iving, sacred, intelligent bei
worl dviews, trees are ancestors, tedecherighdrsd oki
Nature movement, which recognisesbhaatiunmg ocommasi
of i fe.

OLiving in harmony with nature mear

for nature, and allowing its reger

- Lidia Cano Pecharroman

| NTRI NSI C VALUE AND ECOCENTRI C ETHI CS

Recogni siimtgr itnhseo € valkese, woodlands and forests n
they have worth in themselves, regardless of hu
as |living, relational beings part of interconne:{
protedédsi ODn. Nei | Wi inltirdwnasliewx pheaams ,t hat a being h
because iandexistss a kind of care or mor al re

useful ness.

Right s of Nature frameworks are grounded i n e
recogni se:

T Al living beings and ecosystems have mor al (a
f Human | ife is not superior to other [|ife

T Rights and responsibilities extend beyond the
These perspectives are increasingly supported |
forests communicat e, adapt, remember, and form i

acr oss generations.

BALANCI NG RI GHTS AND VALUES

Recognising intrinsic value does not eliminate t
ensures that the well memidnd oo f@ot sesex® nW@ao ¢l & rod se c
i nterests. I n some context s, waobosdol | aunt desé pd ract etatb & €
while in others their sustainable and carefully
restoration of trees and woodlands i s essenti al
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Al t hough intrinsic, cul tural | and relational vV a
metrics | i ke economic value, carbon storage, or

overl ooked. Trees hold meaningabeyondrguanti ¥ahhb
cul tur al i dentity iampdortctopaamdtett ooes bAerptdwkenmpeopl e
and rtéhset of RatGiomgeithese | ess tangible values i s
meani ngfudmade@igesbahlt g, oRi iNlmt ure govenewnter ms de
of evaluswictn-massesd omgni toring, guardi anship mode
t hat all ow natureds voice, values and rights to

A USER' S TGUHGH KT OF

To help address the current i mbal ance created ©b
governance, it i s argued that | aws, and policie
wehbocumder st andiplgasc,e snhuwcul dhi gher priority on t
context of the ecological crisis and hademoryd t
with nature, intrinsic value and natureds rights

economic profit or human convenience.

OQur tool kit ai ms t o thhieg hil ntgrhitnswiacy svailnuewhofc ht r e ¢

recognition of tihnesitri I rl ieghtisn, lcaawn, bpeol i c Weand cu
suggest priamagicrmdt iamal use of | aw, as welParas | eg
1 of thiosuttldmleksi tcurrent | egal and policy framewcg
forests and gives advice oRadvewstwdyakeaimpbbadséd
tehow how the | aw htasl balesno aptpdr leldy ®Pamonstrat es
policies fall shoupposaeddleywt ackeiabyeevemres and woc
Part 2 of etnlvé stinaeowskyiatf ofromartdhe governance of tree
for eantds suggestpatphwactsibckadldi ng intrinsic value ar
principles into | aw, pl anningakmagiteri mgrahyg @&y

but with r elBerviamaikn iarctr eotsisgt i o

Ani mpornanhe to Tool WMet kdoer &« he Tool kiatndius tfeul |

l ongit(l!i)s not intended to beAsr aveed |If rasm t theeg icromit regn
includebglubaelsel p ydlhendvioh&ti ¢ to asapeicprfdjgeoat wit
task, initiative or mission.

The folgluosdiemigghl i ght the most r el ewamts gesgadts .ons
I f you are stildl not ,pl ease oonhaoe auny qgluesitcow
advise you.
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2.8 Practical Tools and Templ ates (Rights
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1.1 I ndividual Trees

This secticour rseentts loamtv anbdabpbéi tyg proitrecBndlnadndv.i d
explains howe tsermrs ppodbaciysgrerhg,ough cri minal S ¢
bi odiversity policy, .a3Mnd | ealtwatsieon amec haanndi spnosl i
meaningf ul protection in certain circumstances,
contingentdeofni rheudnamal ues such as ameMaiptpyi,n gr ibsokt,h
the reach and the | imits hifs thecti exicstealyl mnehd:
newpproaches

1. ITRREE PRESERVATI ON ORDERS

Tree Preservation Orders (ATPOsO0) are statutory
trees, groups of trees, or woodl|l ands deemed t o h

0 Al t hAmmenityh is not defined in law, it is assessed through

visibility , where the treebds prominence
individual impact , evaluating its size, form, rarity, and contribution
to local character; and wider impact , examining its collective and

environment al significance within

- Department for Communities and Local Government,
Tree Preservation Orders: A Guide to the Law and Good Practice ,
2012, Chapter 3

Establishedowmdandt@Geuntry ,FPOsnipmohAbi t19Hh@ une
felling, l oppi ng, topping or destruction of prc
pl anning authority, serving as a. kleRBOd kailam ntore c h a
the preservation of trees and woodl ands against
expansi on, infrastructure devel opment , commer c
pollution).

Protected traeneys sciazne bman dosfima&y i s si tuated on eith
or public | and. When TPOs apply to groups of tre
t hat have naturall yoragigrarirlay ede gcaamyg e¢ldhei apgr oat etcrt ¢
Bull ock v Secretary of[l$S§aPeOaffer pillaeednwinr ommers
authorities, eitthlrea rteneumesstl veefs amr eaxt er nal party
anyone, even if the tree is not on their propert

HOW TO REQUEST A TPO

Each local council have slightly different procedures for third-party applications, so be
sure to check your | ocal council 6s websit
underlying principles are broadly consistent.
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https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a790b1d40f0b679c0a08161/tposguide.pdf
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/part/VIII/chapter/I/crossheading/tree-preservation-orders

1.1 I ndividual Trees

A TPO request should be submitted in writing and include:

® A map clearly identifying the tree, group of trees, or woodland proposed for protection,
and

® A statement of reasons explaining why the tree(s) should be considered for
protection. Remember to link your reason to the relevant amenity value the tree
brings, as highlighted in the text from Tree Preservation Orders: A Guide to the Law
and Good Practice 2012 (above).

CONFI RMATI ON, CONSENT AND APPEALS

During thenonnht ipalri®dx foll owing the creation of
confirm, modi fy, or revoke the order at any tinm
addition of more trees; if furmhet t s8E8 BREegBNIE

I f no objections ament bdgemefwi amen thesTPOxi s co
per manent . T hperroepacf steedr , t raecney wor kKs must be authori
application to the | oical aptandamnihewawidrd it deyuntrr
Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regul ati o

The case of Robinson v East Riding of Yorkshire Council [2003] illustrates that while a TPO
itself cannot be appealed, a landowner may apply for consent to carry out works and
subsequently appeal a refusal, thereby providing a procedural route to challenge a local
authority decision to grant a TPO indirectly.

STRENGTHS AND LIMITS OF TPOS I N PRACTI

Undertaking works to a tree protected by a TPO
an offencégecituindefr2 T&dwn and Country Rlnanirhmeg Act
Preservation (Engl and)Th®ecgulianiinmds idnpl2d cati ons
protections are explored in greater detail in th
of a TPO or general criminal damage as was the c

TPOs offer some protection in law, but in practice that protection can be weakened. Councils
may grant consent for works where development pressures are high, particularly for housing
and infrastructure. In addition, some developers carry out unauthorised works and treat
enforcement or fines as a commercial risk. As a result, TPOs can be robust on paper yet
fragile in practice when set against development imperatives.

For example, asreportedintheMi ni st ry of Housing, Commur
press release, the UK Governmentés target of del
by 2029, equivalent to around 370,000 new homes per year, creates substantial pressure

on planning departments to facilitate development.

15


https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/605/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/605/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/section/210/2006-05-10
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/605/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/605/contents
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/planning-overhaul-to-reach-15-million-new-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/planning-overhaul-to-reach-15-million-new-homes

1.1 I ndividual Trees

Councils may justify permitting works to
the public interest, particularly where i
Section 70(2) o f the Town andplGonunnitnrgy dPRelcai nsniionngs

protect
t suppoc

account of the devel opment pl an and Mathieanarat e

Pl anning Pol ifcrya nrersa ndekiriigonas a bal ance bet ween
social, and economic objectives. I n practice, th
devel opment priorities, l eading to compromi ses

protections

KEY TAKEAIWAY REQUI REMENTS

f

Tree Preservation Orders are statutory mechanisms under the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990 that safeguard trees, groups, or woodlands of hotable amenity value
from unauthorised felling, topping, lopping, or destruction.

Protected trees may be on either public or private land and include both planted and
natural trees.

Anyone may request a TPO by submitting a written application to their local council,
including a map identifying the tree(s) and a statement of reasons linked to their amenity
value.

Foll owing a TPO6s creation, the council
if unchallenged within that period, the order becomes permanent.

Further guidance can be found here: Department for Communities and Local Government,
0Tree Preservation Orders: A Guide to the

ENFORCEMENT AND CRI MI NAL LI ABI LI TY

Under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, Section 210 4(B), it is a criminal offence if a
TPO is disregarded without consent of the Local Authority (cutting, topping, uprooting,
and wilfully causing damage or destruction.) Section 210 applies strict liability, a legal
standard where a party can be held responsible for damages or harm caused by their actions,
regardless of intent or fault. The time limits for bringing proceedings are no later than three
years after the offence was co mmi t t e d . Such offences are
Court, where penalties are limited. However, where the damage exceeds £5,000 (including
loss of amenity), the case may be sent to the Crown Court, where an offender may face an
unlimited fine and up to 10 yearsoé6 impri
planting. If a tree does not have a TPO there may also be a case for general criminal damage
under Section 1 of the Criminal Damage Act 1971, as was the case for the Sycamore Gap
Tree.

In theory, this makes TPO protection robust. In practice, however, enforcement varies and
penalties have not always reflected the true ecological or economic value of the tree. This has
contributed to situations where unauthorised felling is treated by some developers as a
calculable risk rather than a true deterrent.
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https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/section/70/1991-09-25
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/67aafe8f3b41f783cca46251/NPPF_December_2024.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/67aafe8f3b41f783cca46251/NPPF_December_2024.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a790b1d40f0b679c0a08161/tposguide.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a790b1d40f0b679c0a08161/tposguide.pdf
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/section/210/2006-05-10
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1971/48/section/1

Breach of TPO

Under the Town and Country Planning Act
1990, Section 210, itis an offence to cut
down, uproot, lop, top, or wilfully damage a
tree protected by a TPO without the
consent of the local planning authority.

This is a strict liability offence (no intent
needed).

Those found guilty can face an unlimited
fine for the destruction of a protected tree,
or a fine of up to £2,500 for lesser works
such as unauthorised pruning.

In addition, the offender may be required to
plant a replacement tree, ensuring that the
environmental and amenity value of the
area is maintained.

This route focuses on protecting public
environmental interests rather than private
property rights.

I ndi vi dual

Trees

General Criminal Damage Claim

As illustrated in the Sycamore Gap case,
trees can also be protected through general
criminal damage claims.

Under Section 1 of the Criminal Damage
Act 1971, it is an offence for a person,
without lawful excuse, to intentionally or
recklessly destroy or damage property
belonging to another. This includes trees on
private property.

Evidence will be needed of the offence.

If found guilty the prosecuted faces up to
10-years imprisonment and/or an unlimited
fine (Crown court).

The offence becomes more serious if the
person intends to endanger life or is
reckless as to whether life of another would
be endangered by their actions. When the
damage is caused by fire, the offence is
charged as arson.

1.1. 2 CASE STUDY: THE SYCAMO
The Sycamor eAcGarp plgewrd dpMaast anmocsat ed on Nati onal
next t o Hadri anos Wa | | i n Nort humb e&krnloavnd , a nEn g |
celebrated due to its beauty and situation in t
Year 6 in 2017 but di not have a TPO.

The Sycamore Gapetyméeeywasl |l ed on atmiha s2 8thhug®e ptud
outrage and sadness. |l mr2 @zxiadtgweod iannddi vsiednut ael nsc ew
criminal damage of t. hel mnSycea neoa net eGiacpe dt rteoe f our y
months in prison and fined A622, 191. This sente
| awyer s, activists and a step towards protectin
However, such casa&ls ameé mxmeptiees which are il
may not receive justice due to the |l ack of stron
The Sycamore Gap tree was just one of many i mpo
which are already under more typical threats inc
and neglect. Many Woroe | raencdo rTd eics t drs tAlme wbn¢c¢ h Tmaps |
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https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/section/210
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1990/8/section/210
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1971/48/section/1
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1971/48/section/1
https://treecouncil.org.uk/sycamore-gap-tree-sentencing-the-tree-council-comment/#:~:text=Two%20men%20were%20sentenced%20to,and%20sentence%20was%20passed%20today.
https://ati.woodlandtrust.org.uk/

1.1 I ndividual Trees

over 190, 000 ancient and veteran trees, reveal.
growing vulnerability.
The destruction of the Sycamore Gap Tree i s seer
environmental treasure. For many, the tree deser
mor e i mportarntnlty ifnosrb eiytosa loweru man use. The felling
as an act of destrwuction against nature itself,
0The outpouring of grief, sadness &
Tree shows the strength of | ove & ca

- Paul Powlesland and Brontie Ansell from Lawyers for Nature

Sycamore trees are common in the UK, yet the his
Gap tree made this case somewhat wunique. For | «
to resource the necessary polite &dotrtiohbegali tdens
Furthermore, the approaches taken for general cr
the eventd even though the tree(s) is |l ost forev

1.1.3 VALUATI ON AND ALTERNATI

PROTECTI ON OF WI LDLIFE I N TREES

Wildlife Iiving in trees has their own forms of
the trees they 1.i.e Wand IRPhredBisred s e e

CAPI TAL ASSET VALUE FOR AMENITY TREES

Capital Asset Value for Amenity Trees (ACAVATO)
as public assets to be managed by local authorities. CAVAT does not measure timber value

or private property value, but the amenity value to the community . The CAVAT method was

used in calculating the value of the Sycamore Gap tree for the court case.

CAVAT functions as both a preventative and restorative mechanism for the protection of trees.
The formal valuation of a tree can deter unauthorised removal or damage as it establishes a
clear financial liability that would be incurred if harm were caused.

There are two methods for assessing the value of trees, these are the Quick Method, which
takes a strategic valuation of an entire stock of trees and the Full Method, which is a detailed
valuation of an individual tree or woodland. They both assess a range of factors such as the
trees size, public accessibility, function and sale expectancy to create an Asset Value.
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https://www.faithinnature.co.uk/blogs/notes-on-nature/trust-in-the-trees-the-legacy-of-the-sycamore-gap
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/cn4w7w31p4go
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/03071375.2018.1454077#abstract
https://www.southampton.gov.uk/modernGov/documents/s15821/Members%20Room%20Document%202.pdf
https://www.southampton.gov.uk/modernGov/documents/s15821/Members%20Room%20Document%202.pdf

1.1 I ndividual Trees

CAVAT is intended for use on public trees or trees of demonstrable public importance
This is because a CAVAT requires a public amenity value and incorporates the Community
Tree I ndex (ACTIO0), which adjusts tree value ac
accessibility, making it unsuitable for purely private trees with no meaningful public benefit.
Examples of suitable trees for a CAVAT valuation include Street Trees, Park and Woodland
trees, Trees on school or housing estate grounds, Trees with TPOs, Trees within a
Conservation area, Trees that are privately owned but publicly visible or contribute to the
townscape and character of the landscape.

To get a CAVAT a trained specialist such as an arboriculturist should be used to determine
the valuation. This is because several steps rely on expert professional judgement. You can
do this by contacting your local authority or finding an independent specialist such as Arbtech.

| NSURANCE CONDI TI ONS AND RI SK MANAGEME

I

current threat to.tMWhr8&8atsindehurtite@®aksom insur
subsi dence, storm damage, and peaersaugiewed orfitskn tree
the removal of nearby trees as part of the reme
uncertain orhecdmtdasttad. has historically relied
treelated risk |l eading to felling becoming a po
ri-m&nagement measure rather than as a |l ast resor
Legally, insurers have no direct power to requi
through contract and | everage: policies often

to follow an insurerds recommemodagbges| eadefy soma
with insurers in requiring O6risk removal . 6 Wh e
for mal consent is stildl required. But in pract.i
weight with both poopkrawtbwnetseandparticul arl)
safety, liability, or structural integrity.
Tree owner s, including private individuals and
ri sks where trees are alleged to cause property
This is typicradllgygtadhrmmught mwaoittmg .al Lii amtielriftey efna@re
i s assessed under the | aw of tort, i n nuisance
are proof of foreseeability, knowledge (actual
Whil e the mere presence of a tree is insufficien
such as ©prior damage or expert evidence is pre
constructive keawl edgk BFfomatmat point, a cont.i

takeasonabl e prev.entTahiisv ep catceentoinal / constructi ve

nsurance conditions are a significant and oft el

the nui sance, such as the tree root growth unde]

owner ship.

Del aware Mansions Ltd v[We8tiimni dissA €trh3eZillteya dionugn ca u

The House of Lords confirmed that encroaching
nui sance once the | andowner knows, or ought to

to take reasonabl e prewventoatiadidctiyorh ocamsudiseq
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https://arbtech.co.uk/contact-us/
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/cev1nd038vvo
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld200102/ldjudgmt/jd011025/dela-1.htm

1.1 I ndividual Trees

The duty however toamkea nrdea avsg amyaalinleet | shteecppss sar i |y t o
I n principle, this may include monitoring, prun
practice, however, the |l egal ri sk often drives

certain way te leilabmilniattye. futur

To avoid tree felling when such issues are raise
from the insurers; submit independent expert evi
mitigation satisfies the duty stacypr esentt hfeu tiunrs
compl aints process and the Financi al Ombudsman &

The insurers posby iommaldldeemdied @ necsdt exlaais er s often r

generic assumptrieolnast eadb oruits kt,r epear t i cul arly i n sutk
expert reports frequently show that causation i s
You can request from the insurers:

T The arboriculture and geotechnical evidence r e
T The methodol ogy used to |ink the tree to the d

T Whet her alternative causes have been excluded.

PROPOSE REASONABLE ALTERNATI VES

I n nuisance | aw, the duty is to take reasonabl e
mitigate risk, felling is not the only | awful re
T I'ntroduce oot barriers

=

Il ncrease the frequency ofth@raal egt iove srcarmev alf

branches or parts of a tree)

T Reduce thelecowwel(y shortening tshe outer branc

T Use monitoring and renpwesnenkt ewselnsmosi t(oring re
repeated measurements taken over time to recor
tree)

1T Consider engineering salutions (e.g. wunderpinn

| NVOKE LEGAL PROTECTI ONS

Where a tree is protect@idt dyofa IJpPeOci avli | Sdii ¢ ret il faiv
regi me, consent is required regardless of insur.
birds, or protected habitats can | awfully preven
i nsurersé views.
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1.1 I ndividual Trees

RELY ON PROPORTI ONALI TY AND REASONABLE

I n nuisance, liability arises only if the owner
Courts do not require tlhees smoisntt rdursa svieiu ¢nenagsais verses s
the risk, insisting on felling can be disproport
As insurers do not account for environment al b
ongoing or repeat insur aneeempctliaviemsf eol fltienng ionrc ecnhtoi
trees, even where alternative interventions may

1.1.4 REGI STERI NG TREES

drees outside woodlands (TOWSs) are all trees that do not fall within
the definition of a woodland, and consists of patches of trees <0.5 ha,
trees along linear features, and lone trees. A recent inventory has determined
that there are 742,000 ha of TOWSs in Britain, corresponding to 3.2% of
total | and cover, and represent.

Th&rees OutsideéeTOWydlgarmdnme i s a -YAetlar8 andtlildrnr, e dd
initiative funded by HM Government and deliver e
Nat ur al Engl and, the Department for Environment,
authoritamsworldhk odregund 2020y a0r2 1p ranglr, a mnge ,a ifsi veex
run through to around 2025/ 2026.

lts purpose is to develop and test new, scalable

T Pl anting and protecting trees outside forests,

T Embedding trees into planning, hi ghways, and p

T Creatintgerimgngsustainable models for managi ng
|l andscapes.

In effect, it mar ks a shift in policy thinking
resources, b Ut masttoswnost,i cfaalr ms , and communities.

The government hasr pr odacedndalhemap of Exess i ngt

trees outside woodlands are being systematically
resolution national mapping (identifying canopy
through targeted ground surdeys pgathaltbi danhdit ha
programmeds outcomes help establish baseline dat
and gui di ngc ofvuetru rtdaOVWseetesan be registered through
inventories. Most notably via surveys coordinate

tree records such as TPOs and tools such as the
assessments.
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https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/media/1702/benefits-of-trees-outside-woods.pdf
https://ncea.maps.arcgis.com/apps/instant/sidebar/index.html?appid=cf571f455b444e588aa94bbd22021cd3

1.1 I ndividual Trees

Currently thédraeciingg me chwamliisan f or an i ndi vi dual
the national TOW dat aset . However, there are o
i mportant trees aresiwgindifblceanand n(oe svp eelauitaatIdl tyr eaensc
veteran, or notable treéwsn)dl agand ble uséedoer dedi entt
whi ch i s open t o publ i c submi ssions and wi del
Communities can ask their | ocal authority to as

(ATROMWhi ch places it on a | e2g.a8ah3@ . BafA dti meg T ooocl akli
for guidance and a templ at.e Tdin smaneiamg da haPOt he

registered by | ocal authorities and can be found
effectively act as a for mal | ocal l'ist of Il egal!l
Local councils and commuocaly lgeoiupageawheehneagns
influence planning and policy even where no na
checking how to document trees via similar init
Lost Woods pr ajiaxctt ofi mausanex ent and veteran tree
are inviting people to report old and noteworthy
survey work. Groups in Brighton & Hosvpee cainadl ottrheeer
maper documented significant trees (e.g. champi
broader databases |ike the Tree Register.

1. 1LGCAL Bl ODNICVVHPFOSMWNSY ( LBAPS)

Local Bi odiversity Action Pl ans (ALBARZOI trar
I nternational Law ajadndt UK Riodhics esf aMat wrbd i gat i c
ground: to conserve biodiversity of national an
the conservation of biodiversity and to coordi n:
awarenesxgdd ofnval vement in the conservation of b
information on the biodiversity of the area

Local Biodiversity ActeitonoaPbahy @ h 0B APastoi)onal |
conservatio,n ipdertriiftyyiersg threatened or i mportant
objectives for their protection and recovery. L
programme but continue to inform the identific:

|l mpa ance uMateur @alheEnvironment and Rural a@dmmuni f
t henvironment Act 2021

LBAPs do not provide direct | egal protection to
function &sasewi dbeofidcecy gonsdeumabt sct hat horities i
bi odiversilBXPduaiesroutinely wused to:

T Justify the need for ecological surveys;
T I'nform mitigation and avoidance strategies; an
T Shape site design and tree retention.

Seé. 3.2 Opportunities. To I nfluence Deci sions
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https://ati.woodlandtrust.org.uk/
https://www.lostwoods.org.uk/treevolunteers?
https://urbantreefestival.org/brighton-tree-map
https://urbantreefestival.org/brighton-tree-map
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2021/30/contents

1.1 I ndividual Trees

LBAPs inform planning, | and management and devel
affect priority habitats or species, LBAPs help
mi tigation or avoidance. TPOs protrecuglspaecsdpgear a
|l egal mechani sm. LBAPs d-afnfders plecdtelsaecbbeaysang b
their ecological function rather than appearanc
are often priority habibatdatsuppordisng i specited
Where a tree contributes, or has the potenti al
authorities may require its retention or i mpose

LBAP evidence carc asles d ossu ppadkritn gt me TPO.

While LBAPs are not statutory designations, t he
and, velmdbreed ded i,n cpaonl ibcey mateart ieal aconisn delranniomg

deci sigoWlsene referenced in the Local Pl an or sup
reflected in | ocal biodiversity strategies or n
relied upon by the | ocal planning authority.

LBAPs can influence survey requirements, site de
guide | ocal authorities niant ube o diewvweorvseirtyl BpSRananti e
demonstratestlhowt ooyn kuwtsedvipdbdrnacd es can influen

support stronger protection for trees and biodiyv

1. 1RI6GGHTS OF NATURE APPROACHES?

This section has shown that trees can be prote

framewor ks. Where trees have amenity value to t
Tree Preservation Orders, which are Il engabhbéy en
recognised through CAVAT valuations. Local acti
identify woodland as priority habitat, of fering
system. Evleend iprsaugseur es t o f eclulmsttraenecse sc,a nb,e icrh asl d
However, al | these mechanisms remain fundament a
because of their usefulness to people, whether f
regulatory compliance, rat her t hTameibre claiumiet attrieoer
evident in the continued | o0oss of trees and woo
despite the existence of these | aws.

oAl Il | i fe forms are unique and warrant resp

-1982 UN World Charter in Principl

There are other possibilities that move toward
communities to play an active role in protecting
2 ofToohé&it, including:

T 21 Charter for g heWRodlhdsdefamd eleor est
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1.1 I ndividual Trees

T 2.12eqgal and Political Ref orm
T 2. WeBui l ding Connec, iiomesl wditrmg Naittuirzen science
T 2.7 Langulagk Clhama@e

The. & akRti cal Tool $ handf 0od hpwatpegoovi de resources
i nto acti on, including:

T Righhtassed TPO t emeglfataeand ng tree protection in t
ecological integrity,;

T Conservation, Cwliealmantant eemupreotd eantgi on for tre
by attaching |l egally enforceable obligations

under Part 7 of the Environment Act 2021;
T Woodl and Guardianship Bodvebuanadryreel &setwhats

trees in both communimaki agd sfeort malgsdeawingdieon ak
support restoration, planting, and protection;
T Council Mowhioaolks embed Rights of Nature princip
policy.
Toget her, these tools shift protection away from
recognition of trees and woodlands as |iving bei
of care, r estpercm ,p ramntde dtoinan .
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1.2 Urban Trees

| NTRODUCTI ON

The UK is home 5t diada wemidgnriefeiscant proportion of
environments. Gi v-v2m2 3 h a8a%H% wdse ro fc e2n®x 2 20 f people in

urban ,améas 6t faeserm used to include both street
spaces, and wider urban green infrastructure) un
essential biodiversity, protecting wildlife, and

1. 2.1 URBAN TREE LEGI SLATI ON
ORDERS

Bel ow, we set out |l egislation Tape! iPocableectti @ nuOb
(ATPQOs@nd provide brief examples oftheaekaor aptpd y
Commi ssiegmul ates tree felling through the fellincg
rural and urban areas where statutory volume thr
many urban trees are exempt from felltmgy lacenc
|l ocated within domestic g au tdhreanrsi serd wheroali g h e ma
per mi ssi on. Even where a felling |icence is not
including Tree Preservation Orders, Conservatio
These regimes operameaninmgpeocphit agce with one
need to comply with others.

LEGI SLATI ON

1)The Environment Law Act 2021

Section 115 (1) states that a | ocal hi ghway au
the public before felling a tree the highway

2)Hi ghways Act 1980

Section 154 of this act provides that where a

or any other road or footpath, to which the pul
the passage of vehicles or pedestvwiieamsqgf odr iowes
of vehicles or the light from a public | amp, 3
to remove the cause of the danger, obstruction

3)The Forestry Act 1967; and Forestry Commission

Overall, this act and the corresponding commi
trees, permitted only by |icence. It is impor
Ssubsection 9, there are exceptions dxwampmleeneed
a)Garden/ churchyard/ public open space,;
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https://www.woodlands.co.uk/blog/flora-and-fauna/how-many-trees-are-there-in-the-uk/
https://www.ibisworld.com/united-kingdom/bed/urban-population/44231/
https://www.ibisworld.com/united-kingdom/bed/urban-population/44231/
https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/trees-woods-and-wildlife/habitats/urban-trees-and-woodland/
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b)Safety exemptions; and
c)Wor ks required by another Act

4)Tree Protection Orders (TPOs)

Tree Protection ,Oradlesros difAsTcRPuGsssoeXdi v, dairae draeerss me
bwocal Planning AutflmoritthieepufploBAs @f protecting
of trees deemed to Amewi tdye saadeuseetsys edaltthe.ough vi ¢
trees or woodl ands:

a)Can be seen by the gener al publ i c;

b)Have individual i mpact; and

c)Are of significance to their |l ocal surrounding
TPOs are a critical tool for the protection of
tree of wvital i mportance is scheduled for felld.

significantly undermined on tbheebabsde TR@&@s$s. pl anr

I'n I'ight of the not alodpkiwedp&seswhiebbhTPOs|, utdberef
of TPOs as tree management and stewardship order
dynamic organisms with changing management consi

1. 2. 2 CASE STUDI ES

Bel ow we focus on tSwefkKeywyl da SdnrBdteundoTuetshe sAr mada We

Treeswhich highlight the difficulties in protec:
success. Bot h exampl es involved the felling of
mai ntenance of Sheffield and Plymouth amaas., an
Further mor e, i n both studies, the felling of ul
bal ance urban devel opment and pdmnning, and envi

SHEFFI ELD STREET TREES

lduly ,2@ha2ffield City Council |l aunched a A2 bil
Gtreet ,Atweach Amey, a private contractor. The pr
I n Sheffi eprdopoasrdl tfhed | i nfor ot hé7upgoOadeeand mai i
Sheffield city roads, drainage and pavements, st

of t he 5pr5sdj0ewer,eed el l ed and subsequently replace

During the project, a number of contentious i ssuU
a)Drainage of mature trees;

b)A | ack of regard for trees with cultural conne
c)A lack of transparency from the council; and
d)Low public consultation.
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https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a790b1d40f0b679c0a08161/tposguide.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5d3062d8ed915d2feaf5f874/190705_Sheffield_Report.pdf
https://www.sheffield.gov.uk/roads-pavements/streets-ahead
https://savesheffieldtrees.org.uk/2018/07/29/detailed-plans-to-remove-17500-trees-in-sheffield-drawn-up-six-years-ago-lost-document-reveals/
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5d3062d8ed915d2feaf5f874/190705_Sheffield_Report.pdf
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These issues formed the basis of protests again:t
a cwitd)]e hi ghways maintenance contract, responsi t
condition of Sheffieldbds roads, p eeved mef rutrsn,i t sutrree e

a2 ear peifShheedf fi el d and Rot heram WnidS3thefef iTelud t
Tree Acti wepr6&pbhpiary advocates.against the contr

I n 2018h e ftfhieel d Streewadrseb®equertkbhni pstablishe
on the balance between urban devel opment and ¢
consisted of representatives from the SRWT, Shef
Council, and Amey.

RUSTLI NGS ROAD AND CHELSEA ROAD ELM TEF

Rustlings Road

In 20m6, Sheffield Street Trees Projwhitchept emhptt
SRWT stemd at deShefffield City Council$Se ttidgthdoifght i

t he Natur al Environment and Rur al Communities Ac
public authori tciomms eravwe amddwetnthhawcehbnoBHnglasdt:t y
efforts ultimately failed, and the trees were fe

Chel sea Road EIm Tr ee

One tree, which raised partitbkarChebrear Rowidt el
scheduled to be felled on account of the damage
that this tree ought to be protected due htto its
Whi-t etter Hairstreakhbhuttbeftyepopupporboed.

Threatened with | egal action, Sheffield City Co

the pruning of the elm and road repairs, prevent
with NERC, new elm trees have been phapotedthear
continuance of the | ocal butterfly popul ati on.

PLYMOUTH TREES ON ARMADA WAY

Pl ymouth City Councitgedewsedbipendvhackhe miéhledrudaed bhe
over 10®dl angeSrmadauWapseThé wahse tsoc hietmper ove t he

the city centre with pathways, water drainage s
housing development. TR&23ed | ¢comgt bergac wmt iMar &
securedSadyethlkee Trees of Ar ngardoau pWa yw h(i icShT RhAaWwot) e d

and removal of the felled trees and branches. Th
bird species such as the Coll ared Dove and Woodp

A repo3TtRABY fobhatd before felling, the Plymouth
because it was a teeenetgatcentperopeetded revitaldi
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https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5d3062d8ed915d2feaf5f874/190705_Sheffield_Report.pdf
https://www.wildsheffield.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/05022018-SRWT-Chelsea-Road-elm-and-butterfly-plan-Q-and-A1.pdf?srsltid=AfmBOoqpVtVBRoixc5My4GkcVNqHFS2l0yLJnm_HkP0nl2URsd_UPQE8
https://sheffieldstreettreepartnership.org/
https://www.wildsheffield.com/getinvolved/campaigning-for-wildlife/campaigning-history/sheffield-street-trees/?srsltid=AfmBOoo4wn5srnnu0gpCZb5VPJZrsnVf6zi1O7VK-Gy3Dlr1M_olCL-B
https://www.wildsheffield.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/161209_cllr_lodge_street_trees.pdf
https://www.wildsheffield.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/05022018-SRWT-Chelsea-Road-elm-and-butterfly-plan-Q-and-A1.pdf?srsltid=AfmBOoqpVtVBRoixc5My4GkcVNqHFS2l0yLJnm_HkP0nl2URsd_UPQE8
https://butterfly-conservation.org/news-and-blog/statement-on-the-chelsea-road-elm-in-sheffield
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/armada-way
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-devon-64974072
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-devon-64974072
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/armada-way
https://strawplymouth.com/
https://democracy.plymouth.gov.uk/documents/s153526/Appendix%20A%20-%20Armada%20Way%20Independent%20Learning%20Review%20Report.pdf
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were in a poor Theteowonhcirdcedse @é me watse Ar mada Wa
centr e, planting 202 new trees and creating a | &
cour tdowever, Pl ymouth City Council only planne:q
the |likelihood of tree disease. Foll owiggnthe di

been updatienc!l ude the planting of more trees, whi

Nesting Birds

I'n this discrete exampl e, Pl ymouth €vigerCoaunaci l
nesting birds n rteheew hdiecblr i me aonft ftehdtedt he wor ks n

[
order prevent a potenti al breach of the Wil dlife
a prohibition on any person from the killing or
fell esd werreee not able to be removed until the end

1. 2.3 WHY SHOULD URBAN TREES

Bel ow, we briefly consider a range of reasons, W
range from functional benefits to intrinsic valu

CREATI NG HABI TATS FOR WILDLI FE

First, halkkietsatag ef omanwdi ladIsiofue ce of food for birds:s
Urban trees therefore have SadhuqgeNoiomp easmtda ddn i bhia b
Bisadnd. 3. 2 Opportunities to influence decisions

PREVENTI NG FLOODI NG

Urban trees capnubeteewvamaeablees tq matchr als dil soaosdts

drought. They may intercept rai nwater, combat s
guality by filtering out pollution. I n addition,
which can reduce the atmbangr odnd ab4bfld d mur ceharcehs thay
the woodland trust

It is also important to note, that whil st wur ban
such as drought and flooding, these disasters ma
FIl ooding and waterl ogging fmplry exfampXxygematyo rtersé g
prevent nor mal functioning, damage soi l healt h,
Drought may also be fatal, and create vulnerabi
growth and productivity.
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https://democracy.plymouth.gov.uk/documents/s153526/Appendix%20A%20-%20Armada%20Way%20Independent%20Learning%20Review%20Report.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/oct/17/plymouth-to-replace-felled-trees-that-helped-bring-down-tory-council
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/oct/17/plymouth-to-replace-felled-trees-that-helped-bring-down-tory-council
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/oct/17/plymouth-to-replace-felled-trees-that-helped-bring-down-tory-council
https://letstalkarmadaway.commonplace.is/en-GB/proposals/proposed-new-scheme/start
https://letstalkarmadaway.commonplace.is/en-GB/proposals/proposed-new-scheme/start
https://strawplymouth.com/documents/wsp1.jpg
https://strawplymouth.com/documents/wsp1.jpg
https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/protecting-trees-and-woods/benefits-of-urban-trees/
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| MPROVEMENT OF AI R QUALITY

Urban treesemmaye abdismnpiosé uandnkeep cities shaded
the air pollution removal services provided by
deaths and prevented 49,126 years of | itfreelseing
reduce emissions from power gener ati on by reduc
oxygen through. photosynthesis

1. 2. 4 CULTURAL AND ECOLOGI CA
TREES

CULTURAL | MPORTANCE

Urban Trees hobtldt sri@glniif mdamteasncaa e a sign of sha

considerabl e part of culture and society. They
responding to, and communicating the values of
cultural and social dynami c wintthe rtgreeneesr.atDro nBarlo cikn
exampl e, created five different approaches to e
out side of wowrddamdand nr preali settings:

T The |ife framewor k;

T Biophilia;

T Cul tur al ecosystem services;

f Rel ational wvalwues; and

1T Sense of place.

I n the context of Sheffield and Plymout h, t her e
cultural importance of trees, to how the public

tree protection.
| NTRI NSI C VALUE

Urban trieesrhasktorvaheer own sake and beyond the
outrage of many urban tree felling projects il
can cause, recognising their worth irrespective

1. 2.5 DOES UK LAW PROVI DE AD
FOR URBAN TREES?

UK | aw curr einnadye gouaotvel dpersot ect,i onupdmpaor tue d almy ttrlee
pl anning permission can override TPOs, t he mos:H
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https://woodlandtrust.org.uk/protecting-trees-and-woods/benefits-of-urban-trees
https://cdn.forestresearch.gov.uk/2022/02/health_benefits_of_street_trees_29june2011-1.pdf
https://cdn.forestresearch.gov.uk/2022/02/health_benefits_of_street_trees_29june2011-1.pdf
https://cdn.forestresearch.gov.uk/2022/02/health_benefits_of_street_trees_29june2011-1.pdf
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i ndi vi dual trees. A second i ssue, which potent.
the discretion of | ocal authorities as to whethe
forms of protection and, withnsdgdaidd canrtedcetgiade
of pr ot eacst iaon as-t resort.

Further mor e, whi |l st duotcyalt oa urtehpolsaictainedse ahhacwole itay ie e a
would be applied to a new tree, this wildl have

override TPOs. It téeakoscstnotféonhengl ahathgea TP
harm to the environment and ecosystems may be s
out weighing the financi al benefit of devel opment

ACTI ON PLANS TO PRESERVE URBAN TREES

I'n Emel and Trees AZGFZD0hel goveépDement committed t
more trees in towns and cities, contributing to
urban centres. Some of the most important committ

T New guidanceNthrouongh ®tbhedelomebBownt Ceé€s can be

in the built environment, including design par
T Changes to the National Pl anni ngc oPontuinci yt yF rtar neeews
such as community orchards, should be incorpo

streets shbubddbe tree
T Extensi dr baafn tTheee Chdlcll osgeal Fwnmd application asc
2025) to support the planting andurisambadrn esdsnen

T Acommi t ment to the i mpbyogersmentngogftA®Osthe pl an
recogni sécnalfli ttshe.r efersi sprwavsi deent i ci pated to en
ur ban environment were no | onger seen as a man
rather than they were .seen as an i mportant ass

T A ndwty on | ocal authorities toncHrmseulbdbonmant el

Act 2021
T Work with engineersgar bdewveltbopeirnscsreeradse t he amour
in urban centres, and on streets, and in devel
for Streets and potentially amending Nati onal
foundati ons.

Whi | e ther e have been positive steps t owar ds

management in England sincmel202bg phahtemsguersiamrg a
equitable access, and providing adequate protect
2028r een | nfrastrucguwirde s Frlaomeakoirrpgop hst yig h e

i mportance of integratiamngditmse etso iinntcor euarsbea nt hpel aanm
cover to 40% in urban residenti al areas. Some |
t heirree sttroatealgiigems with national goal s.
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https://www.telegraph.co.uk/environment/2024/10/29/tree-preservation-order-tpo-councils-conservation-fines/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/environment/2024/10/29/tree-preservation-order-tpo-councils-conservation-fines/
https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/protecting-trees-and-woods/campaign-with-us/take-action-in-your-community/tree-preservation-orders/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/environment/2024/10/29/tree-preservation-order-tpo-councils-conservation-fines/
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/60a3ddd1d3bf7f2886e2a05d/england-trees-action-plan.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/60a3ddd1d3bf7f2886e2a05d/england-trees-action-plan.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/60a3ddd1d3bf7f2886e2a05d/england-trees-action-plan.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/60a3ddd1d3bf7f2886e2a05d/england-trees-action-plan.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/60a3ddd1d3bf7f2886e2a05d/england-trees-action-plan.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/60a3ddd1d3bf7f2886e2a05d/england-trees-action-plan.pdf
https://www.carbonbrief.org/analysis-uk-misses-tree-planting-targets-by-forest-the-size-of-birmingham/
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/natural-england-unveils-new-green-infrastructure-framework
https://treecouncil.org.uk/science-and-research/trees-and-woodland-strategy-toolkit/
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1. 2.6 HOW TO PROTECT URBAN T
SOLUTI ONS

Whil st it may seem hard to help protect urban ti
ways to increase chances of protection:

1) MAKE FULL USE OF EXI STI NG PLANNIT
National and | ocal p | a nbniiondgi wvpeorlsiictyy iamhe te eagdayie s iulpipe|
andreen i nfr.asTthreuscet uproel i ci es can be used to argu
chall enge unnecessary removals, and highlight c¢
deci sions. Campaign for trees to haVedthedr roi

Opportunities toldndf 8QwBunccea |d eMoitsi.ioonn sGui dance

2) USE LOCAL NATURE RECOVERY STRATEC(
POLI CI ES

Local Nature Recokecygl SBradiegeesityaSialcti on PBllan
priorityl spesi e&ean help demonstrate the =ecologi
particularly where they support hlabl tlantdicwindwealt i’
1.3.2 Opportunitied.doWoonfllaedcAndmal siand Biro

3) STRENGTHEN AND I NFLUENCE LOCAL TI
Local authorities alreddyyehasweguapheage refso rt,eos apnrgoldaircs
climate adap.t aGrioounpsplcaanns advocate for canopy COV¢
policies, and replacement standards based on can
4) USE EXI STI NG BI ODI VERSITY DUTI ES

TheiodiversiungsSaauttdydbonfNERC, al avndgildd e laegi sl at i
ecol ogical surveycapqgpioemeetstrong | egal and pr
unnecessary tSreete 4r evoowdla.nd Ani mal s and Birds.

5) USE CONSULTATI ON AND TRANSPARENC)Y
Public consultation duties, planning consultatic
can be used to obtain surveys, ri sk assessments
maki ng prSecge.s8Ees i ronmental | nfor maitn oPr aRecetqgiuceaslt sT

and Templ at es.

32



1.2 Urban Trees

6 ) FOCUS ARGUMENTS ON MATURE TREE RE

Existing porldtcegyntsiu@mpoaft sest abl i s hMadt ugrree etnr e ensf rsahsc
be framed as irreplaceable due to the time requ
devel op.

7)) BUI LD COALd NTBEBRESANDBDURNMBORT

Effective campaigns often involve partnerships
organi sations, climate groups, her iSte®g 68 . gr ou e,
and Woodl and GuardimnBmhaaopti cGalli dhonacles and Templ at

8) HOLD AUTHORITIES TO EXI STI NG POLI
COMMI TMENTS

Local authorities already commit to tree plantin
expansi on. These commitments can be -makidndg oorc ha
excessive cnd p8lriecamsds . Woo@U amdi an&hi @dand®a actical
Tools and Templ at es.

9) PROMOEEML®NEGEWARDSHI P, NOT JUST PL
Current policy supports <climate resilience and
advocatetéobpm mangtenance funding, soil protectio
|l ifecycle management (Sle@&nmBi.nwg Tfrere wmhlia Wotorde ees1.d  (
Gui dainncePractical Tools and Templ ates.

1. 2.7 UNI VERSI TY OF SUSSEX T

As part of the solution, weipreapaseTrtelEe aSaipgeieixc a

which includes the following rights:

T The right tbeexight to exist and be respected
T The right :ta hfel aurgihgsh to fl ourish and maintain
functions and evolutionary processes.

1T The right tothespighteto unpolluted air of sui
f The right to htehad trhiyghstoitto abundant and undi s
mycelium networks, that promote natural connec
T The rightThe wiaglktr.to unpolluted water, essent
T The right tao bPeubrlea <t caruedhor i ti esubwiilcl bowWp eer tw,i
supported, in scaling initiatives to replant t
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T The right to beAmgppeseonedor community can r e]

woodl ands and forests, and have the right to p
cal l upon public authorities to enforce and in
T The right t o i nfllrlmecdi tdiezceinssi oonfs .t he Uni ted Kin
access timely information in relation actiwviti
T The right to a precautionary anAdnyprdeevceinstiaotn v
concerning trees, wood!|l ands and forests wil!/
approach in |line with these general principles
T The right to |live outandei whenrme udadcl lnd eorcydte¢ &
to die in situ with dignity, with decay wunders

soils, biodiversity, and future growth.

Urban trees are essenti al to the health, resi |l
ecosystems across the UK. While current l egal
inconsistently applied, there remain maawydoppor
deci-makbars to strengthen protection using exist.i
Public awareness, ear l-malkingm@a,geanedti mfmordmed sa dwnoc
powerful role in improving outcomes for wurban tr

A key takeaevagr yicsnet hcagan contribute .toFarr bfamr tthe
inspiration and practical examples of community
Gtreet Tree Heroes: Stéanding up for Street Tr ees
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https://startwithlocal.org.uk/projects/trees-for-streets-a-case-study/

1.3 Ancient Woodl ands

1.3 Anci ent
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